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BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

REGIONAL PARTNERSHIP

Northampton County is a federal entittement community under the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
and HOME Partnerships (HOME) programs and is required to affirmatively further fair
housing under Section 808 of the Fair Housing Act. To affirmatively further fair housing,
the County must conduct an analysis to identify impediments to fair housing choice within
the jurisdiction and take appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any impediments
identified through the analysis.

The cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton, in partnership with Northampton County,
are preparing a joint Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice. The partnership is
recognized as the Bethlehem, Easton, Allentown, Northampton (“BEAN") Fair Housing
Partnership. An Analysis of Impediments is a planningédocument that examines any
public or private actions that have the effect of restricti ing choice, or the availability
of housing, based on an individual's race, color, religi
national origin.

The BEAN Fair Housing Partnership includes sentatives from three (3) federal
ousing authorities (PHAS) in the

address the impediments. Each patrticipa se Al document to create their own
unique annual Action Plan to affipaatively Tur

City of Allente
Allentown Hou
City of Bethlehem
City of Easton

Easton Housing Authority

Northampton County last participated in a Regional Analysis to Impediments (RAI) in
December of 2014 in coordination with Lehigh County and the Cities of Allentown,
Bethlehem, and Easton. The Al was a regional analysis that examined a number of factors
that affected housing opportunities and housing choices from the larger community
perspective and how the area as a whole could collaborate on addressing barriers to fair
housing choice. The majority of the past participants chose to continue the regional
approach and collaborated on this Al to work together on fair housing planning, as well
as improving the regional fair housing infrastructure to address fair housing issues that
extend beyond jurisdictional boundaries. Lehigh County prepared its own Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice; which was completed in 2019.
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The Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice fits into a larger collaborative effort
between the participants to work jointly on comprehensive planning efforts. Through
partnerships, the County can best achieve its housing, community and economic
development goals.

Fair housing is a right. The County is committed to promoting housing choice which entails
increasing free and equal access to residential housing throughout the Lehigh Valley. The
County will direct federal funds to address impediments to housing choice that inhibits an
individual's pursuit of personal, educational, and employment goals. If you have any
guestions or comments, please send them to the County’s Fair Housing Designated
Officer:

Frank Brooks, Administrator, Community & Economic Development

Department of Community and Economic Development (DCED)
County of Northampton, Pennsylvania

2801 Emrick Boulevard, 1st Floor

Bethlehem, Pennsylvania 18020

(610) 829-6311

fbrooks@northamptoncounty.org
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Executive Summary

Northampton County, the City of Allentown, and the City of Bethlehem are entitlement
communities under the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). In accordance with the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, each entitlement community
must “affirmatively further fair housing.” In order to demonstrate that an entitlement
community is “affirmatively furthering fair housing,” each community must conduct a Fair
Housing Analysis which identifies any impediments to fair housing choice and what steps
it will take to address those impediments. HUD advises communities that the Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice should address the Fair Housing Act, Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Section 109 of Title
| of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, Title 1l of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, Discrimination Act of 1975,
Title IX of the Education Amendments Act of 1972, E tive Order 11063, Executive
Order 11246, Executive Order 12892, Executive Or , Executive Order 13166,
and Executive Order 13217.

The HUD Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity ffice advises federal entitlement
communities to update their Analysis of Impe s (Al) to Fair Housing Choice to
coincide with their Five Year Consolidate en every five (5) years thereafter.
In addition, each year the entitlement co t of its Annual Action Plan, must
sign certifications that the jurisdictions wi further falr housing. ThIS means
that the entitlement communitie C
Choice (Al), take appropriatef’a > ercome the effects of any impediments
identified through the Al, a ' i i [
actions were taken.

During FY 2018 ' LA A ks
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cooperation agreement on 8/16/2018 that recognized the City’s decision to opt in as an
urban county participant. As such, the Consolidated Plan and Al is the responsibility of
Northampton County and covers both entities. The City of Allentown is located in Lehigh
County and is a federal CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA entitlement community.

Northampton County, Lehigh County, the City of Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and
the City of Easton previously prepared a Regional Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice in December 2014. On July 16, 2015, the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD) published its final rule on Affirmatively Furthering Fair
Housing. This rule attempted to establish a standardized process for fair housing
planning. On May 23, 2018, due to deficiencies in the requirements, information available,
and public participation HUD announced the withdrawal of the AFFH Rule, eliminating the
AFH Tool, and requiring communities to revert back to the preparation of an Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (Al). This plan was prepared following HUD’s Office
of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity’s Fair Housing Pla g Guide. Lehigh County did
not participate in the BEAN partnership and prepared i Analysis of Impediments to
Fair Housing Choice in 2019.

This analysis focuses on the status and interacti
the Lehigh Valley:

e The sale or rental of dwellings (p

) fundamental conditions within

e The provision of housing brokerage

e The provision of financial

requirements used in t
housing;

e Where there is at@etermination of unlawful segregation or other housing
discrimination by a court or a finding of noncompliance by HUD regarding assisted
housing in a recipient’s jurisdiction, an analysis of the actions which could be taken
by the recipient to remedy the discriminatory condition, including actions involving
the expenditure of funds made available under 24 CFR Part 570.

The Fair Housing Act was originally passed in 1968 to protect buyers and renters from
discrimination from sellers and landlords by making it unlawful to refuse the sale or rental
of a property to persons included under the category of a protected class. The Fair
Housing Act prohibits discrimination against persons based on their race, color, religion,
sex, national origin, disability, or familial status in the sale, rental, and financing of
housing.
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PROTECTED
CLASSES

Religion

The methodology employed to un a of Impediments included:

e Research

Review of the

egl Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing
ces, Comprehensive Plans, Five Year Consolidated
lans, and Consolidated Annual Performance

Review of th ost recent demographic data for the area from the U.S.
Census, which included general, demographic, housing, economic, social,
and disability characteristics.

- Review of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (HUD-CHAS) data.

- Review of the residential segregation data.

- Review of financial lending institutions through the Home Mortgage
Disclosure Act (HMDA) database.

- Areview of the real estate and mortgage practices.
- Home mortgage foreclosure data.
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e Interviews & Meetings

Meetings and interviews were conducted with various City and County
Departments; Housing Authorities; community, social service, and
advocacy agencies, as well as public meetings.

Follow up phone calls were made when an organization neither returned a
survey nor attended a meeting.

e Analysis of Data

e Citizen Particif

Low- and moderate-income areas were identified and mapped.
Concentrations of minority populations were identified and mapped.

Concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-gccupied housing units were

identified and mapped.

Fair housing awareness in the communi valuated.

Distribution by location of public and isted housing units were analyzed

and mapped.

The location of CDBG, HOME, E OPWA expenditures throughout
the area were analyzed.

Five Year Consolidated Pl n jectives were reviewed.

Public sector pg viewed as impediments were analyzed.

Private sector policieS 1 nay be viewed as impediments were analyzed.
The sta i identified impediments were analyzed.

A public s was publicized by the various participating jurisdictions,
public meetings were held, and copies of the draft Al were placed on public
display to encourage citizen input.

The public survey was available at the following link
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/BEANAI from May 1, 2019 until July
31, 20109.

e Key Findings

The population in the Lehigh Valley is growing more rapidly than the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population growth.

The median age in the urban areas of the Lehigh Valley is younger that the
median age in the County and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
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- The number of households has been decreasing in the urban areas while
the population is growing and the number of households in the County has
been increasing more rapidly than the population increase.

- The housing stock in the Lehigh Valley is older and in need of rehabilitation.

- There are areas of minority housing concentration that correspond to areas
of lower income concentration.

- There are areas of renter-occupied housing (urban areas) and owner-
occupied housing (non-urban areas) concentration.

- Communication issues exist for Limited English Proficiency (LEP) persons.
- Households incomes have increased at slower rates than housing costs.

- There are restrictive zoning provisions that digeourage fair housing choice.

- There is a lack of new housing constructi eet housing demand.

The Bethlehem, Easton, Allentown, Northampto ousing Partnership’s
FY 2020 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Ho ice has 1dentified the following
impediments, as well as defined specific d strategies to address each
impediment. The following Impediments to the local jurisdictions (excluding
the housing authorities which are addre

e Impediment 1: Need f Education and Outreach
There is a need to improve nowledge and understanding concerning the rights
and responsibiliti individuals, families, members of the protected classes,

landlords, rea als, and public officials under the Fair Housing Act
(FHA).

0

Goal: Improve tf
related laws, regulatic
the community.

's knowledge and awareness of the Fair Housing Act,
s, and requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 1-A: Educate residents of their rights under the Fair Housing Act (FHA) and
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-B: Educate realtors, bankers, housing providers, and other real estate
professionals of their responsibilities under the Fair Housing Act (FHA) and
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-C: Educate policy makers and municipal staff about the Fair Housing Act
(FHA) and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
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- 1-D: Support fair housing organizations and legal advocacy groups to assist
persons who may be victims of housing discrimination.

- 1-E: Identify the language and communication needs of LEP persons to
provide the specific language assistance that is required.

e Impediment 2: Need for Affordable Housing

In the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ Metro Area, over one out of every two
(52.2%) renter households in the area is paying over 30% of their monthly incomes
on housing costs. Nearly, one out of every three (29.5%) owner households with
a mortgage is paying over 30% of their monthly in e on housing costs. The
number of households that are housing cost burdéned significantly increases as
household income decreases.

Goal: Increase the supply of decent, saf
and accessible through the new constr
housing, especially housing that is affor lower income households.

g actions should be undertaken:

Ivate developers and non-profit housing
truction or rehabilitation, affordable mixed-

omebuyer education, training programs, and closing
cost/down payment assistance to increase the number of owner-occupied

housing units.

- 2-D: Support tenant education and maintenance training programs to
encourage and support healthy rental housing units.

- 2-E: Create a landlord marketing program to encourage lower income rental
housing participation.

- 2-F: Provide federal, state and local funding in response to HMDA data
discrimination patterns to support higher loan to value ratios for minority
homebuyers.
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- 2-G: Participate in the regional housing database of decent, safe, and
sanitary housing that is affordable and accessible for households below
80% AMI.

- 2-H: Create affirmative marketing procedures that include the development
of community networks to attract protected classes that are least likely to
apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

e Impediment 3: Need for Accessible Housing

There is a lack of accessible housing units in the area as the supply of accessible
housing has not kept pace with the demand ofgndividuals desiring to live
independently.

Goal: Increase the supply of accessible h
rehabilitation of accessible housing for pe

and encouraging private de pers-ane non-profits to develop, construct,
or rehabilitate housimgthat i essible to persons with disabilities.

- 3-B: Provide fi for accessibility improvements to renter-

occupied and o ousing units to enable seniors and persons
with disa in in their homes

- 3-C ote and enforce the ADA and Fair Housing requirements for
landlord reasonable accommodations” to their rental properties

SO are acce to tenants.

- 3-D: Create affirmative marketing procedures that include the development

of community networks to attract persons with disabilities that are least likely
to apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

e Impediment 4: Public Policy

The local Zoning Ordinances need additional definitions and provisions concerning
Fair Housing.

Goal: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to promote the development of various
types of affordable housing throughout the area.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 12 of 286
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Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 4-A: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to include the Lehigh Valley Planning
Commission’s model zoning provisions.

- 4-B: Adopt a written Reasonable Accommodation Policy for housing
developers and the Planning/Zoning Commission to follow when
reasonable accommodation requests are made concerning zoning and land
use as it applies to protected classes under the Fair Housing Act.

- 4-C: Develop financial incentives to encourage developers and housing
providers to offer more affordable housing options in the area.

- 4-D: Encourage LMI, minority, and protected
the various local Boards and Commissions

ss resident participation in

- 4-E: Specific to the County; the Cou
housing education, to local municipalities to updat
to encourage fair housing choic

ide support, including fair
ir Zoning Ordinances

e Impediment 5: Regional Approa
There is a need for a reqi
housing in the area.

choice throughout the area.

- 5-B: Through the regional fair housing consortium create regional fair
housing activities and projects.

- b5-C: Create a database of decent, safe, and sanitary housing that is
affordable and accessible for households below 80% AMI.

- 5-D: Work collaboratively with affordable housing developers/providers to
ensure affirmative fair marketing plans and deconcentration policies are
created and implemented.

- 5-E: Support (financially and structurally) the local housing authority to
address, “Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing.”
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The following Impediment is specific to the local public housing authorities:

e Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing

There is a need to improve the knowledge and implementation of fair housing

rights and responsibilities as it pertains to housing authority activities.

Goal: Improve the housing authorities’ actions to affirmatively further fair housing

in the area.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be undertaken:

- 6-A: Provide annual fair housing training to all
and staff.

using authority employees

- 6-B: Provide annual fair housing a training to all landlords

- 6-C: Informational resources will
residents concerning fair hqusi

de available to housing authority
ially reasonable accommodations.

- 6-H: Continue to encourage homeownership opportunities to housing
authority residents through their Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS) programs.

- 6-I: Promote Section 3 Opportunities (jobs and training) to housing authority

residents.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
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. Introduction

HUD defines “fair housing choice” as:

A Fair Housing Analysis consists of the following six (6) conditions:
e The sale or rental of dwellings (public or private);
e The provision of housing brokerage services;

e The provision of financial assistance for dwelli

assisted housing;

e The administrative policies concerni
activities, which affect opportunities of

unity development and housing
rity households to select housing
ion; and

e Where there is a determinatio nfawful segregation or other housing
discrimination by a ce ding of noncompliance by HUD regarding
assisted housing i jurisdiction, an analysis of the actions which

could be taken by edy the discriminatory condition, including
actions involving the enditure of funds made available under 24 CFR Part
570.
HUD-FHEO sugg munities conducting a fair housing analysis consider
the policies surrot isitability,” the Section 504 Rehabilitation Act, the

Americans with Disab S Act, and the Fair Housing Act. Housing that is “visitable”
has the most basic level of accessibility that enables persons with disabilities to visit
the home of a friend, family member, or neighbor. “Visitable” housing has at least one
accessible means of ingress/egress, and all interior and bathroom doorways have as
a minimum a 32-inch clear opening. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (24 CFR
Part 8), known as “Section 504" prohibits discrimination against persons with
disabilities in any program receiving Federal funds. The Americans with Disabilities
Act (42 U.S.C. 12131; 47 U.S.C. 155, 201, 218, and 225) (ADA) prohibits
discrimination against persons with disabilities in all programs and activities
sponsored by state and local governments. The Fair Housing Act requires property
owners to make reasonable modifications to units and/or public areas in order to allow
a disabled tenant to make full use of the unit. Additionally, property owners are
required to make reasonable accommodations to rules or procedures to afford a
disabled tenant full use of the unit. In regard to local zoning ordinances, the Fair
Housing Act prohibits local government from making zoning or land use decisions, or

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 15 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

implementing land use policies that exclude or discriminate against persons of a
protected class.

The participating entitlement communities previously prepared a Regional Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice in 2014. This Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice will outline progress that has been made since the previous Analysis
of Impediments, explore the continuation of these impediments where necessary, and
identify any new impediments to fair housing choice. Furthermore, this Analysis of
Impediments will bring the participating entittlement communities into sequence with
their FY 2019-2023 Five Year Consolidated Plans. The document is designed to act
as a planning tool, providing the participating entittement communities with the
necessary framework to strategically reduce any identified impediments to fair housing
choice over the next five (5) years, and continue to make modifications based on
events and activities in the community during this time pesiod.

igh Valley, the participating
eyond their jurisdictional
lley jurisdictions. Fair
be made available to
cted classes to live anywhere in

In order to affirmatively further fair housing in th
entitlement communities recognized that they
boundaries and coordinate fair housing with
housing choice is the goal of the Al and th
low-income residents and the members of
the Lehigh Valley.
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Il. Background Data

The Lehigh Valley is a Metropolitan Statistical Area containing the eastern
Pennsylvania Counties of Carbon, Lehigh and Northampton and the western New
Jersey County of Warren. The Lehigh Valley is the third most populous Metropolitan
Statistical Area in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the 64th most populated
metropolitan area in the United States. The Lehigh Valley is named for the Lehigh
River, a tributary of the Delaware River, and is designated a Pennsylvania Scenic
River. The traditional bounds of the region are the Pocono Mountains to the north, the
Delaware River to the east, the Berks County/Montgomery County to the southwest,
and Bucks County to the south. The Lehigh Valley is located approximately 60 miles
north of Philadelphia, 80 miles northeast of Harrisburg, and 90 miles west of New York
City. The Lehigh Valley is known historically for its production of steel, Portland
cement and apparel.

The Lehigh Valley's principal cities are Allentown em, and Easton. The City
of Allentown is located

d is the county seat.

States. The City of Bethlehem is the county s
Easton is located west of the Delawage,River a

r Northampton County. The City of
orders the State of New Jersey.

including statistics from the - 0 U.S. Census, 2009-2013 and 2013-2017
American Community Suryg) FivesXear Estimates, 2009-2013 Comprehensive

an Development (HUD), HUD CPD Maps, HUD AFFH
ipation jurisdictions. All data sets used in the analysis

A. Population, Race, Ethnicity, and Religion:

Population — Allentown

The City of Allentown’s population increased from 106,632 people in 2000 to
118,032 in 2010 (an increase of 10.69%) and increased from 118,032 in 2010
to 120,128 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.78%).

Northampton County’s population increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
297,735 in 2010 (an increase of 11.51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010
to 300,941 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.08%).

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 17 of 286
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The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.41%).

Population Change for the City of Allentown

350,000
297,735 300,094
300,000 267,000
250,000
S
'%200,000
=]
8-150 000
J 120,128
o 106,632 118,
100,000
50,000
0
2000 2017
Northampton County
Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
Populatiq

Northampton County’s population increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
297,735 in 2010 (an increase of 11.51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010
to 300,941 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.08%).

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.41%).
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Population Change for the City of Bethlehem

350,000
297,735 300,094
300,000 267,000
250,000
c
£ 200,000
S
=]
%lSO 000
S ,
100,000 71,329 74,982 75,240
50,000
0
2000 0 2017
ear
== City of Bethlehem N mpton County

Source: U.S. Ce Data (2000, 2010 and 2013 — 2017 ACS)

Population — Easton

26,800 in 2010 (an<in 5 2:04%) and increased from 26,800 in 2010 to
27,045 people i an increase of 0.91%).

population increased from 267,000 people in 2000 to
297,735 i increase of 11.51%) and increased from 297,735 in 2010
to 300,941 people ipnf2017 (an increase of 1.08%).

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’s population increased from 12,281,054
people in 2000 to 12,612,705 in 2010 (an increase of 2.7%) and increased from
12,612,705 in 2010 to 12,790,505 people in 2017 (an increase of 1.41%).
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350,000

300,000

250,000

1on

200,000

Populat

150,000

100,000

50,000

0

Race —

Population Change for the City of Easton

297,735 300,094
267,700
26,263 26,800 27,045
2000 0 2017
ear
= City of Easton Nor pton County

Source: U.S. Ce Data (2000, 2010 and 2013 — 2017 ACS)

Allentown

118,032 120,128
112,119 95.0% 114,618 95.4%
69,061 58.5% 71,112 59.2%
14,812 12.5% 16,914 14.1%
893 0.8% 558 0.5%
2,542 2.2% 2,559 2.1%
55 0.0% 102 0.1%
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24,756

21.0%

23,373

19.5%

50,461

42.8%

60,800

50.6%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2010 was White
Alone with 69,061 residents comprising 58.5% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2010 was Some Other
Race Alone with 24,756 residents comprising 21.0% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2017 was White
Alone with 71,112 residents comprising 59.2% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Allentown in 2017 was Some Other
Race Alone with 23,373 residents comprising 1946% of the population.

ino residents increased by
8% in 2010 to 60,800

It is notable that the percentage of Hispani
persons, 50.6% in 2017).
Race — Bethlehem

The following table highlights t
as shown in the 2010 U.S. Cens

96.6% 94.6%

57,305 76.4% 59,196 78.7%
5,199 6.9% 5,296 7.0%
259 0.3% 267 0.4%
2,143 2.9% 2,219 2.9%
31 0.0% 0 0.0%
7,485 10.0% 4,234 5.6%
18,268 24.4% 21,455 28.5%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
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The most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2010 was White
Alone with 57,305 residents comprising 76.4% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2010 was Some Other
Race Alone with 7,485 residents comprising 10.0% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2017 was White
Alone with 59,196 residents comprising 78.7% of the population. The second
most common race identified in the City of Bethlehem in 2017 was Black or
African American Alone with 5,296 residents comprising 7.0% of the
population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by

4.1% between 2010 and 2017 (18,268 persons, 24.4% in 2010 to 21,455
persons, 28.5% in 2017).

Race — Easton

The following table highlights the racjal’Composition he City of Easton as
shown in the 2010 U.S. Census and

Race and Hispanic or ation in the City of Easton

95.1% 92.9%
67.2% 18,579 68.7%
16.8% 4,063 15.0%
0.4% 341 1.3%
2.4% 879 3.3%
0.1% 29 0.1%
8.3% 1,234 4.6%
19.9% 5,873 21.7%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the City of Easton in 2010 was White Alone
with 17,997 residents comprising 67.2% of the population. The second most
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common race identified in the City of Easton in 2010 was Black or African
American Alone with 4,506 residents comprising 16.8% of the population.

The most common race identified in the City of Easton in 2017 was White Alone
with 18,579 residents comprising 68.7% of the population. The second most
common race identified in the City of Easton in 2017 was Black or African
American Alone with 4,063 residents comprising 15.0% of the population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by

1.8% between 2010 and 2017 (5,331 persons, 19.9% in 2010 to 5,873 persons,
21.7% in 2017).

Race — Northampton

The following table highlights the racial
Northampton as shown in the 2010 U.S. C

position of the County of

Race and Hispanic or Latino Pop on in the County of Northampton

297,735 300,941

291,302 96.8%
36.3% 259,314 86.2%
5.0% 16,204 5.4%
0.2% 1,100 0.4%
2.4% 8,328 2.8%
0.0% 53 0.0%
3.8% 6,303 2.1%
10.5% 37,343 12.4%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010 was
White Alone with 256,895 residents comprising 86.3% of the population. The
second most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010
was Black or African American Alone with 14,986 residents comprising 5.0%
of the population.
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The most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2017 was
White Alone with 259,314 residents comprising 86.2% of the population. The
second most common race identified in the County of Northampton in 2010
was Black or African American Alone with 16,204 residents comprising of 5.4%
of the population.

It is notable that the percentage of Hispanic or Latino residents increased by
1.9% between 2010 and 2017 (31,179 persons, 10.5% in 2010 to 37,343
persons, 12.4% in 2017).

Ethnicity — Allentown

The following table highlights the ethnicities of town residents as of 2010

and 2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry i

0.0%

20 0.0%
0 0.0%
3,029 2.5%
3,698 3.1%
50 0.0%
8 0.0%
20 0.0%
981 0.8%
0 0.0%
16 0.0%
164 0.1%
224 0.2%
9 0.0%

0 0.0%
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82 0.1%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
38 0.0%
0 0.0%
151 0.1%
137 0.1%
38 0.0%
1,452 1.2%
171 0.1%
2,436 2.0%
10 0.0%
263 0.2%
17 0.0%
1,057 0.9%
177 0.1%
14,238 11.9%
0 0.0%
270 0.2%
88 0.1%
1,073 0.9%
0 0.0%
76 0.1%
7,652 6.4%
10 0.0%
5,397 4.5%
12 0.0%
323 0.3%
0 0.0%
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0 0.0%

7 0.0%

0 0.0%

8 0.0%

68 0.1%

2,955 2.5%

2,278 1.9%

193 0.2%

72 0.1%

781 0.7%

76 0.1%

43 0.2%

564 0.5%

0 0.0%

14 0.0%

1.3% 1,366 1.1%
0.1% 9 0.0%
0.0% 0 0.0%
0.5% 1,075 0.9%
0.4% 257 0.2%
0.2% 144 0.1%
0.0% 71 0.1%
1.0% 784 0.7%
0.9% 821 0.7%
1.1% 1,736 1.4%
0.0% 22 0.0%
48.4% 72,011 59.9%
7.2% 11,919 9.9%

Source: 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS
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The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Allentown in
2010 was “German” with 20,029 residents comprising 17.2% of the population.
The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of
Allentown in 2010 was “Irish” with 8,860 residents comprising 7.6% of the
population.

The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Allentown in
2017 was “German” with 14,238 residents comprising 11.9% of the population.
The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of
Allentown 2017 was “Irish” with 7,652 residents comprising 6.4% of the
population.

The majority of respondents identified as, “Other Groups” and “Unclassified or
Not Reported.” This classification accounted forg5.6% of the population in
2010 and 69.8% in 2017. The only notable change in proportional
representation of the ancestral groups in t of Allentown from 2010 to
2017 was the 5.3% decrease in the pro esidents who identify as
German (20,029 persons, or 17.2% i 10 to 14, persons, or 11.9% in
2017).

Ethnicity — Bethlehem

The following table highlights t
and 2017.
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11 0.0%
26 0.0%
192 0.3%
283 0.4%
23 0.0%
0 0.0%
100 0.1%
0 0.0%

9 0.0%
169 0.2%
0 0.0%
11 0.3%
120 0.2%
113 0.2%
1,343 1.8%
157 0.2%
3,922 5.2%
26 0.0%
472 0.6%
74 0.1%
1,129 1.5%
136 0.2%
15,111 20.1%
0 0.0%
798 1.1%
9 0.0%
2,079 2.8%
0 0.0%
65 0.1%
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10,563 14.1% 8,904 11.8%

0.1%

9.9%

0.0%

0.4%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.2%

2.1%

4.5%

0.8%

0.0%

1.0%

0.1%

0.6%

1.0%

0.1%

0.1%

2.7%

0.2%

0.0%

0.8%

0.7%

0.3%

0.4%

1.0%
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1,433 1.9% 996 1.3%
428 0.6% 738 1.0%
63 0.1% 0 0.0%
23,637 31.6% 27,753 36.9%
5,152 6.9% 8,310 11.0%

Source: 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS

The most common specific ancestral group identified in the City of Bethlehem
in 2010 was “German” with 16,986 residents comprising of 22.7% of the
population. The second most common specific ancestral group identified in the
City of Bethlehem in 2010 was “Irish” with 10863 residents comprising of
14.1% of the population.

The most common specific ancestral gr
in 2017 was “German” with 15,111
population. The second most comm
City of Bethlehem 2017 was “Irish” w
of the population.

idents com
ific ancestral group identified in the
4 residents comprising of 11.8%

2010 and 47.9% 4 afe was not any change in proportional
representation in the :

The following ighlights the ethnicities of Easton residents as of 2010 and
2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry in the City of Easton
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417 1.5%
12 0.0%
0 0.0%
14 0.1%
91 0.3%
29 0.1%
0 0.0%
20 0.1%
41 0.2%
60 0.2%
0 0.0%
17 0.1%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
5 0.0%
0 0.0%
106 0.4%
0 0.0%
11 0.0%

446 1.6%
131 0.5%

1,335 4.9%
0 0.0%
170 0.6%
19 0.1%
339 1.3%
75 0.3%

4,974 18.4%
11 0.0%
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146 0.5%
62 0.2%
537 2.0%
0 0.0%

0 0.0%
3,101 11.5%
24 0.1%
3,161 11.7%
31 0.1%
46 0.2%
0 0.0%

6 0.0%

0 0.0%

0 0.0%

3 0.0%
113 0.4%
354 1.3%
945 3.5%
143 0.5%
112 0.4%
203 0.8%
0 0.0%
121 0.4%
183 0.7%
21 0.1%
0 0.0%
117 0.4%
17 0.1%
0 0.0%
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243 0.9% 143 0.5%
299 1.1% 121 0.4%
64 0.2% 83 0.3%
0 0.0% 10 0.0%
115 0.4% 201 0.7%
272 1.0% 228 0.8%
574 2.1% 312 1.2%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
9,593 35.7% 11,314 41.8%
2,670 9.9%, 2,356 8.7%

The most common specific ancestral
2010 was “German” with 5,854
Ic ancestral group identified in the
32 residents comprising of 13.5%

group identified in the City of Easton in
residents comprising of 18.4% of the
n specific ancestral group identified in the
with 3,632 residents comprising of 13.5%

representation i
percentage points.

e City of Easton from 2010 to 2017 that was larger than 5.0

Ethnicity — Northampton

The following table highlights the ethnicities of Northampton residents as of
2010 and 2017.

Ethnicity and Ancestry in the County of Northampton
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4 0.0%
65 0.0%
41 0.0%
19,240 6.4%
2,234 0.7%
161 0.1%
20 0.0%
68 0.0%
3,216 1.1%
40 0.0%
115 0.0%
164 0.1%
1,098 0.4%
445 0.1%
2 0.0%
530 0.2%
7 0.0%
28 0.0%
455 0.2%
0 0.0%
1,075 0.4%
499 0.2%
573 0.2%
7,312 2.4%
678 0.2%
19,727 6.6%
14 0.0%
1,856 0.6%
323 0.1%
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5,181 1.8%

5,043

1.7%

683 0.2%

747

0.2%

87,044 29.6%

77,391

25.7%

12 0.0%

62

0.0%

0.5%

0.1%

3.2%

0.0%

0.0%

13.6%

0.0%

14.9%

0.0%

0.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.4%

3.3%

5.1%

0.7%

0.1%

1.3%

0.1%

0.7%

1.1%

0.1%
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411 0.1% 231 0.1%
7,016 2.4% 6,764 2.2%
412 0.1% 327 0.1%
0 0.0% 0 0.0%
1,061 0.4% 1,062 0.4%
1,823 0.6% 1,857 0.6%
1,304 0.4% 902 0.3%
460 0.2% 543 0.2%
4,375 1.3%
6,030 1.8%
1,567 0.8%
206 0.1%
54,311 % 65,487 21.8%
21,046 35,221 11.7%

ource? 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS
The most commg tral group identified in the County of
| " with 87,044 residents comprising of 29.6%
of the population, The cond most common specific ancestral group identified
ampton in 2010 was “ltalian” with 45,169 residents
the*population.

The most ce pecific ancestral group identified in the County of
Northampton in2017 was “German” with 77,391 residents comprising of 25.7%
of the population. The second most common specific ancestral group identified
in the County of Northampton 2017 was “ltalian” with 44,920 residents
comprising of 14.9% of the population.

The majority of respondents identified as, “Other Groups” and “Unclassified or
Not Reported.” This classification accounted for 25.5% of the population in
2010 and 33.5% in 2017. There was not any change in proportional
representation in the County of Northampton from 2010 to 2017 that was larger
than 5.0 percentage points.
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Age — Allentown

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Allentown at the
time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 30.2% of the population;
38.2% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 20.5% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 11.2% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Allentown
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7010 74 years

6510 69 years r—

60 to 64 years
55 to 59 years
50 to 54 years
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30 to 34 years
25 to 29 years
20 to 24 years
15 to 19 years
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Under 5 years
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2010 m=2017

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Age — Bethlehem

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Bethlehem at the
time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 24.1% of the population;
36.9% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 23.5% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 15.5% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Bethlehem

85 years and over
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—
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70 to 74 years

65 to 69 years

60 to 64 years

55 to 59 years

50 to 54 years
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25to 29 years
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3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000
Population
2010 m2017

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Age — Easton

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the City of Easton at the time
of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 27.2% of the population;
37.4% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 23.2% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 12.3% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the City of Easton
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55 to 59 years
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Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Age — Northampton

The following chart illustrates age distribution in the County of Northampton at
the time of the 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS. The Census shows that
currently, children under 20 years of age represent 23.6% of the population;
30.3% of the population is between 20 and 45 years of age; 28.4% of the
population is 45 to 65; and 17.8% of the population is 65 years of age and older.

Age Distribution Change for the County of Northampton
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Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS
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Religion — Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ, Metropolitan Statistical
Area

The U.S. Census does not collect data on the religious affiliations of the
population in the United States. In an effort to better understand the religious
affiliations of the residents of Northampton, the County used the data made
available by The Association of Religion Data Archives (ARDA). ARDA surveys
the congregation members, their children, and other people who regularly
attend religious services across the country. Although this data appears to be
the most comprehensive data that is available, it is unfortunately not entirely
complete as it does not accurately include traditional African American
denominations, as well as a listing of non-Christian religions. The total number
of regular attendees was adjusted in 2010 (the most recent year for which data
is available) to represent the population including historic African American
denominations. However, the total value canno disaggregated to determine
the distribution across denominational grou

44,186

0 0.0% 1,132 0.1%

175,099 | 23.6% | 145,769 | 17.8%

187,653 190,025 | 27.7% | 230,329 | 31.1% | 190,201 | 23.2%

840 615 0.1% 7,959 1.1% 5,239 0.6%

10,388 1.6% 10,400 1.5% 12,757 1.7% 24,795 3.0%

434,687 | 68.4% | 424,002 | 61.7% | 448,234 | 60.5% | 411,322 | 50.0%

200,794 | 31.6% | 262,686 | 38.3% | 292,161 | 39.5% | 409,854 | 49.9%

635,481 - 686,688 - 740,395 - 821,173 -

Source: The Association of Religion Data

The most common religious affiliation identified in the County of Northampton
in 1980 was “Mainline Protestant” with 216,142 adherents comprising of 34.0%
of the population. The second most common religious affiliation identified in the
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County of Northampton in 1980 was “Unclaimed” with 200,794 non-adherents
comprising of 31.6% of the population. The “Catholic” religious affiliation,
although technically the third largest, should be noted as well as 187,653
adherents comprising of 29.5% of the population identified as “Catholic”.

The most common religious affiliation identified in the County of Northampton
in 2010 was “Unclaimed” with 409,854 non-adherents comprising of 49.9% of
the population. The second most common religious affiliation identified in the
County of Northampton in 2010 was “Catholic” with 190,201 adherents
comprising of 23.2% of the population. The “Mainline Protestant” religious
affiliation, although technically the third largest, should be noted as well as
145,769 adherents comprising of 17.8% of the population identified as
“Mainline Protestant”.

There were three changes in proportional repre
in the County of Northampton from 1980 t.

tation of the religious groups
that were larger than 5.0
in the number of residents
who identify as “Unclaimed” which inclu ons, or 31.6%, in 1980

inline Protestant” which included

216,142 persons, or 34.0% in 1980 to ,769 persons, or 17.8%, in 2010.
ease i ber of residents who identify as

“Catholic” which included 18

persons, or 23.2%, in

decreased.

The following
population in the

ighlights the changes in the number of households and
rea over the past seventeen (17) years.

106,632

44,013 4.7% 118,032 10.7%

120,128
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28,116 - 71,329 -
29,349 4.4% 74,982 5.1%
28,936 -1.4% 75,240 0.3%

101,541 -

111,706 10.0% 11.2%

113,827 1.9% 0.8%

Source: 2000 U.S nsus, 2010 U.S. sus, and 2013-2017 ACS

Household Tenure — Allentown

According to the 2000 U.S. Ce ere 45,960 housing units in the City
of Allentown. Of these hgusi (91.5%) were occupied and 3,928
(5.6%) were unoccupi upied housing units, 22,284 (53.0%) were
were renter-occupied.

were oceupied and 2 3.8%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing
18.4%) were owner-occupied and 22,074 (51.6%) were
renter-occuple ncrease in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was

961 units.

According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 45,790 housing units
in the City of Allentown; a 2.4% decrease. Of the total housing units, 41,935
(91.6%) were occupied and 3,855 (8.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units, 18,195 (43.4%) were owner-occupied and 23,740 (56.6%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 1,131 unit decrease in the
total number of housing units; a 869 unit decrease (2.6%) in the number of
occupied units; and a 262 unit decrease (6.4%) in the number of unoccupied
housing units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 2,535 units
(12.2%) and the number of renter-occupied units increased by 1,666 (7.5%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Allentown, owner-occupied units increase
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towards the outskirts of the city and renter-occupied units increase towards the
city center.

Percentage Owner-Occupied Housing

Map Legend

% Owner Occupied Housing

b 0-26.16% Ovner Occupied

26 16-45 84% Owner
Occupied

g 45.84-62.90% Owmer
Cocupied

62 90-78.23% Oumer
Oceupied

. =78 23% Owner Occupied

v Source: HUD CPD Maps
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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rce: HUD CPD Maps

In 2000, the aver o] ize was 2.42 persons and the average family
size was 3.09 perso 2010, the average household size was 2.64 persons

¢ pily was 3.29 persons. In 2017, the average household
andithe average family size was 3.36 persons.
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Household Tenure by Size in Allentown

4-or-more-person household
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own Included the 2,535 unit decrease in
017 and the 1,666 unit increase in renter-
mily and household sizes have increased
rates are declining, for an urban city, there

Household Tenure — Bethlehem

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, there were 29,631 housing units in the City
of Bethlehem. Of these housing units, 28,116 (94.9%) were occupied and 1,515
(5.1%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 16,327 (58.1%) were
owner-occupied and 11,789 (41.9%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units increased
to 31,221; a 5.4% increase. Of the total housing units, 29,365 (94.1%) were
occupied and 1,856 (5.9%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units in
2010, 15,727 (53.6%) were owner-occupied and 13,638 (46.4%) were renter-
occupied. The increase in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was 1,590
units.
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According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 31,260 housing units
in the City of Bethlehem; a 0.1% increase. Of the total housing units, 28,936
(92.6%) were occupied and 2,324 (7.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units, 14,955 (51.7%) were owner-occupied and 13,981 (48.3%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 39 unit increase in the total
number of housing units; a 429 unit decrease (1.5%) in the number of occupied
units; and a 468 unit increase (25.2%) in the number of unoccupied housing
units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 772 units (4.9%) and
the number of renter-occupied units increased by 343 (2.5%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Bethlehem, owner-occupied units are more
prevalent in the northern and outlying areas e city and renter-occupied
units are more prevalent in the southern an

b 0-26.16% Owner Occupied
26 16.45 B4% Owner
Decupied

45.34.62.90% Owner
Occupied

62.90-75.23% Owner
Occupied

- =78.23% Owner Occupisd

Source: HUD CPD Maps
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing
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size was

e average family size was 3.07 persons.
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Household Tenure by Size in Bethlehem
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Family and household sizes ha ained relatively constant since 2000 but
the number of housel Sidents has increased since 2000. Owner-
occupancy rates ar, enter-occupancy rates are increasing. The
current ratio is cl0 apd for an urban city, this ratio represents a
healthy balan owner-occupied and renter-occupied housing units.
The numbe i nits has remained relatively stable over the past 17
years whi ds amd residents have increased in the area applying
housing re to both the owner-occupied and renter-occupied
housing ma

Household Tenure — Easton

According to the U.S. Census for 2000, there were 10,545 housing units in the
City of Easton. Of these housing units, 9,544 (90.5%) were occupied and 1,001
(9.5%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 4,632 (48.5%) were
owner-occupied and 4,912 (51.5%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units
decreased to 10,356, a 1.8% decrease. Of the total housing units, 9,307
(89.9%) were occupied and 1,049 (10.1%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
housing units in 2010, 4,325 (46.5%) were owner-occupied and 4,982 (53.5%)
were renter-occupied. The decrease in housing units between 2000 and 2010
was 189 units.
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According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 11,125 housing units
in the City of Easton; a 1.1% increase. Of the total housing units, 9,521 (85.6%)
were occupied and 1,604 (14.4%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing
units, 4,326 (45.4%) were owner-occupied and 5,195 (54.6%) were renter-
occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was: a 769 unit increase in the total number
of housing units; a 214 unit increase (4.3%) in the number of occupied units;
and a 555 unit increase (4.3%) in the number of unoccupied housing units. The
number of owner-occupied units increased by 1 unit (0.0%) and the number of
renter-occupied units increased by 213 (4.3%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Easton, owner-occupied units are most
prevalent in the northern and southern sections ofghe city and renter-occupied
units are most prevalent in the city center.

Percentage OwnerzsOccupied Housing

Map Legend
% Owner Occupied Housing
D 0-26.16% Owner Occupied
D 26.16-45.84% Qwner
Occupied
D 45.84-62.90% Owner
Occupied
- 62.90-78.23% Owner
Occupied

. =78 23% Owner Occupied

Source: HUD CPD Maps
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Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing

Map Legend x
% Renter Occupied Housing
[ ozza0%

[y 22403835%
[y ssassssen
i By sseers7on
- >7572%

rce: HUD CPD Maps

In 2000, the average ehold size was 2.46 persons and the average family
010, the average household size was 2.55 persons
as 3.20 persons. In 2017, the average household
and the average family size was 3.14 persons.
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Household Tenure by Size in Easton City

4-or-more-person household

3-person household

2-person household

Household Size

1-person household

2000. Family and hous
Owner-occupancy
have increased.

unoccupied housi

Northampton County. Of these housing units, 101,541 (95.2%) were occupied
and 5,169 (4.8%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units, 74,464
(73.3%) were owner-occupied and 27,077 (26.7%) were renter-occupied.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the total number of housing units increased
to 120,363; a 12.8% increase. Of the total housing units, 113,565 (94.4%) were
occupied and 6,798 (5.6%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied housing units in
2010, 82,719 (72.8%) were owner-occupied and 30,846 (27.2%) were renter-
occupied. The increase in housing units between 2000 and 2010 was 13,653
units.

According to the 2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, there were 122,452 housing units
in Northampton County; a 1.7% increase. Of the total housing units, 113,827
(93.0%) were occupied and 8,625 (7.0%) were unoccupied. Of the occupied
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housing units, 81,540 (72.8%) were owner-occupied and 32,287 (28.4%) were
renter-occupied. From 2010 to 2017 there was a 2,089 unit increase in the total
number of housing units, a 262 unit increase (0.2%) in the number of occupied
units, and a 1,827 unit increase (26.9%) in the number of unoccupied housing
units. The number of owner-occupied units decreased by 1,179 units (1.4%)
and the number of renter-occupied units increased by 1,441 (4.7%).

The maps below illustrate the concentrations of owner-occupied and renter-
occupied housing units. Higher concentrations of a particular housing type are
accentuated by a darker color. In Northampton County, owner-occupied units
are most prevalent in the rural areas and renter-occupied units are most
prevalent in the urban areas and along the Rt. 22 and Hwy 78 corridor between
Allentown and Easton.

Percentage Owner-Occgpied Housing

| Map Legend
% Owner Occupied Housing
D 0-26.16% Owner Occupied
y D 26.16-45.84% Ouiner Occupied
D 45.84-62.90% Owner Occupied

- 62 90-78 23% Owner Occupied

A
W - >78.23% Owner Occupied

Source: HUD CPD Maps

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 53 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

Percentage Renter-Occupied Housing

% Renter Occupied Housing

| [y vzzax ‘(‘\/
| D 22.40-38 35% |
\ 3835

In 2000, the averag
size was 3.02 persons
and the averagesfami

size was

,th€ average household size was 2.52 persons
e was 3.00 persons. In 2017, the average household
he average family size was 3.05 persons.
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Household Tenure by Size in Northampton County

3-person household

O]
N
@)
e
©
<
b 2-person household
3
T
1-person household
25000 30000 35000
Source: 2013-2017 ACS
The number of housing units i pton County increased by 15% since

2000. Family and hous [ ave remained relatively stable since 2000.

: ancy rates have also remained level since
2000. The ratio ©
Homeownership

e County is within this average rate. Of note, the
ousing units has increased by 66.9% (from 5,169 units

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Allentown

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Allentown. White households represent 65.5% of all households, 75.8% of
homeowners, and 57.7% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 13.0% of all households, 7.6% of homeowners, and 17.1% of renters.
Hispanic or Latino households represent 41.2% of all households, 28.5% of
homeowners, and 51.0% of renters.
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Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity in the City of Allentown

11.4%

19.7%

2.2% 2.8%

28.5% 51.0%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

to decline in Allentown. Homeowners
84 households) of all households in 2000, 48.4%
useholdsin 2010, and 43.4% (18,195 households)

. ‘ . In response, rental rates increased in the City.
Renters repre 7.0% (19,748 households) of all households in 2000,

Homeownership
represented 5810

households) of alfhouseholds in 2017.

Significant shifts in Allentown include the 2,535 unit decrease in owner-
occupied units from 2010 to 2017 was a 5.0% decrease and the 1,666 unit
increase in renter-occupied units from 2010 to 2017 was a 5.0% increase.
Additionally, there was a 543 unit (10.2% increase) increase in the number of
Hispanic or Latino Householder owner-occupied units, a 4,852 unit (10.2%
decrease) decrease in the number of not Hispanic or Latino Householder
owner-occupied units, a 2,767 unit (11.3% increase) increase in the number of
Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-occupied units, and a 5,102 unit (14.2%
decrease) decrease in the number of Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-
occupied units.
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Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Bethlehem

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Bethlehem. White households represent 83.9% of all households, 89.6% of
homeowners and 77.8% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 5.5% of all households, 2.9% of homeowners and 8.2% of renters.
Hispanic or Latino households represent 23.1% of all households, 13.5% of
homeowners and 33.3% of renters.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity in the City of Bethlehem

12.7%

3.4%

6.2%

2.8%

2.7%

4.4%

25.5%

13.5%

33.3%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Homeownership rates continue to decline in the Bethlehem. Homeowners
represented 58.1% (16,327 households) of all households in 2000, 53.6%
(15,727 households) of all households in 2010, and 51.7% (14,955 households)
of all households in 2017. In response, rental rates increased in the City.
Renters represented 41.9% (11,789 households) of all households in 2000,
46.4% (13,638 households) of all households in 2010, and 48.3% (13,981
households) of all households in 2017.

Significant shifts in Bethlehem include the 1,121 unit increase in renter-
occupied units whose Householder is White alone from 2010 to 2017 was a
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6.3% increase and the 860 unit decrease in renter-occupied units whose
Householder is Some Other Race alone from 2010 to 2017 was a 6.5%
decrease. Additionally, there was a 852 unit (7.8% increase) increase in the
number of Hispanic or Latino Householder renter-occupied units, and a 2,225
unit (8.8% decrease) decrease in the number of not Hispanic or Latino
Householder renter-occupied units.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Easton

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Easton. White households represent 75.2% of all households, 84.6% of
homeowners and 67.6% of renters. Black or African American households
represent 13.5% of all households, 8.5% percent of homeowners and 17.7% of
renters. Hispanic or Latino households represent, 18.6% of all households,
10.5% of homeowners and 25.4% of renters.

e City of Easton

8.3%

2.7%

6.6%

2.2%

3.4%

2.0%

5.1%

8.2%

17.5%

10.5%

25.4%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

Homeownership rates continue to decline in Easton. Homeowners represented
48.5% (4,632 households) of all households in 2000, 46.5% (4,325
households) of all households in 2010, and 45.4% (4,326 households) of all
households in 2017. In response, rental rates increased in the City. Renters
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represented 51.5% (4,912 households) of all households in 2000, 53.5% (4,982
households) of all households in 2010, and 54.6% (5,195 households) of all
households in 2017.

The only shift larger than 5.0 percentage points in Easton City was the 432 unit
increase in owner-occupied units whose Householder is not Hispanic or Latino
from 2010 to 2017 which was a 7.9% increase.

Household Tenure by Race and Ethnicity — Northampton County

The table below compares homeowners and renters by race and ethnicity in
Northampton County. White households represent 89.9% of all households,
92.7% of homeowners and 82.7% of renters. Black or African American
households represent 4.3% of all households, 2.8% of homeowners and 8.0%
of renters. Hispanic or Latino households rep

6.9% 1.1% 3.7%

0.8% 2.3% 1.0% 3.2%

4.7% 15.2% 5.4% 20.9%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census and 2013-2017 ACS

The total number of owner-occupied units in Northampton County increased
from 2000 to 2010 and then decreased slightly from 2010 to 2017, with the
overall total number of owner-occupied units in 2017 being greater than the
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number in 2000 but fewer than the total number in 2010. However, the
percentage of units that were owner-occupied has decreased steadily from
2000 to 2017. Homeowners represented 73.3% (74,464 households) of all
households in 2000, 72.8% (82,719 households) of all households in 2010, and
71.6% (81,540 households) of all households in 2017. The total number of
renter-occupied units have increased steadily from 2000 to 2017 as have the
rental rates increased in the County. Renters represented 26.7% (27,077
households) of all households in 2000, 27.2% (30,846 households) of all
households in 2010, and 28.4% (32,287 households) of all households in 2017.

The only shift larger than 5.0 percentage points in Northampton County was
the 1,776 unit increase in renter-occupied units whose Householder is Hispanic
or Latino from 2010 to 2017 which was a 5.7% increase.

Families - Allentown

In 2000, there were a total of 42,032 h
households comprised 40.2% (16,905
there were a total of 44,013 househg
the percentage of non-family house ad decreased to 39.0% (17,151
households) even though the total numberof non-family households increased.
In 2017, there were a total @ 9
households) were non-family » e total number of households in
Allentown decreased b from 2010 to 2017, as did the total

comprised 32.6% of all households, female
sband present comprised 23.9% of all households, and

the City of Allentown as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Allentown

= Married-Couple Family Household

14,984
= Male Householder, No Wife

Present

Female Householder, No Husband
Present

Family Household

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Families — Bethlehem

6 households in Bethlehem. Non-family

households comprised”39.% 6 households) of all households. In 2010,
O ds, an increase of 1,233 households, and
) iseholds had increased to 41.5% (12,191

decreased by 413 units from 2010 to 2017, whereas
-family households increased by 87 units, an increase

In 2017, non-family households comprised 42.4% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 37.4% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 15.0% of all households, and
male householders with no wife present comprised 5.2% of all households in
the City. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type in
the City of Bethlehem as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Bethlehem City

= Married-Couple Family Household

= Male Householder, No Wife

Present
12,278

Female Householder, No Husband
Present

Nonkamily Household

4,336
Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Families — Easton

seholds in Easton. Non-family
households) of all households. In 2010,
ds, a decrease of 318 households, and the

In 2000, there were a total
households comprised

households). In 20 a total of 9,521 households, of which 40.0%
(3,813 househele prised of non-family households. The total number of

In 2017, non-family households comprised 40.0% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 38.9% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 16.4% of all households, and
male householders with no wife present comprised 4.7% of all households in
the City. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type in
the City of Easton as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Easton

= Married-Couple Family Household

= Male Householder, No Wife

3,813 Present

Female Householder, No Husband
Present

Nonfamily Household

Source: 2013-2017 ACS
Families — Northampton County

In 2000, there were a total of 10 DUS ds in Northampton County. Non-
famlly households comp 67 households) of all households. In
706 households, an increase of 10,165

' non-family households had increased to
31.7% (4,941 househelds). , there were a total of 113,827 households,
of which 31. , ouseholds) comprised of non-family households. The
total numb 5 in Northampton County increased by 2121 units
from 20 , total number of non-family households increased
by 34 unit centage of non-family households declined by 0.6%. A
! 1'is defined as a householder living alone or with others
not related by fa

In 2017, non-family households comprised 31.1% of all households, married-
couple family households comprised 53.6% of all households, female
householders with no husband present comprised 11.0% of all households, and
male householders with no wife present comprised 4.3% of all households in
the County. The chart below illustrates the breakdown of households by type
in the County of Northampton as of 2017 using data from the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Households in Northampton

= Married-Couple Family Household

35,442 = Male Householder, No Wife

Present

Female Householder, No Husband
Present

NonEamily Household
12,510

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

C. Income and Poverty:

e City of Allentown increased by 6.4% over
2017 from $36,202 in 2010 to $38,522 in 2017.

The median house
the time perig

over the sa iod from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median howsehold income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0% over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to $56,951
in 2017.

The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.

Household Income in Allentown
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41,935 -

4,601 11.0%

3,442 8.2%

5,809 13.9%

5,396 12.9%

6,057 14.4%

8,146 19.4%

4,218 10.1%

2,982 7.1%

722 1.7%

.% 562 1.3%
- $38,522 -

Household

The med
over the ti

The median ho

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

eperiod 9f 2010 to 2017 from $44,310 in 2010 to $51,880 in 2017.

chold income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%

over the same time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0 percent over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to
$56,951 in 2017.

The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.
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Household Income in Bethlehem

28,936

8.4% 2,210 7.6%
7.2% 1,680 5.8%
13.7% 3,197 11.0%
1 3,083 10.7%
15.0% 3,864 13.4%

.9% 5,423 18.7%

7% 3,466 12.0%
8.9% 3,804 13.1%
2.5% 1,220 4.2%
1.7% 989 3.4%

$44,310 - $51,880 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

Household Income — Easton

The median household income for the City of Easton increased by 21.3% over
the time period of 2010 to 2017 from $38,613 in 2010 to $46,835 in 2017.

The median household income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%
over the same time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0 percent over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to
$56,951 in 2017.
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The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American
Community Survey.

Household Income in Easton

9,521
641 6.7%
710 7.5%
1,401 14.7%
1,134 11.9%
1,148 12.1%
1,827 19.2%
995 10.5%
1,057 11.1%
319 3.4%
289 3.0%
$38,613 - $46,835 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
Household Income — Northampton County

The median household income for Northampton County increased by 11.3%
over the time period from $58,762 in 2010 to $65,390 in 2017

The median household income for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
increased by 13.0% over the same time period from $50,398 in 2010 to $56,951
in 2017.
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The table below compares the distribution of household income according to
the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and the 2013-2017 American

Community Survey.

Household Income in Northampton County, PA

111,929 113,827
5,244 4.7% 4,741 4.2%
5,108 4 4,106 3.9%
10,982 9.8% 10,410 9.1%
9,609 8.4%
14,393 12.6%
21,114 18.5%
15,940 14.0%
19,117 16.8%
7,549 6.6%
6,548 5.8%
$58,762 - $65,390 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) sets income limits
that determine eligibility for assisted housing programs including the Public
Housing, Section 8 project-based, Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher, Section
202 housing for the elderly, and Section 811 housing for persons with
disabilities programs. HUD develops income limits based on Median Family
Income estimates and Fair Market Rent area definitions for each metropolitan
area, parts of some metropolitan areas, and each non-metropolitan county.
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The Median Income for a family income in Northampton County was $79,209
for 2017.

The table below identifies the FY 2019 HUD Income Limits applicable to the
City of Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and the City of Easton, these cities
are part of the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton-Northampton Census Tract, MD
HUD Metro FMR Area.

FY 2019 Income Limits Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA
MSA HUD Metro FMR Area

$16,450 $18,800 $21,330 $25,750 $30,170 $39,010 $43,430

$27,450 $31,400 $35,300 $48,650 $51,750

$43,900 $50,200 $56,450 $72,750 $77,750 $82,800

Community Surve ] -year estimates (2015 ACS). This data
replaced thegpri D based on the American Community Survey 2006-

r'Sons on an area basis (“Area Benefit” or LMA). The table
below highligf rrent low- and moderate-income populations in the Cities
of Allentown, Betlilehem, Easton, and Northampton County. The block groups
that have a population of more than 51% low- and moderate-income are
highlighted and bold.

The City of Allentown has an overall low- and moderate-income population of
65.67%. The City of Bethlehem has an overall low- and moderate-income
population of 50.58%. The City of Easton has an overall low- and moderate-
income population of 59.10%. Northampton County has an overall low- and
moderate-income population of 35.77%. Northampton County qualifies as an
Upper Quartile Exception Criteria Community. Any Census Tracts and Block
Groups that exceeds LMI1% of 46.58% qualifies as LMA as established by HUD
for Northampton County.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population FY 2019 for Allentown, Bethlehem,
Easton, and Northampton County

Allentown Lehigh County 000101 1 540 1,135 47.58%
Allentown Lehigh County 000101 2 600 1,300 46.15%
Allentown Lehigh County 000101 3 615 920 66.85%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 1 940 1,060 88.68%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 2 580 1,065 54.46%
Allentown Lehigh County 000102 3 735 1,520 48.36%

Allentown Lehigh County 000102 770 50.00%

Allentown Lehigh County 000400 1,285 73.54%
Allentown Lehigh County 2,490 78.92%
Allentown Lehigh County 1,535 82.08%
Allentown Lehigh County 825 985 83.76%
Allentown Lehigh County 1,925 3,055 63.01%

Allentown 320 1,220 26.23%
Allentown 460 760 60.53%
Allentown 000600 4 1,140 1,570 72.61%
Allentown 000700 1 825 970 85.05%
Allentown 000700 2 1,070 1,850 57.84%
Allentown gh County 000700 3 1,415 1,630 86.81%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 1 790 790 100.00%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 2 1,045 1,200 87.08%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 3 900 1,170 76.92%
Allentown Lehigh County 000800 4 530 765 69.28%
Allentown Lehigh County 000900 1 1,275 1,415 90.11%
Allentown Lehigh County 001000 1 1,165 1,595 73.04%
Allentown Lehigh County 001000 2 1,005 1,240 81.05%
Allentown Lehigh County 001200 1 935 1,260 74.21%
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Allentown Lehigh County 001401 1 1,040 1,495 69.57%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 2 1,890 3,130 60.38%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 3 955 1,350 70.74%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 4 595 810 73.46%
Allentown Lehigh County 001401 5 850 1,830 46.45%
Allentown Lehigh County 001402 1 565 1,220 46.31%
Allentown Lehigh County 001402 2 415 700 59.29%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 1 700 1,110 63.06%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 2,300 78.91%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 1,300 85.38%
Allentown Lehigh County 001501 2,145 57.34%
Allentown Lehigh County 00 1,945 41.39%
Allentown Lehigh County 495 1,095 45.21%
Allentown Lehigh County 570 1,465 38.91%
Allentown Lehigh County 1,580 2,590 61.00%
Allentown 1 785 785 100.00%
Allentown 2 1,085 1,260 86.11%
Allentown 001600 3 595 680 87.50%
Allentown 001600 4 630 785 80.25%
Allentown 001700 1 725 970 74.74%
Allentown igh County 001700 2 1,805 2,840 63.56%
Allentown Lehigh County 001700 3 1,180 1,370 86.13%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 1 840 1,020 82.35%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 2 1,360 1,720 79.07%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 3 615 895 68.72%
Allentown Lehigh County 001800 4 995 1,230 80.89%
Allentown Lehigh County 001900 1 420 1,370 30.66%
Allentown Lehigh County 001900 2 2,095 2,995 69.95%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 1 640 815 78.53%
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Allentown Lehigh County 002000 830 930 89.25%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 430 565 76.11%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 1,170 1,810 64.64%
Allentown Lehigh County 002000 705 940 75.00%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 1,215 1,490 81.54%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 980 1,530 64.05%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 1,135 1,310 86.64%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 640 985 64.97%
Allentown Lehigh County 002100 825 945 87.30%
Allentown Lehigh County 002201 480 860 55.81%
Allentown Lehigh County 002201 5 955 41.36%
Allentown Lehigh County 00 68 1,575 43.49%
Allentown Lehigh County 450 865 52.02%
Allentown Lehigh County 470 800 58.75%
Allentown Lehigh County 655 830 78.92%
Allentown 535 1,550 34.52%
Allentown 135 780 17.31%
Allentown 002301 415 740 56.08%
Allentown 002301 455 1,715 26.53%
Allentown 002301 180 795 22.64%
Allentown igh County 002301 130 705 18.44%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 350 825 42.42%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 775 1,280 60.55%
Allentown Lehigh County 002302 160 610 26.23%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 1,505 1,930 77.98%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 1,190 2,240 53.13%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 1,210 1,580 76.58%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 830 905 91.71%
Allentown Lehigh County 009600 600 755 79.47%
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Allentown Lehigh County 009700 1 1,030 1,215 84.77%
Allentown Lehigh County 009700 2 1,775 2,250 78.89%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009100 1 455 1,300 35.00%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009100 2 390 565 69.03%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009100 3 520 1,100 47.27%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009200 1 710 1,620 43.83%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009200 2 320 1,295 24.71%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009200 3 375 945 39.68%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009300 1,000 33.50%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009300 660 30.30%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009300 730 47.26%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 009 705 22.70%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 600 1,170 51.28%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 590 735 80.27%
Bethlehem Lehigh County 490 1,105 44.34%
Bethlehem 4 930 1,300 71.54%
Bethlehem 1 160 815 19.63%
Bethlehem 009500 2 390 830 46.99%
Bethlehem 009500 3 585 1,060 55.19%
Bethlehem 009500 4 410 895 45.81%
Bethlehem 009500 5 295 885 33.33%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 1 625 1,545 40.45%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 2 455 1,030 44.17%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010100 3 505 1,325 38.11%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010200 1 415 2,065 20.10%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010200 2 215 1,510 14.24%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 1 120 640 18.75%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 2 320 695 46.04%
Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 3 265 790 33.54%
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Bethlehem Northampton County | 010300 265 780 33.97%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 205 1,195 17.15%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 465 1,090 42.66%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 265 780 33.97%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 310 1,420 21.83%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010400 145 775 18.71%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010500 395 985 40.10%

Bethlehem Northampton | 910500 1,170 | 1,240 | 94.35%
ounty

Bethlehem Northampton | 910500 985 | 1,325 | 74.34%
ounty

Bethlehem Northampton | 910500 455 565 | 80.53%
ounty

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010600 510 38.24%

Bethlehem Noréhampton 01 470 735 | 63.95%
ounty

Bethlehem Northampton County | 01060 250 960 26.04%

Bethlehem NerEmien 430 725 | 59.31%
County

Bethlehem 1,075 2,000 53.75%

Bethlehem 500 1,095 45.66%

Bethlehem 010600 1,000 1,510 66.23%

Bethlehem 010700 580 1,455 39.86%

Bethlehem 010700 1,030 1,905 54.07%

Bethlehem 010700 255 405 62.96%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010700 380 805 47.20%

Bethlehem Northampton County | 010800 330 705 46.81%

Bethlehem Northampton | ;g4 930 | 1,370 | 67.88%
County

Bethlehem Northampton | 414909 1,155 | 1,445 | 79.93%
County

Bethlehem Northampton | 414909 1,000 | 1,850 | 54.05%
County

Bethlehem Northampton 011000 700 835 | 83.83%
County

Bethlehem Northampton | 419409 380 465 | 81.72%
County

Bethlehem Northampton | 411409 1275 | 1540 | 82.79%
County
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Bethlehem Northampton | 41449 140 160 | 87.50%
County
Bethlehem Northampton | 414599 1405 | 1,830 | 76.78%
County
Bethlehem Northampton | 414599 1,220 | 1,460 | 83.56%
County
Northampton o
Bethlehem County 011200 865 1,065 81.22%
Bethlehem Northampton 1 911200 810 | 1,270 | 63.78%
ounty
Bethlehem Northampton County | 011300 925 2,465 37.53%
Bethlehem Northampton 1 911300 1,765 | 1,940 | 90.98%
ounty
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014100 185 775 23.87%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014100 245 935 26.20%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014100 300 725 41.38%
Northampton County | Northampton County 985 13.71%
Northampton Northampton 465 855 54.39%
County County
Northampton Northampton 700 1,005 69.65%
County County
Northampton Northampton 1,200 1,415 84.81%
County County
Northampton Northamg 1,140 1,625 70.15%
County C
Northampton N 360 715 | 50.35%
County
Northampton 014300 855 | 1,235 | 69.23%
County
Northampton 014300 1495 | 1,585 | 94.32%
County
NI AR Pton | 114300 580 735 | 78.91%
County nty
NI
MBI hampton | ;4400 530 845 | 62.72%
County County
Northampton Northampton 014400 335 430 77.91%
County County
Northampton Northampton 014400 410 745 55.03%
County County
NI Northampton | oy 459, 1,005 | 2120 | 47.41%
County County
Northampton Northampton 014500 530 955 55.50%
County County
Northampton Northampton 014600 705 1,250 56.40%
County County
METITET R Northampton | o) 466 1,640 | 2,035 | 80.59%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 014700 505 1,385 36.46%
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Northampton Northampton 014700 665 1315 50.57%
County County ' '
Northampton Northampton 015201 1.270 2 050 61.95%
County County ' ' '
Northampton Northampton 015201 690 1115 61.88%
County County ' '
Northampton Northampton o
County County 015201 860 1,660 51.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015201 660 1,670 39.52%
Northampton Northampton o
County County 015201 300 400 75.00%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015300 475 2,400 19.79%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015300 370 1,580 23.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015300 440 1,055 41.71%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015400 165 1,185 13.92%
Northampton County | Northampton County 935 39.57%
Northampton County | Northampton County 385 970 39.69%
Northampton County | Northampton Count 650 2,320 28.02%
Northampton County | Northampton Count ‘h 545 2,015 27.05%
Northampton County | Northamptg 440 1,810 24.31%
Northampton County | North 5600 565 1,765 32.01%
Northampton 265 440 | 60.23%
County
Northampton 015600 935 | 1,320 | 70.83%
County
Northampton 015700 510 865 | 58.96%
County nty
Northampton County pton County | 015700 185 1,035 17.87%
Northampton orthampton 015700 445 810 54.94%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015801 295 2,245 13.14%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015801 385 2,985 12.90%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015802 240 1,480 16.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015802 360 1,615 22.29%
Northampton Northampton 015901 660 1,260 52 38%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 650 1,715 37.90%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 210 1,010 20.79%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 015901 665 1,790 37.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 385 1,435 26.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 450 1,220 36.89%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 015902 420 955 43.98%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 390 1,615 24.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 485 2,400 20.21%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016001 575 2,005 28.68%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 555 1,550 35.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 180 580 31.03%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 465 1,335 34.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016002 5 940 27.13%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016 27 710 38.03%
Northampton County | Northampton County 305 1,390 21.94%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 285 1,370 20.80%
Northampton County | Northampton County 430 1,185 36.29%
Northampton 201 940 | 1370 | 68.61%
County
Northampton 6201 1290 | 1,715 | 75.22%
County
Northampton Count 016202 420 1,720 24.42%
Northampton Co 016202 950 2,530 37.55%
Northampton County pton County | 016300 490 1,120 43.75%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016300 620 1,715 36.15%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016400 375 1,670 22.46%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016400 450 2,845 15.82%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 115 580 19.83%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 265 2,595 10.21%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016500 495 1,675 29.55%
Northampton Northampton 016600 635 1,285 49.42%
County County
No'ggﬁ':]‘t@ton Norg;ir:tpyto” 016600 820 | 1325 | 61.89%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 270 2,305 11.71%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 305 2,395 12.73%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016700 205 1,090 18.81%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 270 1,210 22.31%
Northampton Northampton 016800 880 1.880 46.81%
County County ' '
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 225 770 29.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016800 725 1,710 42.40%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016901 170 890 19.10%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016901 405 2,315 17.49%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016902 265 1,595 16.61%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 016902 125 1,020 12.25%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017000 0 1,155 20.78%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017 19 990 19.19%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 0171 305 2,965 10.29%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 1 160 745 21.48%
Northampton County | Northampton County 1 485 2,700 17.96%
Northampton County | Northan 102 840 3,525 23.83%
Northampton County 7102 670 1,735 38.62%
Northampton Count 017102 745 3,415 21.82%
AT 017200 525 | 1,020 | 51.47%
ounty
e 017200 1,195 | 2,390 | 50.00%
ounty
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017200 325 805 40.37%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017200 970 2,100 46.19%
Northampton Northampton 017300 635 1295 49.03%
County County ' '
Northampton Northampton 017300 670 1415 47 35%
County County ' '
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 360 1,605 22.43%
Northampton Northampton 017401 530 925 57 30%
County County '
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 530 3,155 16.80%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017401 95 2,040 4.66%
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Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 360 1,115 32.29%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 420 1,975 21.27%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017402 340 730 46.58%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 580 1,690 34.32%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 425 1,370 31.02%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017501 310 735 42.18%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 550 1,915 28.72%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 865 2,580 33.53%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017502 880 27.84%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017603 1,315 31.18%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017603 1,190 30.67%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017 555 13.51%
Northampton County | Northampton County 245 745 32.89%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 345 1,665 20.72%
Northampton County | Northampton County 455 1,170 38.89%
Northampton County 7604 345 1,405 24.56%
Northampton County 7605 570 2,295 24.84%
Northampton County ounty | 017605 195 1,300 15.00%
Northampton Co 017606 340 2,905 11.70%
Northampton County 017606 230 2,025 11.36%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 550 2,810 19.57%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 125 1,760 7.10%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017607 670 2,040 32.84%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017702 320 2,255 14.19%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017703 130 490 26.53%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017703 665 2,260 29.42%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017704 855 3,785 22.59%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017704 395 2,455 16.09%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017800 650 1,460 44.52%
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Northampton Northampton 017800 > 575 1,120 51.34%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 1 230 880 26.14%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 2 200 510 39.22%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017901 3 370 815 45.40%
NI Northampton | o17gq1 | 4 690 | 1,415 | 48.76%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017902 1 195 630 30.95%
Northampton Northampton 017902 > 415 885 46.89%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 017902 3 185 705 26.24%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018001 1 245 605 40.50%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018001 695 2,125 32.71%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018001 3 1,335 37.08%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01 195 1,515 12.87%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 01800 2 345 1,335 25.84%
Northampton County | Northampton Coun 160 1,930 8.29%
Northampton County 02 4 450 1,845 24.39%
Northampton County | Northa 100 1 465 1,520 30.59%
Northampton County | Northa 018100 2 530 1,585 33.44%
Northampton Count ounty | 018100 3 160 1,710 9.36%
Northampton Cou 018100 4 210 1,565 13.42%
Northampton County pton County | 018200 1 835 2,210 37.78%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018200 2 525 1,280 41.02%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 1 210 535 39.25%
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 2 390 975 40.00%
Northampton Northampton 018300 3 560 1,180 47 46%
County County
Northampton County | Northampton County | 018300 4 695 2,240 31.03%

Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population for the City of Allentown
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The percentag amilies living in poverty experienced an increase from
21.1% in 2010 t0"23.4% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 48.8% in 2010
and 47.3% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 18.5% in 2000 to 24.6% in 2010 and then an additional increase to
27.3% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the
age of 18 whose income was below the poverty level was 14.6% in 2000, 35.8%
in 2010 and 39.9% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population for the City of Bethlehem
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The percentageé families living in poverty experienced a decrease from
18.5% in 2010 to 11.4% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 46.2% in 2010,
and 24.1% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 15.0% in 2000 to 16.8% in 2010 and then a decrease to 15.8% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the age of 18
whose income was below the poverty level was 20.7% in 2000, 24.3% in 2010
and 22.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population 2019 for the City of Easton
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The low- come census tracts are generally located in the
central ag ns of the City. There is some overlap of higher
minority in the low- and moderate income census tracts in the
south-centra of the City

The percentage of families living in poverty experienced a decrease from
25.3% in 2010 to 14.8% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
Female head of household, no husband present, families with related children
under the age of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 41.7% in 2010,
and 35.5% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 16.0% in 2000 to 25.4% in 2010 and then a decrease to 18.6% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the age of 18
whose income was below the poverty level was 21.3% in 2000, 40.5% in 2010
and 29.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.
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Low- and Moderate-Income Population 2019 for Northampton County
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The low- and moderate-income census tracts are generally located in urban
centers, though there are a string of low- and moderate-income census tracts
in the northern part of the County. There is some overlap of higher minority

concentrations in the low- and moderate income census tracts in the urban
centers.

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 84 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

60

50

40

30

20

10

0

The percentage of families living in poverty experienced a decrease from 9.1%
in 2010 to 6.6% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Female head
of household, no husband present, families with related children under the age
of 18 whose income was below poverty level was 30.5% in 2010, and 21.7% in
2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

There was an increase in all people whose income level was below poverty
level from 7.9% in 2000 to 8.8% in 2010 and then an additional increase to
9.2% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data. Individuals under the
age of 18 whose income was below the poverty level was 9.8% in 2000, 12.0%
in 2010 and 13.6% in 2017, according to U.S. Census and ACS data.

Family and Household Poverty — Allentown

Allentown’s poverty statistics for families with
chart below.

dren are highlighted in the
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Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
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Family and Household Poverty — Bethlehem

Bethlehem City’s poverty statistics for families with children are highlighted in
the chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
the City of Bethlehem
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Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS
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Family and Household Poverty — Easton

Easton City’s poverty statistics for families with children are highlighted in the
chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
the City of Easton
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Family and Household Poverty — Northampton County

Northampton County’s poverty statistics for families with children are
highlighted in the chart below.

Percentage of Families and Households in Poverty in
Northampton County
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Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 ACS

D. Employment:

Occupation — Allentown

In 2010, according to 2010 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Allentown was 89,921 persons. In 2010,
61.9% (55,689 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
10.2% (9,160 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

In 2017, according to 2017 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Allentown was 91,604 persons. In 2017,
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62.5% (57,265 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
7.7% (7,097 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 23.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to the City of
Allentown. There were a total of 36,407 jobs in the City and 7,300 (20.1%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the City.

[5] save [ Load [E Feedback 4 Previous Extent « HldeTahs ) Hide Chart/Report Inflow/Outfiow job Counts in 2017

W 29,107 - Employed in Selection Area, Live Dutside
38.271 - Live in Selection Area, Employed Outside
8 7.300 - Emplayed and Live in Selection Anca

utflow Job Counts (Private Primary *
Jobs)
2017

Count  Share
Employed in the Selection
Atca 36,407 100.0%
Em i io
Area but Living Outside an

Employed and Living_in the
Selection Area 7,300 20.1%

Living in the Selection Area 45571 100.0%
Living in the Selection Area
but Employed Outside e 0%

Living and Employed in the
7553820, 40.55641  Selection Area gy 16.0%

Privacy Policy | 2010 Census | Data Tools | Information Quality | Product Catalog | Contact Us | Home
ce: U.5.C Jureau, Center for Economic Studies | e-mail: CES.OnTheMap. Feedback@census gov

income from
$15,481.
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The following charts outline the distribution of Allentown workers by occupation.

Occupations in the City of Allentown

= Management, business,
science, and arts

25.3% = Service

= Sales and office

= Natural resources,
construction, and
maintenance
roduction, transportation,
material moving

Source: 2013-2017 ACS
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Worker Class in the City of Allentown
3.6%_0-1%

0,
5.5% = Private wage and salary

workers

= Government

Self-employed in own not
incorporated business
workers

Unpaid family workers

rce: 2006-2010 ACS and 2013-2017 ACS

Occupation — Bethlehem
In 2010, according (@2 ates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 yeé ethlehem was 62,224 persons. In 2010,
56.1% (34,906 workers were active in the labor force and
6.9% (4,29 igible workers in the work force were unemployed.

In 2017, aceording to 2017 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population
62.5% (57,265%persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
3.8% (2,378 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 23.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to the City of
Bethlehem. There were a total of 34,309 jobs in the City and 6,111 (17.8%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the City.
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Count  Share
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Worker Distribution by Occupation in the City of
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Occupation — Easton

In 2010, according to 2010 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Easton was 22,062 persons. In 2010, 54.0
percent (11,907 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
7.3 percent (1,616 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were
unemployed.

In 2017, according to 2017 ACS Estimates, the total number of eligible workers
(population 16 years and over) in Easton was 22,105 persons. In 2017, 60.3
percent (13,321 persons) of eligible workers were active in the labor force and
4.5 percent (1,002 persons) of eligible workers in the work force were
unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to wor
labor market resident inflow/outflow data
Easton. There were a total of 4,981 jobs |
jobs were held by residents of the City.

24.8 minutes. The following
017 applied to the City of
nd 993 (19.9%) of those

|| save [ Load [ Feedback  Previous Extent « Hide Tabs » Hide Char/Re Inflow/Qutflow Job Counts in 2017

W 3988 - Employed in Selection Area, Live Qutside
8,579 - Live in Selection Area, Employed Outside
993 - Employed and Live in Selection Area

Inflow/Outflow Job Counts (Private Primary
Jobs)
2017
Count  Share
Employed in the Selection

Area 4981 100.0%
Employed in the Selection
Area but Living QOutside 3.968  80.1%
Employed and Living in the
Selection Area b 199%
Living_in the Selection Area 9572 100.0%
Living in the Selection Area
=5 but Employed Outside gl 896%
2km @'%mq_ Raugrume Living and Employed in the 993 10.4%
Tmi = Q’Qm -75.15399, 40.69038 Selection Area <
; .

Privacy Policy | 2010 Census | Data Tools | Information Quality | Product Catalog | Contact Us | Home

Source: U.S.Census Bureau, Center for Economic Studies | e-mail: CES.OnTheMap.Feedbacki@census.gov
Source: https://onthemap.ces.census.gov/

According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey, an estimated 30.1%
(2,864 households) of households in the City of Easton receive income from
Social Security. The mean Social Security Income for 2017 was $17,311.
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The following charts outline the distribution of Easton workers by occupation.

Occupations in the City of Easton

= Management, business,
science, and arts

= Service

= Sales and office

= Natural resources,
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nd material moving

Source: 2013-2017 ACS
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Worker Class in the City of Easton
3.3%_00%
\

= Private wage and salary
workers

= Government

Self-employed in own not
incorporated business
workers

Unpaid family workers

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Occupation — Northampton C

(population 16 yea
In 2010, 62.7
labor forc

persons) of eligible workers were active in the
ant (15,053 persons) of eligible workers in the work

(population 1 afs and over) in Northampton County was 246,901 persons.
In 2017, 63.7 percent (157,337 persons) of eligible workers were active in the
labor force and 3.7 percent (9,027 persons) of eligible workers in the work force
were unemployed.

Workers in 2017 had a mean travel time to work of 27.6 minutes. The following
labor market resident inflow/outflow data as of 2017 applied to Northampton
County. There were a total of 94,682 jobs in the County and 42,589 (45.0%) of
those jobs were held by residents of the County.
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According to the 2013-2017 A n Cor nity Survey, an estimated 35.7%
(40,628 households) of hous orthlampton County receive income
rity Income for 2017 was $20,771.
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Worker Distribution by Occupation in Northampton
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Unemployment Rate — Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ MSA

The unemployment rates from January 2013 to April 2019 for the City of
Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and the City of Easton are all represented by
the orange “MSA” (Metropolitan Statistical Area) line because data for the
individual cities are not available. The most localized available data set that
represents the individual cities is the collective count for all three cities which is
the Metropolitan Statistical Area. The Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Metropolitan Statistical Area data was provided by the St. Louis FRED
Database as non-seasonally adjusted, so manual adjustment was required for
comparison. The MSA data was only available as non-seasonally adjusted
data, which is problematic when the objective is to compare said data to other
data that is seasonally adjusted. The non-seasonally adjusted MSA data was
manually adjusted to be seasonally adjusted by usimg weighting each data point
against a moving pre-6" month and post-6" moath average. By weighting each
data point against a moving average, the d comes seasonally adjusted

Statistics as seasonally adjus
comparison.

The national unemp
national data was
adjusted, so manua

as not required for comparison.

Al hem-Easton, Metropolitan Statistical

9.0% Area Unemployment Rate

8.0%
7.0%
o
T 6.0%
[n'd
£5.0%
£
5.4.0%
£3.0%
2
5 2.0%
1.0%

0.0%

Apr 2012 Aug 2013 Dec 2014 May 2016 Sep 2017 Feb 2019 Jun 2020
Date

National MSA

State

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics and St. Louis FRED Database
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From January 2013 to May 2015, the MSA unemployment rate was slightly
higher (an average of 1%) than the state unemployment rate and was on
average with the national unemployment rate. All three unemployment rates
trended downwards at roughly the same rate until approximately May 2015, at
which point the state unemployment rate and the MSA unemployment rate
remained steady between 5.0% and 6.0% until approximately May 2017 at
which point the state and MSA unemployment rates dropped below 5.0%.

The trends suggest that since May 2016, the economic situation in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and in the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton
Metropolitan Statistical Area lagged the national average. Unemployment in
Pennsylvania and the MSA remained higher than the national average through
April 2019. Since June 2017, the unemploym rate in the Metropolitan
Statistical Area has remained higher than the rate’in the state and the national
rate, suggesting that the MSA might not be iting from pro-growth policies
as compared to the other regions.

Additionally, as of April 2019, both
level had dropped below 4.0%,

state unemployment
the MSA unemployment level

flatter than the slopes of the n
that there will be further separ
the state and national u

trendlines, which could suggest
e MSA unemployment rate and

Housing

Over one-thi , 15,060 units) of Allentown City’s housing stock was built
prior to 1939, V is now over 80 years old. The second largest grouping
(25.0%, 10,497 units) of Allentown City’s housing stock was built from 1940 to
1959.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
the City of Allentown as of 2017.

Year Structure Built in the City of Allentown
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS

town are 1l-unit attached
. Multifamily residential
its) of housing units.

The majority of housing units in the City
comprising 38.4% (17,603 units) of h
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5% (6,16

The following graph illustrates the co n of the housing stock in the City

of Allentown as of 2017.
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Housing Profile — Bethlehem

Slightly under one-third (29.0%, 8,381 units) of Bethlehem’s housing stock was
built prior to 1939, which is now over 80 years old. The second largest grouping
(28.8%, 6,868 units) of Bethlehem’s housing stock was built from 1940 to 1959.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
the City of Bethlehem as of 2017.

Year Structure Built in the City of Bethlehem

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

The majority iIng units in the City of Bethlehem are 1-unit detached
comprising 37. (11,701 units) of housing units. Multifamily residential
structures of 10 or more units represent 12.8% (4,006 units) of housing units.

The following graph illustrates the composition of the housing stock in the City
of Bethlehem as of 2017.
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Housing Units in the City of Bethlehem

01% _ __ 0.1%
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Housing Profile — Easton
Almost two-thirds (6148%, ° s) of Easton’s housing stock was built prior
to 1939, which is R0}
1,505 units) of East ock was built from 1940 to 1959.

The followi [‘details the year that housing structures were built in
the City 0f Easton as

ear Structure Built in the City of Easton
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS

The majority of housing units in the City of Easton are 1-unit attached
comprising 34.2% (3,807 units) of housing units. Multifamily residential
structures of 10 or more units represent 11.7% (1,304 units) of housing units.

* Between 2010 and 2013, under the HOPE 6 Project, the Housing Authority
built 53 structures containing 128 housing uniigh The table data above are
estimates created by the U.S. Census artment and may not be
representative of all construction activity.

The following graph illustrates the co ition of the
of Easton as of 2017.

sing stock in the City

Housing Units in City aston

32% . 0.1%0.0%
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= 1 Unit, attached
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= 3 to 4 Units

= 5 to 9 Units

=10 to 19 Units
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Mobile home

Boat, RV, van, etc.

Source: 2013-2017 ACS

Housing Profile — Northampton County

Under one-third (25.6%, 29,157 units) of Northampton County’s housing stock
was built prior to 1939, which is now over 80 years old. The second largest
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grouping (21.5%, 24,433 units) of Northampton County’s housing stock was
built from 1980 to 1999.

The following table chart details the year that housing structures were built in
Northampton County as of 2017.

Year Structure Built in Northampton County

Source: 2013-2017 ACS
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS
The table below contains data o e ber of permits for residential
construction issued by jurisdictions in t entown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Metropolitan Statistical Area whieh inclu e cities of Allentown, Bethlehem,
and Easton.

Building Permits —
-Easton, PA-NJ MSA
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Units Authorized by Buil

Bethlehem-Ea

6,000

5,000

4,000

3,000

2,000

Number of Units

1,000

1,648 1,401 247 232
1,694 1,508 186 174
2,789 2,640 149 115
4,144 3,860 284 206
4,848 4,319 529 403
4,612 4,461 151 93
4,376 3,999 377 262
Source: S Building Permits Database, HUD

2003 2004 20 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Total

Single Family

Year

Multi-Family

5+ Units

Source: SOCDS Building Permits Database, HUD

The area has seen an overall decrease in the total number of new units
constructed; most notably for single family homes. Across the 15-year period,
an average of 85.0% of new units each year were for single family units. As
such, the trends seen in the total number of units authorized is very closely
correlated with number of single-family units authorized, with the year 2014
being the exception. Multi-family units and 5+ units have remained relatively
level over the past fifteen years with a massive spike in 2014.
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The minimum points in the data were all between the years of 2011 and 2012,
which aligns with the general lowest point in the national economy following the
housing market crash of 2008-2009. The year with the highest number of units
authorized was 2005 and the year with the highest number of single-family units
was 2004. The average number of total units authorized per year in the years
following the 2008-2009 housing crash are only one-fourth the average number
of total units authorized per year in the years preceding the 2008-2009 housing
crash. In general, this data would suggest that the Allentown-Bethlehem-
Easton Metropolitan Statistical Area housing market has not fully recovered
from the 2008-2009 market collapse.

F. Housing Costs:

Owner Costs — Allentown

households was $887 in
monthly housing cost
6) from 2000 to 2010,

The median monthly housing cost for own

increased by 1.58% ($16) from 201
($142) from 2000 to 2017.

The following table illustrates
costs in 2010 and 2017.
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3,535 16.2% 2,245 12.3%
1,833 8.4% 1,270 6.9%
$1,013 - $1,029 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Monthly Owner Costs as a Percentage offHMousehold Income
in the City of Allentg
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1,090 6.0%
4,481 24.6%
2,027 11.1%
1,635 9.0%
819 4.5%
5,864 32.2%
4,367 24.0%
1,269 7.0%
8 1.3%

63 0.3%

ousing costs. In 2010, 34.0% (7,418 units) of
e cost burdened and 31.1% (5,655 units) of owner-
17 were cost burdened.

The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied households was $786 in
2010; and $938 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 19.3% ($152) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs in the City of Allentown

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 110 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

The following table costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to t

Selected M
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5,149 21.7%

212 0.9%

639 2.7%

4,298 18.1%

3,145 13.2%

392 1.7%

1,242 5.2%

1,511 6.4%

37 15.3%

1,510 6.4%

1,583 6.7%

0.7% 544 2.3%
7.0% 2,542 10.7%
6.3% 2,124 8.9%
0.6% 397 1.7%
0.0% 21 0.1%
2.7% 644 2.7%
416 1.9% 541 2.3%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in the City of Allentown
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20,921 95.4% 22,555 95.0%
1,459 7.0% 2,123 9.4%
2,139 10.2% 2,331 10.3%
2,356 11.3% 2,170 9.6%
2,139 10.2% 2,378 10.5%
2,253 10.8% 1,897 8.4%
10,575 50.5 11,656 51.7%

998 85 5.3%

Source: 2006-2 013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost © usehold that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on , s.In 2010, 61.3% (12,828 units) of

In 2010, 34.0% owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whete 0 (12, 828 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdep@c

In 2017,
burdened whe
cost burdened.

55 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
60.1% (13,533 units) of renter-occupied households were
Owner Costs — Bethlehem

The median monthly housing cost for owner-occupied households was $1,010
in 2010 and $1,141 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for owner-
occupied households increased by 13.0% ($131) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly owner
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Monthly Owner Costs in the City of Bethlehem
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The following
2017 accof®

16,380 14,955

590 3.6% 568 3.8%
2,244 13.7% 1,452 9.7%
3,391 20.7% 2,872 19.2%
1,884 11.5% 1,496 10.0%
4,275 26 4,075 27.2%
2,342 14.3% 815 18.8%
1,654 1% 1,677 11.3%

- $1,141 -

010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

Costs as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Bethlehem
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1,523 9.3% 1,054 7.0%
2,260 13.8% 1,665 11.1%
475 2.9% 352 2.4%
622 3.8% 315 2.1%
1,179 7.2% 998 6.7%
2,441 14.9% 1,855 12.4%
983 6.0% 691 4.6%
524 3.2% 411 2.7%
917 .6% 3 5.0%
3,817 Y0 3,219 21.5%
1,458 % 1,532 10.2%
8.9% 1,138 7.6%
5.6% 549 3.7%
1 37.0% 7,000 46.8%
4,177 25.5% 5,325 35.6%
1,556 9.5% 1,385 9.3%
344 2.1% 290 1.9%
82 0.5% 26 0.2%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 29.8% (4,881 units) of
owner-occupied units were cost burdened and 24.4% (3,644 units) of owner-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.
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Renter Costs — Bethlehem

The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied households was $821 in
2010; and $993 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21.0% ($172) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs in the City of Bethlehem

13,981
1,179 8.4%
1,255 9.0%
1,854 13.3%
2,693 19.3%
5,022 35.9%
1,524 10.9%
232 1.7%
222 1.6%

$821 993

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.
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Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage of Household Income
in the City of Bethlehem
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990 7.5% 1,955 14.0%
211 1.6% 500 3.6%
26 0.2% 10 0.1%
145 1.1% 250 1.8%
423 3.2% 222 1.6%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in the City of Bethlehem

13,509 96.6%

1,707 12.6%
12.5% 1,481 11.0%
11.5% 1,439 10.7%
15.1% 1,893 14.0%
10.3% 1,410 10.4%
41.9% 5,579 41.3%
4.3% 472 3.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 52.2% (6,595 units) of
renter-occupied units were cost burdened and 51.7% (6,989 units) of renter-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.
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In 2010, 29.8% (4,881 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 52.5% (6,595 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 24.4% (3,644 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 51.7% (6,989 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

Owner Costs — Easton
The median monthly housing cost for owner-occupied households was $1,104

in 2010 and $1,136 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for owner-
occupied households increased by 2.9% ($32) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage statu
costs in 2010 and 2017.

nd selected monthly owner

Monthly Owner Costs i

$1,104 $1,136

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and

2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Monthly Owner Costs as a Percentage of Household Income

in the City of Easton

4,326 45.4%
410 9.5%
13 0.3%
5 0.3%
382 8.8%
501 11.6%
102 2.4%
128 3.0%
271 6.3%
584 13.5%
109 2.5%
160 3.7%
315 7.3%
939 21.7%
456 10.5%
344 8.0%
139 3.2%
1,876 43.4%
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1,029 22.0% 1,488 34.4%
393 8.4% 329 7.6%
94 2.0% 59 1.4%
28 0.6% 16 0.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 39.5% (1,847 units) of
owner-occupied units were cost burdened an .0% (1,166 units) of owner-
occupied households in 2017 were cost bur

Renter Costs — Easton

The median monthly housing cost fo tefsoccupied households was $795 in
2010; and $938 in 2017. The median m ly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21. 3) fr 010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates ge Status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 20

Costs in the City of Easton
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118 2.6% 301 5.8%

9 0.2% 16 0.3%

146 3.2% 161 3.1%
$795 - $938 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs for owner-households in 2010 and
2017 according to the 2006-2010 ACS and the 2013-2017 ACS.

Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage of'Household Income in the
City of Easton
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1,683 38.6% 2,211 44.0%

192 4.2% 170 3.3%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD defines a housing cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its monthly income on housing costs. In 2010, 46.9% (2,046 units) of
renter-occupied units were cost burdened and 52.8% (2,654 units) of renter-
occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.

In 2010, 39.5% (1,847 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 46.9% (2,046 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 27.0% (1,166 units) of owner- ied households were cost
burdened whereas 52.8% (2,654 units) ente upied households were
cost burdened.

Owner Costs — Northampton Count

cupied households was $1,248
monthly housing cost for owner-

The median monthly housing ¢
in 2010 and $1,291 in 2017.
occupied households j#

The following tab @
costs in 2010 and 2047
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7,262 8.6% 7,528 9.2%
17,986 21.3% 18,800 23.1%
14,693 17.4% 14,860 18.2%
18,493 21.9% 17,914 22.0%
$1,248 - $1,291 -

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

The following table illustrates housing costs f

ner-households in 2010 and
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2,592 3.2%
2,353 2.9%
4,237 5.2%
15,651 19.2%
6,459 7.9%
4,765 5.8%
4,427 5.4%
43,305 53.1%
16 36.3%
10,484 12.9%
3,205 3.9%
428 0.5%

ome on housing costs. In 2010, 30.3% (25,586 units) of
were cost burdened and 25.8% (21,056 units) of owner-
occupied househ ds in 2017 were cost burdened.
Renter Costs — Northampton County

The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied households was $829 in
2010; and $997 in 2017. The median monthly housing cost for renter-occupied
households increased by 21.0% ($168) from 2010 to 2017.

The following table illustrates mortgage status and selected monthly renter
costs in 2010 and 2017.
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Selected Monthly Renter Costs in Northampton County

Selected Monthly Renter Costs as a Percentage of Household Income in
Northampton County
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170 0.5%

1,195 3.7%

6,572 20.4%

6,660 20.6%

181 0.6%

1,021 3.2%

5,458 16.9%

5,056 15.7%

0 1.6%

1,832 57%

2,694 8.3%

16.0% 5,285 16.4%

8.1% 1,876 5.8%

6.6% 2,294 7.1%

1.4% 1,115 3.5%

10.3% 5,657 17.5%

8.3% 4,568 14.1%

1.8% 982 3.0%

27 0.1% 107 0.3%
275 1.0% 365 1.1%
1,539 5.6% 1,327 4.1%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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The following table illustrates the housing costs for renter-households
according to the 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey.

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income in Northampton County

e: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

HUD define g cost burden as a household that pays over 30% or
more of its mQ ome on housing costs. In 2010, 45.0% (12,343 units) of
renter-occupied units were cost burdened and 49.4% (15,946 units) of renter-

occupied households in 2017 were cost burdened.

In 2010, 30.3% (25,586 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 45.0% (12.343 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

In 2017, 25.8% (21,056 units) of owner-occupied households were cost
burdened whereas 49.4% (15.946 units) of renter-occupied households were
cost burdened.

The 2017 HUD Fair Market Rents and HOME Rent Limits for the Allentown,
Bethlehem, Easton, PA HUD Metro FM Area are shown in the table below.
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FY 2017 Fair Market Rents (FMR) and HOME Rent Limits for the Allentown,

Bethlehem, Easton, PA HUD Metro FM Area

$659

$815

$1,332 $1,431

$659 $815 $1,038 $1,219 $1,340

$642 $688 $826 $954 $1,065

Source: U.S. Department gffousing and Urban Development

Fair Market Rents (FMRSs) are primarily us termine payment standard

amounts for HUD assisted housing. The

to 30% of the annual income of a fa
median income, as determined by H
is 30% of the annual income of

income equals 65% of the area
ow HOME Rent Limit for an area
se income equals 50% of the area

data, which is approXims COSt of a two-bedroom rental and within market
expectations . ge rents posted commercially exceed the area median
rent and but only by a small factor. The rental market in
Northa s competitive and assisted rental housing units do not
disproportiogately impact the market forces dictating rents in the County.

Foreclosures — entown

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019, the City
of Allentown had 97 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure
rate of 1 in every 3,396 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 17 with a high of 28 foreclosures in January 2019 and a low of 9
foreclosures in October 2019.

Foreclosures — Bethlehem

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019, the City
of Bethlehem had 65 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure
rate of 1 in every 2,659 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 13 with a high of 19 foreclosures in December 2019 and a low of 6
foreclosures in November 2019.
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Foreclosures — Easton

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019, the City
of Easton had 56 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a foreclosure rate
of 1 in every 2,326 housing units. During calendar year 2019, foreclosures
averaged 12 with a high of 18 foreclosures in February 2019 and a low of 7
foreclosures in March 2019.

Foreclosures — Northampton County

According to RealtyTrac (www.realtytrac.com) as of December 2019,
Northampton County had 109 properties in some stage of foreclosure and a
foreclosure rate of 1 in every 2,201 housing units. During calendar year 2019,
foreclosures averaged 42 with a high of 60 forec res in December 2019 and
a low of 30 foreclosures in June 2019.

G. Household Housing Problem

Summary of Housing Needs — City o entown
From 1970 to 2000, Allentown's
By comparison, Lehig
Pennsylvania grew
2000 to 2017 Alleg
During the same peétie
City at 15.6% gL.bot
which grew(b

rank by 2,889 persons, or 2.6%.
by 22.2% and the Commonwealth of
e same time 30-year time period. From

has grown by 13,496 persons or 12.6%.
ounty grew at a slightly higher rate than the
ity and county grew at rates higher than Pennsylvania,

According ds, Allentown has a total of 47,210 housing units with
57.1% being Singledamily structures and 42.8% being multi-family structures.
The 2013-2017 erican Survey indicates that 8.4% of housing units were
vacant. The ACS goes on to estimated 10.9% of the housing units were built

since 1990.

Of the 45,384 occupied housing units, 18,195 (40.1%) are owner occupied and
27,189 (59.9%) are renter occupied. An estimated 79.2% of householders of
these units had moved in since 2000. An estimated 65.5% of the owner-
occupied units had a mortgage.

According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates,
the median monthly housing costs for mortgaged owners was $1,257, non-
mortgaged owners $534, and renters $938. An estimated 35.7% of owners with
mortgages, 22.6% of owners without mortgages, and 60.1% of renters in
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Allentown, Pennsylvania spent 30 percent or more of their household income
on housing.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

50

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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Housing Problems (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems:

Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

7,760

1,710 | 3,570 | 3,725 | 1,805 | 10,810 | 405 | 1,700 | 3,740 | 2,210 | 8,055

520 0 0 0 520 0 0 0 50

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Gre Th 0%

2,660 ,215 49 5,424 455 665 965 2,085
7 130 1,770 150 165 225 540

040 215 1,850 535 545 370 1,450
1.8 90 660 3,425 180 290 320 790

6,420 4,495 1,554 12,469 1,320 | 1,665 | 1,880 4,865

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%
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220

725 245 75 1,045 350 180 145 675

1,570 365 25 1,960 155 195 45 395

5,600 1,375 104 7,079 1,040 800 385 2,225

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Crowding (More than one person

54 222

45

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

high rate of houSeholds spending more than 30% of their gross household
income on housing expenses; landlord discrimination, including discrimination
against households with children and tenant-based housing voucher holders;
and a lack of ADA accessible rental housing.

Additional housing problems that were recorded in consultations and citizen
comments included handicap accessible housing, availability of senior housing,
availability of group homes or communal living arrangement housing, housing
density issues, and code compliance for housing. Lower income households
and renter households are more are more likely to be affected by these housing
problems.

Summary of Housing Needs — City of Bethlehem
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There was a 0% increase in the population of the City of Bethlehem between
the 2000 Census and 2011-2015 American Community Survey. Households
grew by 3% and household income increased by 5%.

The following Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data
provides information concerning housing costs and quality. The most recent
data set is 2011-2015 CHAS. The data set includes the City of Easton.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

60

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

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

60

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Tha

315

730

70 18 115 203

359 600 290 1,249

250 84 230 564

874 922 950 2,746

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%
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35

40 325

2,460 905 128 3,493 704 408 235 1,347

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Crowding (More than one person per room)

10 4 34

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The cost of housing s the most common housing problem; 4,840
households g 50% of household income on housing in Bethlehem
and a tota ) Ids pay more than 30% of their income for housing

e especially affecting elderly households, 0-30% AMI
households.

Summary of Housing Needs — Northampton County

There was a 12.2% increase in the population of Northampton County between
the 2000 Census and 2011-2015 American Community Survey. Households
grew by 11.2% and household income significantly increased by 34.8%.
According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Price Index (CPI), prices
in 2017 are 12.26% higher than average prices as compared to prices in 2010.
The dollar experienced an average annual inflation rate of 1.67% during this
period. This relationship equated to a decrease in housing unit supply and an
increase in housing demand. Unfortunately, even with the increase in median
household incomes, housing became more expensive in terms of real dollars
for the average household in the County.
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The following Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data
provides information concerning housing costs and quality. The most recent
data set is 2011-2015 CHAS. The data set includes the City of Easton.

Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

300

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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Housing Problems (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems:
Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

6,132

591 | 2,162 | 3,304 | 1,752 | 7,809 | 562 | 3,081 | 7,765 | 6,409 | 17,817

175 0 0 0 175 3 0 0 0 300

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

1,693 2,949

317 98 84 346 528

2,307 1,698 | 1,978 | 1,519 5,195

1,730 470 481 756 1,707

6,803 2,676 | 3,389 | 4,314 10,379

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Cost Burden Greater Than 50%

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 139 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

39

84 198

527 598 207 1,332 1,464 751 577 2,792

581 212 45 838 416 365 311 1,092

1,844 1,122 380 3,346 2,316 | 1,695 | 1,558 5,569

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Crowding (More than one persg oom)

45 49 104

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
The largest e problem in the Northampton County is housing
affordability. Accarding to the 2013-2017 ACS, 60.3% of all renter households
are cost burdened by 30% or more and 31.1% of owner households with a
mortgage are cost burdened by 30% or more. Cost burdens are especially
affecting 0-30% AMI households.

Additional housing problems that were recorded in consultations and citizen
comments included handicap accessible housing, availability of senior housing,
availability of group homes or communal living arrangement housing, housing
density issues, and code compliance for housing. Lower income households
and renter households are more are more likely to be affected by these housing
problems.
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H. Racial and Ethnic Housing Problems:

City of Allentown

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher than the percentage of persons in the jurisdiction as a whole.
A housing problem is defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1.
housing lacks complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing
facilities; 3. housing has more than 1 person per room; and 4. housing cost
burden is over 30%. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and

269

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

edian Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

Media come - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
iS experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
of eighty eight percent (88%). The only group of
iduals eXxperiencing one or more housing problems at a

income category is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing

problems at a rate of seventy nine percent (79%). No group of

individuals experiencing one or more housing problems at a
disproportionately higher rate.

e 50%-80% of Area Median Income - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
income category is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
problems at a rate of forty four percent (44%). Several races categories
are experiencing one or more housing problems at a disproportionately
higher rate. Specifically, Black/African American (55%), Asian (71%),
American Indian, and Alaska Native (66%).

e 80%-100% of Area Median Income - The jurisdiction as a whole in this
income category is experiencing one or more of the four (4) housing
problems at a rate of twenty two percent (22%). The only group of
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individuals experiencing one or more housing problems at a
disproportionately higher rate is Asian at a rate of 44%.

City of Bethlehem

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher than the percentage of persons in the jurisdiction as a whole.
A housing problem is defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1.
housing lacks complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing
facilities; 3. housing has more than 1 person per,room; and 4. housing cost
burden is over 30%. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and
ACS data highlight disproportionate needs in ity of Bethlehem.

0%-30% of Area Medi

65

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

edian Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

a disproportionally greater need in relation to
ompared to all other households earning between 0-

while among the general population, Hispanics make up

8.5% of the population.

seholds have a disproportionally greater need in relation to
housing problems compared to all other households earning between
80-100% of AMI. Approximately 78.5% of households earning between
80%-100% of Area Median Income that have one or more housing
issues are White. Meanwhile among the general population, the White
population makes up 60.1% of the population.

e White households have a disproportionally greater need in relation to
severe housing problems compared to all other households earning
between 80-100% of AMI. Approximately 78% of households earning
between 50%-80% of Area Median Income that have one or more
severe housing issue in Bethlehem are White. Meanwhile among the
general population the White population makes up approximately 60.1%
of population.
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Northampton County

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the County's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing problems. A housing problem is
defined as one of the four following housing problems: 1. housing lacks
complete kitchen facilities; 2. housing lacks complete plumbing facilities; 3.
housing has more than 1 person per room; and 4. housing cost burden is over
30%. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the Northampton County. The data set
includes the City of Easton.

0%-30% of Area Median In

15

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

edian Income

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

0

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

The racial/ethnic ho
2015 ACS was 89
American Indian Alas
(O) of the r
problems

ition of the County according to the 2011-
lack/African American, 2.2% Asian, 0.2%

14N Pacific Islander and 9.1% Hispanic. None
plfe roups were disproportionately affected by housing

I. Racial and Housing Cost Burden:

City of Allentown

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing cost burdens. A housing cost
burden is defined as household paying over 30% of household AMI on housing
costs. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the City of Allentown. The data set includes
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the City of Easton.

Housing Cost Burden

290

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

l0 Less than 30% - Approximately fifty two
Il households in City have a housing cost to income

cost to income ratio of between 30% and 50% and are otherwise cost
burdened. There are no racial or ethnic groups with a disproportionately
higher rate of cost burdened households in this category.

e Housing Cost to Income Ratio Greater Than 50% - Approximately twenty
three percent (23%) of all households in the City have a housing cost to
income ratio of more than 50% and are otherwise severely cost
burdened. There are no racial or ethnic groups with a disproportionately
higher rate of cost burdened households in this category. It is worth
noting the Black/African American population (32% extremely cost
burdened) is just 1 percentage point from meeting the definition for a
disproportionate difference.
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City of Bethlehem

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ethnic groups were analyzed to
determine if a group disproportionately experienced a housing need as
compared to the City's overall housing needs. A disproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or ethnic group experienced a 10 percentage
points or higher occurrence rate of housing cost burdens. A housing cost
burden is defined as household paying over 30% of household AMI on housing
costs. The following tables evaluating the 2011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate needs in the City of Allentown.

Housing Cost Burden

65

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS

As a City, 38% of the households in Bethlehem pay over 30% of their income
toward housing costs. Of those that are not cost-burden, 76.6% of them are
White, of all white households, the majority (68.1%) of them are not cost
burdened. The only other racial or ethnic group where the majority of
households are not cost burdened are Asian (65.4% non-cost burdened) and
American Indian and Alaska Native (81.8%). Both Hispanic (54.2%) and
Black/African American (57.5%) have a majority of households in Bethlehem
being cost burdened.

The racial breakdown of households that are cost-burdened, correlates to the
total percentage population racial cohorts in Bethlehem. Of those cost
burdened between 30-50% of their income: 62.1% are White; 5.8% are
Black/African American; 1.6% are Asian; and 28.8% are Hispanic. Of those
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cost-burdened by over 50% of their income: the percentage of White
households deceases a bit but remains the majority at 53.8%; Black/African-
American increases slightly to 7.7%; Asian increases slightly to 2.4%; and
Hispanic increases to 32.6%.

Black and Hispanic households have more households cost-burdened than not
cost-burdened in Bethlehem. With the overall Bethlehem percentage of cost
burden being 38%, and the Hispanic Cost Burden being 54.2% and the Black
/African American cost burdened rate being 57.5%. In terms of cost burden,
Black/African American and Hispanic households are disproportionately
affected.

Northampton County

Housing needs disaggregated by racial and ic groups were analyzed to
ed a housing need as
compared to the County's overall housi . isproportionately greater
need was identified when a racial or e ced a 10 percentage
iNg cost burdens. A housing cost
burden is defined as household paying 30% of household AMI on housing
[ 011-2015 CHAS and ACS data
highlight disproportionate nee n County. The data set includes

the City of Easton.

15

Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
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The racial/ethnic household composition of the County according to the 2011-
2015 ACS was 89.9% White, 4.1% Black/African American, 2.2% Asian, 0.2%
American Indian Alaska Native, 0.0% Pacific Islander and 9.1% Hispanic. None
(0) of the racial/ethnic groups were disproportionately affected by housing cost
burdens.

. Segregation

The following map is a racial dot map representing one dot for every person
counted during the 2010 Census. Each dot is color-coded by the individual's
race and ethnicity. White individuals are coded as blue; Black individuals,
green; Asian individuals, red; Hispanic individualsforange; and all Other racial
categories are coded as brown. The map wa§ created by the University of
Virginia Weldon Cooper Center for Public Demographics Research
Group. The map provides a picture of a ay have a grouping of
non-White residents. The City of igh concentration of
Hispanic individuals, as well as sout
high concentration of Hispanic and
have the highest concentratio

ndividuals. The non-urban areas
ividuals.
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The following map calculates the diversity index per Census Tract in the Lehigh
Valley. “The diversity index is an index ranging from O to 87.5 that represents
the probability that two individuals, chosen at random in the given geography,
would be of different races or ethnicities between 2013-2017. Lower index
values between 0 and 20 suggest more homogeneity and higher index values
above 50 suggest more heterogeneity. Racial and ethnic diversity can be
indicative of economic and behavioral patterns. For example, racially and
ethnically homogenous areas are sometimes representative of concentrated
poverty or concentrated wealth. They could also be indicative of discriminatory
housing policies or other related barriers. Data were obtained from the Census'
American Community Survey 2013-2017 estimates and calculated by
PolicyMap.” (Source: PolicyMap.com) The urban areas have diversity indices
around and over 50, while the non-urban areas haye diversity indices between
5 and 30.
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The following map provides the Theil Index calculations per Census Tract in
the Lehigh Valley. “The Theil Index is an index ranging from O to 1 that displays
information about racial segregation. Lower index values below .20 suggest
less segregation and higher index values above .40 suggest more segregation.
The Theil Index is a measure of how evenly members of racial and ethnic
groups are distributed within a region, calculated by comparing the diversity of
all sub-regions (Census Blocks) to the region as a whole. Patterns of racial

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 154 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

segregation can emerge as a result of systemic barriers and opportunities or
localized individual preferences. For example, highly segregated areas may be
indicative of discriminatory housing practices or other related barriers. Data
used in the calculation of this index were derived from the U.S. Census
Bureau's 2010 Decennial Census.” (Source: PolicyMap.com) The Theil Index
for all areas of the Lehigh Valley reveal moderate levels of segregation in the
Lehigh Valley.
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HUD defines a racially/ethnically concentrated area of poverty (R/ECAP) as a
census tract where the number of families in poverty is equal to or greater than
40% percent of all families, or an overall family poverty rate equal to or greater
than three times the metropolitan poverty rate, and a non-white population,
measured at greater than 50 percent of the population. The following CTs are
identified by HUD as R/ECAP:

CT 000400 Allentown
CT 000500 Allentown
CT 000800 Allentown
CT 000900 Allentown
CT 001000 Allentown
CT 001200 Allentown
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CT 001401 Allentown
CT 001600 Allentown
CT 001800 Allentown
CT 009600 Allentown
CT 009700 Allentown
CT 010500 Bethlehem
CT 011000 Bethlehem
CT 011200 Bethlehem
CT 014300 Easton

K. Data on Disability

Allentown

The following table includes the 2013-
individuals with disabilities in the Ci
persons with disabilities in the Cit
persons which represents 18.3% of th al population of the City. The two
largest disability types are itive andjambulatory difficulties. A hearing
difficulty is defined as deaf or h [ iculty hearing (DEAR). A vision
difficulty is defined as blind o ious difficulty seeing, even when
wearing glasses (D ive difficulty is defined as because of a
physical, mental, roblem, having difficulty remembering,
concentrating, or
as having serigus o Ity walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care
ing difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

115,455 117,844

Total Civilian Population

Total Population with a disability 19,509 16.9% 21,511 18.3%

Population under 5 years 228 2.2% 63 0.7%

With a hearing difficulty 209 2.0% 45 0.5%
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With a vision difficulty 51 0.5% 18 0.2%
- 1 1 |
Population 5 to 17 years 2,365 10.8% 3,217 14.1%
With a hearing difficulty 140 0.6% 205 0.9%
With a vision difficulty 547 2.5% 506 2.2%
With a cognitive difficulty 1,833 8.4% 2,737 12.0%
With an ambulatory difficulty 130 0.6% 420 1.8%
With a self-care difficulty 221 443 1.9%

difficulty

Population 18 to 64 years 13,025 34.7%
With a hearing difficulty 2,042 2.8%
With a vision difficulty 4.1% 3,266 4.5%
With a cognitive difficulty 8.1% 7,113 9.8%
With an ambulatory g 7.7% 5,323 7.3%
With a self-care difficulty 1,628 2.3% 2,100 2.9%
With an independent living 2923 4.9% 3.435 4.7%

Population 65 years and over 5,725 44.2% 2,091 29.3%

With a hearing difficulty 1,900 14.7% 1,869 14.2%

With a vision difficulty 1,269 9.8% 1,253 9.5%

With a cognitive difficulty 1,209 9.3% 1,753 13.3%
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Male

8,831

15.9%

9,794

With an ambulatory difficulty 3,616 27.9% 3,224 24.4%
With a self-care difficulty 1,003 7.7% 1,139 8.6%
V\_llt_h an independent living 2266 17.5% 2,074 15.7%
difficulty

17.2%

Female

10,678

17.8%

11,717

19.2%

White alone 19.2%
Black or African American alone 2,493 16.3%
Amgrican Indian and Alaska 9.4%
Native alone

Asian alone 12.2%
Some other race alone 19.8% 4,217 18.3%
Two or more races 16.8% 874 16.0%
White alone, not Hisk 9,089 17.1% 7,898 19.8%
Latino

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 7,998 17.3% 10,732 17.8%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013 — 2017 American Community Survey
Bethlehem

The following table includes the 2013-2017 ACS estimates for the number of
individuals with disabilities in the City of Bethlehem. The total population of
persons with disabilities in the City of Bethlehem is estimated to be 10,472
persons which represents 14.1% of the total population of the City. The two
largest disability types are cognitive and ambulatory difficulties. A hearing
difficulty is defined as deaf or having serious difficulty hearing (DEAR). A vision
difficulty is defined as blind or having serious difficulty seeing, even when
wearing glasses (DEYE). A cognitive difficulty is defined as because of a
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physical, mental, or emotional problem, having difficulty remembering,
concentrating, or making decisions (DREM). An ambulatory difficulty is defined
as having serious difficulty walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care

difficulty is defined as having difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

Persons with Disabilities in the City of Bethlehem

Total Civilian Population

Total Population with a disability

Population under 5 years

With a hearing difficulty

With a vision difficulty

Population 5 to 17 ye

0.0%

With a hearing difficult 57 0.5% 16 0.2%
With a vision difficulty 177 1.6% 131 1.3%
With a cognitive difficulty 670 6.2% 895 9.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 77 0.7% 103 1.1%
With a self-care difficulty 48 04.% 171 1.8%

Population 18 to 64 years 4,705 9.8% 5,808 23.1%
With a hearing difficulty 953 2.0% 793 1.6%
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difficulty

With a vision difficulty 830 1.7% 1,046 2.1%
With a cognitive difficulty 2,061 4.3% 3,074 6.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 224 4.6% 2,836 5.8%
With a self-care difficulty 742 1.5% 1,042 2.1%
With an independent living 1,487 3.1% 2103 4.5%

difficulty

Male

Population 65 years and over 3,860 35.1% 3,658 68.5%
With a hearing difficulty 1,492 1,324 12.0%
With a vision difficulty 869 7.3%
With a cognitive difficulty 817 812 7.4%
With an ambulatory difficulty 2,121 19.2%
With a self-care difficulty 7.5% 699 6.3%
With an independent living 18.4% 1512 13.7%

Female

White alone 7,258 12.5% 8,236 14.1%

Black or African American alone 545 10.5% 702 13.4%

Amgrican Indian and Alaska 0 0.0% 92 34.5%

Native alone

Asian alone 0 0.0% 130 5.9%
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Native Hawaiian and Other o 0
Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Some other race alone 1,200 20.3% 772 18.6%
Two or more races 324 16.0% 540 13.4%
Wh_|te alone, not Hispanic or 6.158 12.5% 5971 13.4%
Latino

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 2,780 15.5% 3,561 16.7%

Easton

The following table includes the 2013-2017

types are cognitive and ambulatory di
deaf or having serious difficulty hearing
blind or having serious difficu i
A cognitive difficulty is defined
problem, having diffic

Total Civilian Population

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey

24,627

26,145

stimates for the number of

. A hearing difficulty is defined as
R). A vision difficulty is defined as
when wearing glasses (DEYE).

Total Population with a disability

4,222

3,353

Population under 5 years 0 0.0% 52 3.8%

With a hearing difficulty 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

With a vision difficulty 0 0.0% 52 3.8%
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Population 18 to 64 years

Population 5 to 17 years 526 12.8% 242 5.8%
With a hearing difficulty 83 2.0% 0 0.0%
With a vision difficulty 0 0.0% 52 3.8%
With a cognitive difficulty 512 12.5% 214 5.2%
With an ambulatory difficulty 26 0.6% 6 0.1%
With a self-care difficulty

With a hearing difficulty 272 160 0.9%
With a vision difficulty 306 1.7%
With a cognitive difficulty 6.6% 908 5.2%
With an ambulatory difficult 8.1% 1,028 5.9%
With a self-care diffi 1.7% 260 1.5%

With an independent livi
difficulty

4.3%

621

3.5%

Population 65 years and over 1,090 45.4% 1,166 79.7%

With a hearing difficulty 318 13.2% 320 10.3%

With a vision difficulty 297 12.4% 211 6.8%

With a cognitive difficulty 335 13.9% 335 10.8%

With an ambulatory difficulty 680 28.3% 859 27.7%
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With a self-care difficulty 292 12.2% 348 11.2%

With an independent living
difficulty

595 24.8% 641 20.7%

Male 1,930 21.2% 1,434 11.0%

White alone 3,430 0.0% 2,449 13.7%

Black or African American alone 567 555 14.3%
American Indian and Alaska 0

Native alone 0 6 1.8%
Asian alone 0 21 2.4%
Native Hawaiian and Other o

Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0%
Some other race alone 0.0% 118 9.7%
Two or more races 0.0% 204 10.8%
White alone, not Hisp o o

Latino 19.9% 2,180 14.8%
Hispanic or Latino (of an 798 18.1% 577 10.0%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
Northampton County

The following table includes the 2013-2017 ACS estimates for the number of
individuals with disabilities in Northampton County. The total population of
persons with disabilities in Northampton County is estimated to be 37,083
persons which represents 12.4 percent of the total population of the County.
The two largest disability types are cognitive and ambulatory difficulties. A
hearing difficulty is defined as deaf or having serious difficulty hearing (DEAR).
A vision difficulty is defined as blind or having serious difficulty seeing, even
when wearing glasses (DEYE). A cognitive difficulty is defined as because of a
physical, mental, or emotional problem, having difficulty remembering,
concentrating, or making decisions (DREM). An ambulatory difficulty is defined
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as having serious difficulty walking or climbing stairs (DPHY). A self-care
difficulty is defined as having difficulty bathing or dressing (DDRS).

Persons with Disabilities in Northampton County

Total Civilian Population

Total Population with a disability

Population under 5 years 30 0.8%

With a hearing difficulty 12 67 0.4%

With a vision difficulty

Population 5 to 17 years

With a hearing diffic 0.8% 181 0.4%
With a vision difficulty 0.4% 395 0.9%
With a cognitive difficulty 2,782 5.7% 2,474 5.3%
With an ambulatory difficulty 207 0.4% 260 0.6%
With a self-care difficulty 416 0.8% 489 1.1%

- 1 1 |

Population 18 to 64 years 16,170 8.8% 17,336 17.2%
With a hearing difficulty 3,281 1.8% 2,909 1.6%
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difficulty

Population 65 years and over

With a vision difficulty 2,580 1.4% 2,930 1.6%
With a cognitive difficulty 6,392 3.5% 7,627 4.1%
With an ambulatory difficulty 8,022 4.4% 8,407 4.5%
With a self-care difficulty 2,656 1.5% 2,735 1.5%
With an independent living 5369 2. 9% 5810 3.1%

difficulty

Male

With a hearing difficulty 6,467 12.1%
With a vision difficulty 2,726 ,693 5.2%
With a cognitive difficulty 4,115 8.0%
With an ambulatory difficulty 10,503 20.4%
With a self-care difficulty 7.3% 3,641 7.1%
With an independent living 16.3% 7613 14.8%

Female

White alone 31,385 12.3% 32,571 12.7%

Black or African American alone 1,393 9.9% 2,003 12.6%

Amgrican Indian and Alaska 121 21 4% 151 13.7%

Native alone

Asian alone 286 3.9% 496 6.0%
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Native Hawaiian and Other o 0
Pacific Islander alone 0 0.0% 14 26.4%
Some other race alone 1,326 14.6% 827 13.2%
Two or more races 592 10.0% 1,021 10.6%
Wh_|te alone, not Hispanic or 29.242 12.3% 29.402 12.7%
Latino

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 4,119 13.9% 4,987 13.4%

Source: 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey
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lll. Review/Update to Original Plan

Northampton County’s current “Regional Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing
Choice” was dated November 2013 and included Lehigh County, Northampton
County, City of Allentown, City of Bethlehem and City of Easton. The participants
review their progress in addressing the goals of the Al twice a year during the
participants’ preparation of the Annual Action Plan and the Consolidated Annual
Performance Evaluation Reports (CAPER). The Regional Analysis of Impediments to
Fair Housing Choice identified the following impediments, as well as created goals
and strategies to address each impediment.

A. Summary of Impediments Allentown:

Impediment 1: Steering by Real Estate A

year, NPLS, as part of the Fair Ho
and training to the Greater LV Board
held, with 313 attendees and
CAPER)

ors. Seven training sessions were
were give out. (Source: FY 2019

Impediment 2: Dispariti age Lending
Action - Worked
Bethlehem, Easton
how to addrg

g Consortium (members with Cities of
es of Northampton and Lehigh) to determine
discussions about how best to address. (Source: FY

Action - Continued'to fund the Fair Housing Consortium which works and funds
North Penn Legal Services to provide fair housing educations throughout the
year. The Consortium and NPLS provided 29 education sessions reaching over
850 persons. Finally, during Fair Housing month and beyond, the Consortium

paid for an advertising campaign on area buses, promoting fair housing and
noting where to go for help. (Source: FY 2019 CAPER)

Impediment 4: Need for Increased Coordination among Fair Housing
Providers

Action - Continued to work with the Fair Housing Consortium, North Penn Legal
Services and other fair housing providers to promote and coordinate fair
housing education. Held quarterly meetings with the Consortium. In
collaboration with the City of Bethlehem, coordinated NPLS to present a fair
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housing seminar to the HUD funded housing providers who work in both cities.
(Source: FY 2019 CAPER)

Impediment 6: Condition of Affordable Housing Stock

Action - Funded programs to improve condition of affordable housing stock
within the CCI area. Funded programs to address housing stock. (Source: FY
2019 CAPER)

B. Summary of Impediments Bethlehem:

Impediment 1: Disparities in Mortgage Lendin

Bethlehem joined other Lehigh Valley grante upport of North Penn Legal

information and advocacy

in the region, and continued to do so in m Year. While looking
for ways to fund the recommende , North Penn Legal
continued its public Fair Housing ed forts, including a bus advertising
campaign and a Fair Housing Forum.<Jopics included information on filing
complaints on housing issues ' sible lending discrimination. The
City of Bethlehem continued to pport those efforts with CDBG funds

and by linking the City website A Penn Legal Services website for

Fair Housing informa ource: FY 2019 CAPER)
Impediment 2: -\Q C ed Fair Housing Education

The City O ontinued to partner with the other Lehigh Valley
grantee Penn Legal Services’ fair housing efforts and to plan
improveme Penn’s Lehigh Valley Fair Housing Project. These
improvementsieentef on reaching minority and disabled populations as well as

landlords/prope anagers. Through the Project, during the 2019 Program
Year, the communities of the Lehigh Valley, including the City of Bethlehem:

e Provided assistance to at least 60 residents to resolve potential fair
housing violations (included at least 15 Bethlehem residents)

e Educated 500 residents, including at least 100 from Bethlehem, on fair
housing rights and recourses

e Disseminated 800 copies of “The Right Stuff About Renting” to provide
tenants with information about their rights, including those under fair
housing laws

e Provided six training sessions for Realtors; Offered outreach sessions
and other educational opportunities to promote Fair Housing Awareness
Month in April
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Impediment 3: Need for Increased Coordination among Fair Housing

The City of Bethlehem takes part in the Lehigh Valley Fair Housing Advisory
Committee with other entittement communities and fair housing organizations
in the region to plan Fair Housing Awareness Day and other campaigns.

Impediment 6: Condition of Affordable Housing Stock
During 2019, Bethlehem continued activities that rehabilitated owner-

occupied housing (29 units) and supported efforts to rehabilitate vacant units
for sale to eligible households (15 units).

C. Summary of Impediments Easton:

The City of Easton completed the followin i to fulfill its obligation to
Affirmatively Further Fair Housing durin ram Year that address

e Supported the Communi [ mittee of the Lehigh Valley, Safe
Harbor and the Third St | | of which address the need for
fair housing education an

development and community improvements,
Juipment, sewer reconstruction and neighborhood
address issues relating to quality of life and access

riety of other public services that, likewise, address
yto quality of life and access to opportunity.

D. Summary of Impediments Northampton County:
Impediment 1: Disparities in Mortgage Lending

According to 2011 Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data, and after
controlling for income level, Whites had the lowest mortgage denial rates in
every income tier. In fact, low income Whites had a lower rate of mortgage
denial than minorities of moderate and even high income levels. Blacks were
denied loans at rates which increased with income: 28.1% for low income,
32.4% for moderate, and 34.5% at the higher income bracket. Moderate
income Hispanics were denied loans at higher rates than those with low or high
incomes. Denial rates for Asians were lower than for other minority groups but
still much higher than Whites. Pacific Islanders had the highest denial rates of
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any group at all income levels. The presence of disparities alone is not
evidence enough to prove outright discrimination (there may be legitimate
factors such as credit score, job history, and collateral that result in these loan
denial patterns) but they do have the effect of limiting the housing choice of
would-be borrowers.

North Penn Legal Services and the Community Action Committee of the Lehigh
Valley are reviewing and meeting with banking officials. Two of our banking
partners are undergoing a merger and the new banking firm with meet with our
community action corporation over the number of loans and their locations.
(Source FY 2018 CAPER)

Impediment 2: Need for Increased Fair Housing Education

The Lehigh Valley Fair Housing Project, u aken by North Penn Legal

ing events and sustaining

education campaigns, including bus ad roject receives funding
from each of the five local CDBG en ies and is therefore a
testament to the cooperative postur risdictions when it comes to fair
housing education. As helpful as thes rts are, numerous indicators point

sing survey conducted as part of

y did not know their fair housing

what”, leaving barely one in five

residents aware of the4ore orded them by fair housing law. More than

s ated they did not know where to file a fair

: ation is also needed for landlords and

Se respondents to the survey believing they had been

t, 4% said the discrimination had been perpetrated by

er. Also, underscoring this need is the Newell v.

lawsuit where a property manager (responsible for

acilities throughout Pennsylvania) is alleged to have
iNSt prospective tenants with disabilities.

this analysis, 46.3% of respond
rights; another 32.5% knew tl

housing complai
property owners.

discriminated at

Greater Lehigh Valley Realtors (GLVR) Presents Housing Equality
Proclamation to Bradbury- Sullivan Center At the request of the Bradbury-
Sullivan LGBT Community Center and Pennsylvania Youth Congress, the
Greater Lehigh Valley Realtors readily agreed to join a coalition of
organizations and associations in the promotion of anti-discriminatory practices
in housing. GLVR has now added a New Director of Professional Development.
This position at the Association, is responsible for the educational training and
professional development needs of the membership, as well as the
Professional Standards process. North Penn Legal Services also conducts
landlord training on compliance with the fair housing act. (Source FY 2018
CAPER)
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Impediment 3: Need for Increased Coordination among Fair Housing

The five entitlement communities participate in a fair housing partnership with
North Penn Legal Services, which representatives roundly praise and see as
having been successful. This partnership consolidates the fair housing work
that otherwise would have been carried out by city and county staff in the five
different jurisdictions. However, some other fair housing providers with a
presence in the Lehigh Valley, particularly the various local human relations
commissions, are not well integrated into this partnership. Local human
relations commissions exist in Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton, but their role
is unclear and their effectiveness is varied, some depending completely on
volunteer staffing. The efforts of these organizations are generally not
concerted.

North Penn Legal Services and the Great
increased their relationship with the new initi
year. Additional land lord training even
CAPER)

ehigh Valley Realtors have
t GLVR has instituted this

ill also eld. (Source FY 2018

Impediment 4: Zoning Provisions | Ing People with Disabilities

The zoning ordinances adopt
generally determined to pose a

ton County municipalities were
imitation of housing choice and/or
sabilities. Great variation exists among the
37 zoning codes infp ithi e county. Many of these codes make it

require spe from them, impose spacing requirements between
them, ang [ : of group homes based on their requirements for

onsite sup [ es. Rather than include accessibility and other similar

aeir i idual codes, many municipalities rely instead upon the
Pennsylvania Unii Construction Code which applies statewide standards
for all new construction, rehabilitation, and building inspections. The Uniform
Construction Code is a noteworthy state law that provides an important
backstop to the rights of people with disabilities, however, the presence of a
state law may not be as effective at ensuring fair housing choice as would be
the same provisions if codified locally.

The County interceded previously in several situations regarding placement of
group homes. These actions were widely publicized and there has been no
other questions regarding group homes. The County funds the Lehigh Valley
Center for Individuals with Disabilities and they work with county municipalities
on issues regarding accessibility. (Source FY 2018 CAPER)
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Impediment 5: Zoning Provisions Restricting Residential Uses From
Residential Districts

Many Northampton County municipalities restrict inherently residential land
uses (such as shelters or residential treatment facilities) from some or all
residential zones. The specific “inherently residential” uses are defined
differently from one municipality to another, but in these cases, the zoning code
clearly contemplates residential use (as opposed to only day use) of the facility
type in question. At least 20 Northampton County municipalities have zoning
ordinances with this type of restriction. The table on the previous page displays
each municipality’s average total risk score; details of each individual ordinance
and its position on these issues can be found in the appendix.

mission which in turn has
s as templates for each
adopt. (Source FY 2018

The County funds the Lehigh Valley Planning
developed a set of revised Zoning ordi
municipality to review modify as necessar

CAPER)

Impediment 6: Condition of Affor sing Stock

The Lehigh Valley is fortunate ple supply of affordable housing.
Especially when compared with tf ounding cities like Philadelphia

ock tends to be relatively affordable, it also
prior to 1970), inaccessible to people with
disabilities, expe
condition. Over 5% =high Valley homeowners without a mortgage spend
more than 3€ el ome on housing expenses, reflecting high utility and
maintena

conditions i affordable housing; several described problems with
slumlords in thelhegdommunities.

The County has added the City of Easton into their urban consortium which will
allow for HOME entitlement funds towards programs regarding the housing
stock. The County and Easton have Home Improvement programs and apply
for additional funds towards improving the housing stock. The County provided
rehabilitation financial assistance to twelve (12) single-family owner-occupied
households during the FY 2018 period. (Source FY 2018 CAPER)

Impediment 7: Public Perceptions Regarding Transportation Connectivity

LANta, the Lehigh Valley’s public transportation system, does an admirable job
of networking the community given the region’s three urban hubs and large
rural areas. Concepts such as the Alburtis/Macungie Flex Zone are expanding
LANta’s Services in a careful, cost-controlled manner. In the fair housing survey
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conducted as part of this analysis, a remarkable 73.1% of respondents said
that public transportation was available in their neighborhood. However, only
45.5% said that public transportation provided access to major employers, and
only 23.1% believed that LANta service schedules coincided with their work
schedules. It is worth noting that 22.8% of respondents did not know whether
public transportation was available to major employers and 47% did not know
whether transit scheduled coincided with their work schedules.

The County continued to participate and collaborate with its partners to connect
rider demand to scheduling and routing. (Source FY 2018 CAPER)

<<&
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IV. Impediments to Fair Housing 2021

Impediments to fair housing choice are defined as:

¢ Any actions, omissions, or decisions taken because of race, color, religion, sex,
disability, familial status, or national origin that restrict housing choices or the
availability of housing choice

e Any actions, omissions, or decisions that have this effect. In order to determine
if any impediments to fair housing choice exist, interviews and meetings were
conducted, surveys were distributed, Census data was reviewed, and an
analysis of the fair housing complaints in the area was undertaken.

The following section will identify impediments to fair sing choice in the Lehigh
Valley.

A. Fair Housing Complaints:

1. North Penn Legal Services

North Penn Legal Servicg
nonprofit organization pro
aid to low-income residents
Pennsylvania.

assistance so t
rights and rece
in non-criminal

NPLS is the designated area fair housing agency and is a subrecipient of
CDBG funds for fair housing activities from all of the entitlements. The
partners direct all fair housing complaints to NPLS for consultation.

2. Housing Equality Center of Pennsylvania

The Housing Equality Center of
Pennsylvania (formerly Fair Housing
Council of Suburban Philadelphia) is
America’s oldest fair housing council. The
Housing Equality Center's service area
includes the Pennsylvania counties of
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lehigh,
Montgomery, Northampton and
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Philadelphia. The organization’s education and technical assistance
programs support housing professionals throughout Pennsylvania.

The Housing Equality Center (HCE) offers a variety of programs and
services to the general public to ensure that consumers have access to
housing and understand their rights under fair housing laws. Additional
programs and services are available to ensure that housing professionals
understand and comply with fair housing laws. The Housing Equality Center
provides:

e Counseling and conducts testing investigations to help housing
discrimination victims.
e Education and training programs for housing professionals,

The Pennsylvania Huma
Commission (PHRE

that prohibit d
Pennsylvania

the

Education Opp s Act prohibits
discri ices based on race, religion, color, ancestry, national
origin, - in education institutions. The Pennsylvania Human
Relations A ohibits certain discriminatory practices based on race,
religious creed, color, ancestry, national origin, or age by employers,
employment agencies, or labor organizations. Additionally, the
Pennsylvania Human Relations Act created the PHRC under the
Governor’s office, with defined powers and a mission, which is, “to promote
equal opportunity for all and enforce Pennsylvania’s civil rights laws that
protect people from unlawful discrimination.” (PHRC 2014-2017 Strategic
Plan).

The PHRC main office is in Harrisburg, doubling as a regional office, along
with two other regional offices in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. PHRC
investigates employment discrimination complaints on behalf of the U.S.
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) and housing
discrimination complaints on behalf of the U.S. Department of Housing and
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Urban Development (HUD). These partnerships protect the rights of
complainants under both state and federal law.

The law also empowers the commission to educate the public in order to
prevent discrimination and foster equal opportunity; and to address
incidents of bias that may lead to tension between racial, ethnic and other
groups.

4. Fair Housing Assistance Program (FHAP) Agencies

The Fair Housing Assistance Program offers grants to state and local
agencies that have sufficiently demonstrated to HUD that they support or
enforce a fair housing law that is substantially equivalent to the Fair Housing
Act. FHAP agencies carryout fair housing ities such as enforcement
and education in order to protect families individuals who believe that

¢ Pennsylvania Human Relati
e North Penn Legal ices

complaints regarding alleged violations of the Fair
Act. According to the HUD FHEO complaint
ing system (TEAPOTS) the following complaints were
ed from January 1, 2009 until May 30, 2019:

HUD REPORTED FAIR HOUSING COMPLAINTS 2009 - 2019

Discriminatory refusal to negotiate
: ALJ consent order o for rental; Discriminatory
Allentown Pennsyly ania - 05/15/14 | 09/03/15 | entered after issuance Familial advertising, statements and notices;
Lehigh Status L o
of charge Discrimination in terms/condition/
privileges relating to rental
. P Race, Discriminatory terms, conditions,
Allentown Pennsyly ania - 09/11/15 | 01/24/17 Conciliation/settlement National privileges, or services and facilities;
Lehigh successful S - )
Origin redlining - insurance
Allentown Pennsyl_vanla - 03/20/09 | 05/08/09 Conciliation/settlement Race Dlscrlr_n!natlon in te_rms/condltlons/
Lehigh successful privileges relating to rental
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Pennsylvania - No cause - Discriminatory refusal to rent and
Allentown Lehigh 05/27/09 | 12/11/09 determination Disability negotiate for rental
Pennsylvania - No cause Race, Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Allentown Lehigh 08/03/10 | 05/20/11 determination ngr:tlﬂgl privileges relating to rental
Allentown Pennsylyanla - 02/24/11 | 06/30/11 No cause Race Dlscr|m|natow refusal to rent and
Lehigh determination negotiate for rental
Allentown | PeMnsyania- | 00009 | o6/3011 No cause Disability | DiScriminatory terms, conditions,
Lehigh determination privileges, or services and facilities
. Discriminatory refusal to rent;
Allentown Pennsylyama ) 07/05/11 | 09/14/11 No cause .Sex',' Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Lehigh determination Disability - f
privileges relating to rental
Pennsylvania - Conciliation/settlement Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Allentown Lehigh 11/16/11 | 07/09/12 successful privileges relating to rental
Allentown Pennsylyanla - 04/17/12 | 06/29/12 No cause Dlscnr_n!natlon in te_rms/condltlons/
Lehigh determina privileges relating to rental
Pennsylvania - No s Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Allentown Lehigh 1207112 | 02/26/13 determi Disability privileges relating to rental
Allentown PenEZﬂi\;‘n'a ) 01/29/14 | 06/02/14 Race Discriminatory refusal to rent
Pennsylvania - P Failure to make reasonable
Allentown Lehigh 04/15/14 i Disability accommodation
ution
Allentown Pennsylyanla - 1 No cause Race Discriminatory advert_lsmg,
Lehigh determination statements, and notices
Pennsylvania - Complainant failed to Race, R
Allentown Lehigh cooperate Disability Discriminatory refusal to rent
Allentown Pennsylyanla - 09/14/15 No cause Religion D_|s_cr|m|natory te_rms, condnp_n;,
Lehigh determination privileges, or services and facilities
Pennsylvania - No cause R
Allentown Lehigh 06/12/15 | 01/14/16 determination Race Discriminatory refusal to rent
Allentown Pennsyly ania - 07/23/15 | 09/17/15 No cause Disability Discriminatory refusal to rent
Lehigh determination
Allentown Pennsyl_vanla - 08/06/15 | 01/14/16 No cause Rac_e_, D_|s_cr|m|natory te_rms, condltl(_)_n_s,
Lehigh determination Disability | privileges, or services and facilities
: P Otherwise deny or make housing
Allentown Pennsyly ania - 10/19/15 | 12/23/15 Conciliation/settlement Disability unavailable; Failure to make
Lehigh successful :
reasonable accommodation
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Pennsylvania -

Conciliation/settlement

Discriminatory terms, conditions,
privileges, or services and facilities;

Allentown Lehigh 02/19/16 | 05/12/16 successful Disability Failure to make reasonable
accommodation
Pennsylvania - Complainant failed to Otherwise deny or make housing
Allentown Y 03/09/16 | 06/02/16 P Disability unavailable; Failure to make
Lehigh cooperate -
reasonable accommodation
Pennsylvania - Conciliation/Settlement National Discriminatory terms, conditions
Allentown ) 04/21/16 | 05/31/16 Origin, - L )
Lehigh successful oL privileges, or services and facilities
Disability
Pennsyivaria - Complait withraan > Sivioges rolating to ental
Allentown Lehigh 10/18/16 | 03/30/17 by complalngnt after Sex Discriminatory acts under Section
resolution :
818 (coercion, Etc.)
Pennsylvania - No cause s Failure to make reasonable
Allentown Lehigh 05/23/17 | 01/18/18 determination Disability accommodation
Pennsylvania - No cause Discriminatory terms, conditions,
Allentown Lehigh 06/26/17 | 02/13/18 determination privileges, or services and facilities
Discriminatory refusal to negotiate
Pennsvivania - Complaint awn National for rental; Discriminatory terms,
Allentown Y 07/20/17 | 09/21/17 by compl t after Origin, conditions, privileges, or services
Lehigh U LA
reso Disability and facilities; Failure to make

reasonable accommodation
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Discrimination in terms/conditions/
privileges relating to rental;

Bethlehem Pennsylvania - 03/27/19 - - Familial Otherwise deny or make housing
Northampton Status . R
unavailable; Discriminatory acts
under Section 818 (coercion, Etc.)
Bethlehem Pennsylvania - 02/03/11 | 06/23/11 Conciliation/Settlement Disability Failure to make regsonable
Northampton successful accommodation
Discriminatory terms, conditions,
Pennsylvania - Conciliation/Settlement | National privileges, or services and facilities;
Bethlehem Northampton 06/10/16 | 01/13/17 successful Origin Otherwise deny or make housing
unavailable
Pennsylvania - Complaint withdrawn Discriminatory terms, conditions
Bethlehem Dauphin 07/18/16 | 09/15/16 by complalngnt after privileges, or services and facilities
resolution
Pennsylvania - No cause Discriminatory refusal to negotiate
Bethlehem Lehigh 05/11/09 | 09/24/09 determination for rental
Pennsylvania - scrimination in terms/conditions/
Bethlehem Lehigh 09/16/10 | 04/29/11 deter! privileges relating to rental
Pennsylvania - National .
Bethlehem Lehigh 01/15/15 | 07/14/15 Origin Discriminatory refusal to rent
Pennsylvania - Race, Discriminatory terms, conditions
Bethlehem ; 08/07/17 National L Lo )
Lehigh Origin privileges, or services and facilities
Bethlehem Pennsylvania - 01/06/09 Race Discriminatory terms, conditions,
Northampton privileges, or services and facilities
Bethlehem Pennsylvania - No cause Disability Failure to make regsonable
Northampton determination accommodation
Pennsylvania - No cause I Failure to make reasonable
Bethlehem Northampton determination Disability accommodation
Discrimination in
Pennsylvania - Conciliation/settlement Sex, terms/conditions/privileges relating
Bethlehem Northampton 09/24/12 | 01/24/13 successful Disability to rental; Failure to make
reasonable accommodation
Bethichem | PEMSYVANa- | 10000 | 1100ns | by coplainant ater | Disabilt Failure to make reasonable
Northampton Y plain: Y accommodation
resolution
Discriminatory refusal to rent;
Pennsylvania - No cause National Discrimination in
Bethlehem Northampton 12/22/14 | 05/18/15 determination Origin terms/conditions/privileges relating
to rental
Pennsylvania - No cause .
Bethlehem Northampton 06/07/16 | 03/30/17 determination Race Discriminatory refusal to rent
Discrimination in
. . . terms/conditions/privileges relating
Bethlehem Pennsylvania 01/25/18 | 04/11/18 Complainant failed to Disability to rental; Otherwise deny or make

Northampton

cooperate

housing unavailable; Failure to
make reasonable accommodation
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Bangor Pennsyivania - | oc o1 | 10151 | entered Z?é‘ﬁztsﬁﬁeé of | Familial Discriminatory advertising,
9 Northampton charge Status statements, and notices
Discrimination in terms/conditions/
. s rivileges relating to rental;
Pennsylvania - Disability, prive .
Mount Bethel Northampton 04/12/18 - - Retaliation Othervwsg der.Iy or make housing
unavailable; Failure to make
reasonable accommodation
Pennsylvania - Otherwise deny or make housing
Bangor Y 10/01/18 - - Disability unavailable; Failure to make
Northampton -
reasonable accommodation
. Complaint withdrawn by - T .
Bath Pennsylvania - 03/08/13 | 04/21/14 complainant after Familial Dlscrlr_nl_natlon in tgrms/condltlons/
Northampton - privileges relating to rental
resolution
Easton Pennsylvania - 11/12/10 | 05/11/11 No cause determinati Discrimination in the making of
Northampton loans
Easton Pennsylvania - 08/17/11 | 12/05/11 Conciliation/ Natl_onal E?ls_;crlmlnatory terms, condlthn_s,
Northampton succe Origin privileges, or services and facilities
Discriminatory refusal to rent;
Pennsylvania - o Discriminatory acts under Section
Easton Northampton 10/20/11 | 04/18/12 N Disability 818 (coercion, Etc.): Failure to
make reasonable accommodation
; National o -
P Retaliation P 9 g
Pennsylvania - s Discriminatory terms, conditions,
Easton Northampton 10/01/14 Disability privileges, or services and facilities
Easton Pennsylvania - Conciliations/settlement Race, Sex Dlscrlr_nlnat!on in the selling of
Northampton successful residential real property
. Complaint withdrawn by Race, T -
Pennsylvania - . - Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Easton Northampton 8/16 complamar_lt after Familial privileges relating to rental
resolution Status
Pennsylvania - o
Easton Northampton 10/02/17 - - Race Other discriminatory acts
: Complaint withdrawn by - .
Pennsylvania - B ; Familial Discriminatory refusal to sell;
Easton Northampton 02/26/18 | 11/16/18 complalnant_ without Status Discriminatory advertisement - sale
resolution
Discriminatory refusal to sell;
: o Discrimination in the selling of
Easton Pennsylvania - 03/26/18 | 05/16/19 | No cause determination Familial residential real property;
Northampton Status L '
Discrimination in services and
facilities relating to sale
. Race,
Easton Pennsylvania - 08/17/15 | 02/17/16 | No cause determination Familial Discriminatory refusal to rent
Northampton Status
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Pennsylvania - Conciliation/settlement Discrimination in the selling of
Easton Northampton O7/10/15 | 08/27/15 successful Race, Sex residential real property
Pennsylvania - Conciliation/settlement Discriminatory refusal to rent and
Nazareth Y 04/13/17 | 05/25/17 Disability negotiate for rental; Failure to make
Northampton successful -
reasonable accommodation
Pennsvlvania - Complaint withdrawn by Discriminatory refusal to rent;
Stockertown 4 09/26/13 | 12/03/13 complainant after Religion Discrimination in terms/conditions/
Northampton ; - .
resolution privileges relating to rental
. Pennsylvania - —— o L
Windgap Northampton 04/22/15 | 03/01/16 No cause determination Disability Discriminatory refusal to rent

The majority of fair housing complaints over the past ten (10) years for the
area covered disability and race. The majori reported issues specific to
disability were the “failure to make re ble accommodations.” The
majority of reported issues specific were “discrimination in
terms/conditions/privileges relating togental.”

National Trends

The U.S. Department of Housing an an Development (HUD) funds the
Office of Fair Housing and ity (FHEQO), whose mission is to
eliminate discrimination, omic opportunity, and achieve

diversity. FHEO le on in the enforcement, administration,

laws. FHEO ex
basis of race,

rotect people from discrimination on the

,’sex, national origin, disability, and familial
ses annual reports to Congress, which provide
pmplaints received during the particular year. The
ights the frequency of such housing complaints for the
, 2016, and 2017 (most recent year available) organized

number of complaints each year do not equal the total
complaints across all areas. This is because there is often more than one
basis for the filing of a fair housing complaint.

HUD and FHAP Housing Complaints Nationwide
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The majority of the HUD compl
basis of disability, making up 59
next, making up 26% of all

| complaints received. Race was
llowed by familial status at 11%.

City of Allentown recognizes the following protected
, religion, national origin, ancestry or place of birth, sex,

guide or support animal because of blindness, deafness or physical
disability.” (Source: City of Allentown Codified Ordinances Title Eleven
Article 181) The City of Bethlehem recognizes the following protected
classes, “race, color, sex, religion, ancestry, genetic information, national
origin, sexual orientation, gender identity or expression, familial status,
marital status, age, mental or physical disability, use of guide or support
animals and/or mechanical aids.” (Source: City of Bethlehem Codified
Ordinances Article 145) The City of Easton recognizes the following
protected classes, “race, color, sex, religion, ancestry, national origin,
sexual orientation, gender identity or expression, familial status, marital
status, age, mental or physical disability, use of guide or support animals
and/or mechanical aids.” (Source: City of Easton Codified Ordinances Part
1 Chapter 79)
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7. Housing and Human Services Agencies

Agencies offering housing and human services within the County and the
Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton were interviewed in order to
obtain their input and insight into potential impediments to fair housing. The
following agencies participated in the information gathering through
roundtable discussions, individual meetings, or through surveys:

Northampton County staff

City of Allentown staff

City of Bethlehem staff

City of Easton staff

Northampton County Housing Authority,
City of Allentown Housing Authority

City of Bethlehem Housing Authori

City of Easton Housing Authori
Everlasting Life Ministries In

Housing Association & D opmeht Corp
ArteFact

The Baum School o
Boys & Girls Club o
Community Services
Grace Monte i Sch

Inc

d Center
d Housing Services of the LV
House Committee, Inc.

Allentown Rescue Mission

Community Action Development of Allentown
New Bethany Ministries

Resources for Human Development
Salvation Army

Family Connections

Easton Area Neighborhood Center
Easton Area Community Center

Easton Boys and Girls Club

Meals on Wheels

Second Harvest Food Bank

Miracle League of Northampton County
LINCS
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BB&T Bank

Northampton Community College

Moravian College

Lehigh University

Old Allentown Preservation Association

Lehigh Valley Workforce Investment Board, Inc.
Communities In Schools of the Lehigh Valley

Each of these agencies provided feedback on their and their clients’
experiences concerning housing-related issues in Northampton County,
and the Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton. Below is a list of key
points from each of the meetings.

e Need for affordable housing
¢ Need for supportive services

e Need for employment opportu S

e Need for public transport

The Analysis of | ents examines public policies of the jurisdiction and the
impact of those poliCies on fair housing choice. The local units of government
control land use and development through their respective comprehensive plans,
zoning regulations, subdivision regulations, and other laws and ordinances passed
by the municipal governing bodies. These regulations and ordinances govern the
types of housing that may be constructed, the density of housing, and the various
residential uses in a community. Local officials and policies determine the
community’s commitment to housing goals and objectives; therefore, determining
if fair housing is to be promoted or not.

This section of the Analysis of Impediments evaluates the area’s policies to
determine if there is a commitment to affirmatively further fair housing.
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1. CDBG Program
City of Allentown

The City of Allentown is an entitlement community under the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development’'s (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). The City will receive
$2,305,197 in CDBG funds for FY 2020. The City anticipates that CDBG
funding levels will remain relatively level over the FY 2020-2024 Five Year
Consolidated Plan period.

The City annually allocates its CDBG funds to a number of eligible projects
such as: infrastructure improvement, homeownership, homeless prevention
and services, housing rehabilitation, new housing construction, affordable
housing navigation, recreation facility, program, and economic
development activities. Each project eet one of the National
Objectives: Benefit to low- and moder, [ LMI) persons; Aid in the

need). Many of the projects
of quality affordable housing, as
well as promoting fair housing choicednythe City.

The City of Allentown’s
identified the followin

Create and Preserve
Affordable Housing

Create and Preserve
Affordable Housing
Affordable Housing Improve Access to
Essential Services &
Amenities

Affordable Housing

Create and Preserve

New Affordable Rental Affordable Housing Affordable Housing

Housing Public Housing Support Public Housing
Create and Preserve
Affordable Housing
Homeless Support Affordable Housing Reduce Homelessness
Activities Homeless Improve Access to
Essential Services &
Amenities
Public Infrastructure Non-Housing Improve Mobility &
Community Connectivity
Improvements o
Development Improve Living Systems
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Public Safety Goals

Public Safety

Build a Strong, Resilient
and Diversified Economy
Improve Mobility &
Connectivity
Improve Living Systems

Public Facilities
Improvements

Public Facilities

Improve Living Systems

Special Needs Goals

Affordable Housing

Improve Access to
Essential Services &

(Non-Homeless) Non-Homeless Amenities
Special Needs Improve Mobility &
Connectivity

Improve Access to
Essential Services &
Amenities

Public Services Public Se

uild a Strong, Resilient

Economic . o
Development/Job d Diversified E_c_:onomy
c . Improve Mobility &

reation

Connectivity

Planning and
Administration

Goal
Descriptig

Goal
Description

Goal
Description
Federal Home Loan Bank programs.
Goal
Description | the City's homeless population.

Hazard E
‘m ave falled and are posing a threat to the owner's health and safety.

implement activities to maintain and improve the
g stock to meet or exceed current code standards,
iciency, and comply with the City's Property
ance Code. Projects that will address this goal include the
nination Program to repair or replace major housing systems

annua
] "
imp energy €

lainte

A Thé City will implement and subcontract several activities to support the
2ation of new affordable ownership housing:

e First-time homebuyer education and counseling;

¢ Down payment Assistance; and

e Subsidizing the development of new affordable ownership
housing.

The City's support of new affordable rental housing will focus on
subsidies to housing developers, including the Allentown Housing
Authority. HOME funds will generally support this activity with leveraged
resources including the Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program and

The City of Allentown will use a variety of different programs as well as
funding sources to help serve the social service and housing needs of
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The City will undertake a series of public infrastructure projects over the
course of this Plan, including road reconstruction, water and sewer
improvements, and lighting improvements. Given the nature of these
types of improvements, the City anticipates benefitting as many as
25,000 people under this goal over the course of the Plan.

Goal
Description

This goal will primarily focus on the demolition or stabilization of
Goal buildings that are posing a threat to the public's health and safety. The
Description | number of demolished properties is expected to be approximately 90
over the course of this Plan.

Public facilities are defined as those buildings or spaces that serve the
residents of Allentown. Often public facilities are owned and operated by
the City, in the case of parks and s centers. However, vital public
facilities are also owned and o ted by nonprofit organizations.
Examples mightinclude the YM e Boys and Girls Club. In order

Goal
Description

City of Bethlehem

The City of Bethlehem i
Department of Housing elopment’s (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG). The City will receive

$1,354,602 in CDBG Y 2020. The City anticipates that CDBG
funding levels wi 3 ly level over the FY 2020-2024 Five Year
Consolidated Plan pe

2nts, owner occupied rehab, first time home buyer
g legal services, rental assistance, capital improvement
programs. Each project must meet one of the National
Objectives: it to low- and moderate- income (LMI) persons; Aid in the
prevention or”elimination of slums or blight; or Meet a need having a
particular urgency (referred to as urgent need). Many of the projects

specifically focus on increasing the supply of quality affordable housing, as
well as promoting fair housing choice in the City.

The City of Bethlehem’s FY 2020-2024 Five Year Consolidated Plan
identified the following priority needs to be addressed in the City:

e Improve existing housing stock, both rental and owner-occupied
Increase home ownership opportunities

e Improve public spaces, including parks, streets and other
infrastructure

e Enhance public safety through services and environmental
improvements such as lighting
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e Support economic development, including infrastructure
improvements to commercial areas serving nearby residential
neighborhoods and through support for commercial facade
improvements

e Support neighborhood stabilization efforts and blight elimination
initiatives  through increased code enforcement and property
clearance or rehab programs

e Support a wide range of eligible public services and facilities,
including affordable child care, before- and after-school
programming, job readiness services, mental health services, child
nutrition services, financial literacy programs (including foreclosure
prevention) and food pantries and homeless shelters

City of Easton and Northampton County

Department of Housing and Urb t's (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant Pro HOME Investment
of Easton, a previous federal
CDBG entitlement community, an rthampton County entered into a
established the City of Easton as
ntittement program. The County
r FY 2020. The County anticipates

an “opt in” participant in the
will receive $2,212,380in C

\ s its CDBG funds to a number of eligible
public facility/infrastructure improvements, public

or Meet a need having a particular urgency (referred to as urgent need).
Many of the projects specifically focus on increasing the supply of quality
affordable housing, as well as promoting fair housing choice in the County.

Northampton County’'s FY 2019-2023 Five Year Consolidated Plan
identified the following six (6) strategies to address the priority needs in the
County:

Housing Strategy Priority Need: There is a need for decent, safe,
sanitary, and affordable housing for homebuyers, homeowners, and
renters.
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Goals:

e HS-1 Housing Support — Assist low- and moderate-income
households to access decent, safe, sanitary, and affordable housing
for rent or for sale through housing counseling, down payment and
closing cost assistance.

e HS-2 Housing Construction — Encourage the construction of new
affordable housing units throughout the County for both owners and
renters.

e HS-3 Housing Rehabilitation — Conserve and rehabilitate existing
affordable housing units occupied by owners and renters in the
County by addressing code violations, emergency repairs and
handicap accessibility.

Homeless Strategy Priority Need: T is a need for housing for
homeless persons and persons at-risk ecoming homeless.

Goals:
e HO-1 Housing — Support t uum of Care's efforts to provide
emergency shelter, transiti housing, rapid rehousing, utility
support, permane ortiv ousing, and other permanent
housing opportunitie

housing providers who operate or

persons with disabilities, persons with HIV/AIDS, victims of domestic
violence, persons with alcohol/drug dependency, and persons with
other special needs, through rehabilitation of existing buildings and
new construction of housing.

e SN-2 Social Services — Support social service programs and facilities
for the elderly, persons with disabilities, persons with HIV/AIDS,
victims of domestic violence, persons with alcohol/drug dependency,
and persons with other special needs.

Community Development Strategy Priority Need: There is a need to
improve the community facilities, infrastructure, public services, and quality
of life in the County.
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Goals:

e CD-1 Community Facilities and Infrastructure — Improve the County’s
public facilities and infrastructure through rehabilitation,
reconstruction, and new construction.

e CD-2 Public Safety and Services — Improve and enhance public
safety, public services, and public programs.

e CD-3 Connectivity — Improve connectivity throughout the County and
surrounding municipalities through physical, visual, transportation,
and accessibility improvements.

e CD-4 Clearance/Demolition — Remove and eliminate slum and
blighting conditions throughout the County.

eed: There is a need to
nomic opportunities in the

Economic Development Strategy Priori
encourage employment and to promot
County.

Goals:
e ED-1 Employment — Su
retention, and job training op

d encourage job creation, job
nities.
siness and commercial growth

Plan™ and promote the development,
vitalization of vacant commercial and

e — Support and encourage new economic
rough local, state, and federal tax incentives and
5. Tax Incremental Financing (TIF); Tax Abatement
in Lieu of Taxes (Pilot); Enterprise
2ment Communities; Section 108 Loan Guarantees;

cess to Transportation — Support the expansion of public
transportation and access to bus and automobile service to assist
the transportation needs for employment and job training
opportunities.

Administration, Planning, and Management Strategy Priority Need:
There is a need for planning, administration, management, and oversight of
federal, state, and local funded programs.

Goals:
e AM-1 Overall Coordination — Provide program management and
oversight for the successful administration of federal, state, and local
funded programs, including planning services for special studies,
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environmental clearance, fair housing activities, and compliance with
all federal, state, and local laws and regulations.

2. HOME Program

City of Allentown

The City of Allentown is an entittement community under the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development’'s (HUD) Community
HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME). The City will receive
$975,569 in HOME funds for FY 2020. The City anticipates that HOME
funding levels will remain relatively level over the FY 2020-2024 Five Year
Consolidated Plan period.

eligible low-mod households
omeownership and new

The City annually allocates its HOME fund
for affordable housing activities suc
affordable housing construction.

City of Bethlehem

The City of Bethlehem i
Department of Housing
HOME Investment Partners
$975,569 in HOM

an ent ent community under the U.S.
n elopment’'s (HUD) Community
(HOME). The City will receive
. The City anticipates that HOME
ely level over the FY 2020-2024 Five Year

Northampton County is an entitlement community under the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Community
HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME). The County will receive
$647,231 in HOME funds for FY 2020. The County anticipates that HOME
funding levels will remain relatively level over the FY 2020-2024 Five Year
Consolidated Plan period.

The County annually allocates its HOME funds to eligible low-mod
households for affordable housing activities such as: CHDO projects;
owner-occupied housing rehabilitation; and affordable housing acquisition.
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3. Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) Funds
City of Allentown

The City of Allentown is an entitlement community under the Emergency
Solutions Grant (ESG) Program. The City will receive $198,373 in FY 2020
ESG funds. ESG funds received by the City are awarded to homeless
service provider agencies that serve the Lehigh Valley Area with projects
such as: rapid rehousing; street outreach; homelessness prevention;
emergency shelter; and Homeless Management Information System
(HMIS).

City of Bethlehem

The City of Bethlehem is not an enti
Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) Prog
PA Continuum of Care, which is pa
Balance of State is split into five
consisting of the governance str
addresses issues related to home
Counties.

ent community under the
City is part of the Eastern
nce of State CoC. The
called RHABs, each
CoC. The Lehigh Valley RHAB
s in both Lehigh and Northampton

Northampton County

Northampton Co S &8 lement community under the Emergency
The County will receive $184,798 in FY

2020 ESG fund S” received by the County are awarded to

homelessg ider agencies that serve the Lehigh Valley Area with
projects : pid rehousing; street outreach; homelessness
preve 2ncy shelter; and Homeless Management Information
System

4. Housing Oppertunity for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) Funds

The City of Allentown is an entitlement community Housing Opportunities
for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA) Program. The City will receive $486,961
in FY 2020 HOPWA funds. HOPWA funds are assigned to the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania’'s Department of Community and
Economic for activities that address the housing needs of people living with
HIV/AIDS.

The Cities of Bethlehem and Easton, and Northampton County do not
receive HOPWA funds.
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5. Other Funds

City of Allentown

The City of Allentown will use the following funds to address its community
development and housing needs:

CDBG-CV
HUD Lead Hazard Reduction Grant

Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program (LIHTC)
Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency (PFHA)
HUD Section 202 Housing for the Elderl
HUD Section 811 Housing for the Di
HUD Public and Indian Housing
Pennsylvania Department
Development (DCED)
Federal Home Loan Bank
e Financial Institutions —
developed flexible
homeownership

and Economic

ocal financial institutions have

und criteria. to  encourage

City of Bethlehem

HUD Section 811 Housing for the Disabled

HUD Public and Indian Housing

Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic
Development (DCED)

Federal Home Loan Bank (FHLB)

e Financial Institutions — Several local financial institutions have
developed flexible  underwriting criteria to  encourage
homeownership
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Northampton County

Northampton County will use the following funds to address its community
development and housing needs: HUD Lead Grant and PA PHARE Housing
Grant.

CDBG and HOME subrecipients are encouraged to leverage additional
resources (such as private, state and local funds) for projects. Subrecipients
are required to submit matching fund sources in their CDBG/HOME
applications. The County assists subrecipients to match federal grants with
the following private, state and other funds:

CDBG-CV
HUD Lead Hazard Reduction Grant
Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Pr, m (LIHTC)

HUD Section 202 Housing for,

HUD Public and Indian Ho
Pennsylvania Department
Development (DCE

Community and Economic

local financial institutions have
nderwriting  criteria  to  encourage

several privately managed HUD-assisted developments throughout the
City. These affordable housing developments and Housing Choice
Vouchers are located across the City in areas of varying income,
demographics, and housing tenure.

Housing Choice Voucher usage, Public Housing developments, and Low
Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) developments are distributed
throughout the City. There are no distinct patterns of concentration of HUD
assisted housing units. The City, as well as the Housing Authority, is aware
of the concerns of concentrating low-income housing units within close
proximity of each other. Both entities encourage new affordable housing
developments outside of areas of existing HUD assisted housing but are
also providing financial investments into the existing HUD assisted
affordable housing units.
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The Allentown Housing Authority receives funding through the HUD Office
of Public and Indian Housing for the following housing:

Housing for the Senior Citizens and Persons with Disabilities - The
John T. Gross Towers and Towers East buildings on W. Allen Street
between 13th and 14th streets are designated for residents age 62 or older
or disabled individuals of any age (federal law designates physically
disabled as "elderly" for the purposes of placing applicants in public
housing). In addition, the 700 Building at Seventh and Union streets, Walnut
Manor at 15th and Walnut Streets and Central Park on Wahneta near
Hanover Avenue are also available for senior citizens and the disabled.

umberland Street in South
Martin Luther King Blvd offer

Family Housing - Cumberland Gardens o
Allentown and Little Lehigh on Lehigh Stre
2- to 5-bedroom apartments for families:

sing units distributed
operties are available to families
es one-, two- and three-bedroom
4th St.; 343 N. 6th St.; 244 N. 6th
-129 N. 7th St.; 602-610 Chew

and senior citizens. The program |
sites at nine properties, incltiging: 12
St.; 101 N. 7th St.; 301-30¢
St.; 130 Hall St.; and 449 T

across the City in areas of varying income,
housing tenure.

Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) developments are distributed
throughout the City. There are no distinct patterns of concentration of HUD
assisted housing units. The City, as well as the Housing Authority, is aware
of the concerns of concentrating low-income housing units within close
proximity of each other. Both entities encourage new affordable housing
developments outside of areas of existing HUD assisted housing but are
also providing financial investments into the existing HUD assisted
affordable housing units.

The Bethlehem Housing Authority receives funding through the HUD Office
of Public and Indian Housing for the following housing:

AMP #1 — Pembroke, 1429 Fritz Drive, 196 Family and specially designed
handicap units, Built 1941, Remodeled 1995; Fairmount Homes, 1429 Fritz

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 195 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

Drive, 120 units including specially designed handicap units, Built 1953,
Remodeled 1997; and Pfeifle Homes, 1429 Fritz Drive, 50 units, Built 1962,
Renovated in 2005-2007.

AMP #2 — Marvine, 1429 Fritz Drive, 389 units including specially modified
handicap units, Built 1953, Remodeled 1985 and currently undergoing
renovations.

AMP #3 — Lynfield Homes, 1889 Lynfield Drive, 200 units including special
handicap units, Built 1985; and Parkridge, 1926 Brookside Drive, 100 units
including special handicap units, Built 1992.

AMP #4 — Litzenberger House, 225 E. Fourth
Bodder, 645 Leibert Street, 65 units, Built
Street, 65 units, Built 1970; and Monoc
Units Built 1973, Remodeled 1989.

treet, 101 units, Built 1967;
0; Bartholomew, 512 Elm
ower, 645 Main Street, 148

AMP #5 — Bayard Homes, 1429 Fri
designed for special needs.

public housing managed byithe using Authority. There are also
ed developments throughout the
g developments and Housing Choice
Vouchers are the City in areas of varying income,

demographics;

Housing Voueher usage, Public Housing developments, and Low
Incom X’ Credit (LIHTC) developments are distributed
throughou There are no distinct patterns of concentration of HUD

assisted its. The City, as well as the Housing Authority, is aware
of the concemas of concentrating low-income housing units within close
proximity of each other. Both entities encourage new affordable housing
developments outside of areas of existing HUD assisted housing but are
also providing financial investments into the existing HUD assisted
affordable housing units.

The Easton Housing Authority receives funding through the HUD Office of
Public and Indian Housing for the following housing:

Harlan House Senior Associates, 221 S 4th St, Easton, Pennsylvania
Jefferson St - N Union St, 32 N Union St, Easton, Pennsylvania

Bushkill House, 66 N Locust St, Easton, Pennsylvania
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Delaware Terrace, 948 Glendon Ave, Easton, Pennsylvania
Neston Heights, 205 E Kleinhans St, Easton, Pennsylvania

Neston Heights Senior Project, 137 E Kleinhans St, Easton,
Pennsylvania

Walter House, 205 Michael Koury Place, Easton, Pennsylvania
St. Joseph Street, 202 E. St. Joseph Street, Easton, Pennsylvania

The Northampton County Housing Authority receives funding through the
HUD Office of Public and Indian Housing for the following housing:

Oliver Border House - 75 units, 15 S
18064
Howard Jones Manor -31 units, 12

Wood Street, Nazareth, PA

ouchers Waiting Lists are closed
for all of the communities. The mos ediate needs of the households on
anitary and affordable housing;
aining; access to transportation
for commuting to work, shop dical services; and living wage job
opportunities. The@waliti are disproportionately represented by
' e households.

The fo  listtef Low Income Housing Tax Credit housing in the
Citiesiof Allento Bethlehem, and Easton, and Northampton County.

JJECTS IN ALLENTOWN, BETHLEHEM,
EASTON, AND COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

PAA19930005 | 10TH ST PROJECT 34 N TENTH ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18101 23 23
PAA19880070 137 S EIGHTH ST 137 S EIGHTH ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18101 3 3
PAA10890205 | 240 EMAMILTON 1 240 E HAMILTON 1 aentown | Pennsyivania 18109 2 2
PAA19880190 | 314 N CHURCH ST | 314 N CHURCH ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 8 7
PAA19880205 | 327 N LUMBER ST | 327 N LUMBER ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 1 1
PAA19920050 | B27HAMILTON | oo AMILTONST | Allentown | Pennsylvania 18101 30 30

APTS

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 197 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

715-723 E 715 E HAMILTON .
PAA19880360 HAMILTON ST ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18109 8 8
PAA19880400 833 W PINE ST 833 W PINE ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 3 3
PAA19890460 | 846 W WALNUT ST | 846 W WALNUT ST |  Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 2 2
PAA19890465 | 848 W WALNUT ST | 848 W WALNUT ST |  Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 2 2
PAA19880420 | 964 JACKSON ST | 964 JACKSON ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 4 4
ALLENTOWN .
PAA00000012 NATIONAL BANK 15 N SEVENTH ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18101 63 -
ALLENTOWN 1827 W WALNUT .
PAA19890485 TOWNE HOUSE ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18104 160 159
CEDAR VILLAGE 4234 DORNEY .
PAA00000032 APTS PARK RD Allentown Pennsylvania 18104 50 -
CONSTITUTION 1012
PAA19910360 CONSTITUTION Allentown Pennsyl 18103 3 3
DR APTS DR
CUMBERLAND 501 E
PAA00000043 GARDENS CUMBERLAND ST Allentown 03 70 -
CUMBERLAND
PAA20142004 | GARDENS PHASE SOAEREP Allentown yivania 18103 70 70
]
CUMBERLAND
PAA20151002 | GARDENS PHASE SOAEREP nia 18103 56 56
I}
PAA19910410 GORDON STREET - Pennsylvania - 20 20
APTS
PAA00000093 | CGREYSTONE 106 S g Pennsylvania 18101 24 ;
APTS
PAA00000094 HAM}'@Z%N ST Allentown | Pennsylvania 18101 30 ;
PAA20080080 HART PHASE 2A Allentown Pennsylvania - 60 60
PAA00000098 HART PHASE 2B Allentown Pennsylvania - 50 -
HART RENTAL .
PAA20070070 PHASE | Allentown Pennsylvania - 80 80
HART RENTAL 445 HANOVER .
PAA20070075 PHASE I AVE Allentown Pennsylvania 18109 79 79
PAA19900360 | MARKET STREET | 345 MARKET ST | Allentown | Pennsylvania 18103 7 7
PAa19990155 | MOUSRATVILLE | 1920 SFIFTHST | Allentown | Pennsyivania 18103 20 20
PAA19930210 N 5TH ST APTS 950 N FIFTH ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 8 8
PAA19890305 | NORTH HALL ST | 422 1/2 N HALL ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 1 1
PAA19910535 PINESSS1§§ ET 930 W PINE ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18102 1 1
PAA19870395 S 7TH ST APTS 112s EEVENTH Allentown Pennsylvania 18103 5 5
SHERMAN .
PAA19920260 STREET APTS 616 SHERMAN ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18109 3 3
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3435-37 39-41 N .
PAA00000256 | TENTH STREET S Allentown | Pennsylvania 18101 23 ;
PAA19900420 | TURNER ST APTS 146N SSE_VENTH Allentown Pennsylvania 18101 12 12
PAA19880665 UNIOXIPSTTSREET 259 E UNION ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18109 4 4
PAA19870435 | WHITE HALL APTS 927'S SSE.VENTH Allentown Pennsylvania 18103 2 2
WOODWARD 641S .
PAA19910650 STREET WOODWARD ST Allentown Pennsylvania 18103 7 7
PAA19890095 | 1938 EAEP'%TH ST | 1538 EEIGHTH ST | Bethlehem PA 18015 4 4
PAA19870145 | 4390 WsipRUCE 43W SPRUCE ST | Bethlehem PA 18018 7 7
PAA19900140 536-38 536 BRDWAY Bethlehem PA 18015 6 6
BROADWAY ST
PAA19890470 | 941 E FOURTH ST | 941 E FOURTHST | Bethlehem PA 18015 2 2
PAA19870255 | ATLANTICAPTS | (2°F SSETVENTH Bethlehem 18015 6 6
PAA19910320 AT'—ANI\'PCTETREET 825 ATLANTIC ST | Bethlehem 5 22 22
BETHLEHEM 1191 LIVINGSTON
PAA20060015 | oo FLEHEM A Bethlehem A 18017 127 127
PAA20080020 BETHLEHEM 430 E BRD ST 18018 35 33
YMCA
BROAD & HIGH
PAA19870275 oD &l 604 HIGH ST 18018 12 12
PAA19870280 | CHEROKEE ApTs | 201 CHERG 18015 5 5
E FOURTH ST 1136 B
PAA19910385 ek 18015 8 8
PAA19970060 EATOL\'PAF\éENUE Bethlehem PA 18018 50 50
PAA20030065 FORTE APTS Bethlehem PA 18015 10 10
FRED B ROONEY
PAA20070055 e ST | Bethlehem PA 18015 150 150
PAA20030070 GOEF:APP%REET 735 E GOEPP ST | Bethlehem PA 18018 54 54
1609
PAA20020065 | LEXIES DREAM | SCHOENERSVILLE | Bethlehem PA 18018 15 15
RD
MORAVIAN 133 W UNION
PAA19990153 ORI v Bethlehem PA 18018 50 50
PARKVIEW AT
PAA20020110 PRI 1241 CLUBAVE | Bethlehem PA 18018 115 115
PENNSYLVANIA 1442
PAA19930235 PENNSYLVANIA | Bethlehem PA 18018 14 14
AVE APTS SVE
SCHOENERSVILLE 1547
PAA20020125 SCHOENERSVILLE | Bethlehem PA 18018 40 40
APTS el
PAA20142019 SOLLJSF'TSS'DE 419-429 HAYES ST | BETHLEHEM PA 18015-1907 46 46
PAA20130016 VHDC AP54 SCASTTTEESED BETHLEHEM PA 18015-0000 51 51
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PAA19870415 | W UNIONBLVD | 42 W UNIONBLVD | Bethlehem PA 18018 10 10
PAA19930060 | BISHOP APTS | 527 NAMPTON ST Easton PA 18042 20 20
PAA19960035 BUT"%% REET | 1108 BUTLER ST Easton PA 18042 9 9
PAA00000028 CAN:;TZARK 602 CANAL PARK Easton PA 18042 27 ;
DELAWARE
PAA00000052 | - DELAWARE . Easton PA 18042 40 ;
DELAWARE
PAA00000053 | TERRACE-FAMILY 210 JONES Easton PA 18042 56 ;
HOUSTON WAY
RENTAL
PAA19900255 FERRXPSTTSREET 600 FERRY ST Easton PA 18042 10 10
PAA19990095 | GRANDVIEW APTS | 100 GRSQDV'EW Easton 57 57
PAA19990097 | GRANDVIEW Ii 200 GRSQDV'EW Easton 60 60
HARLAN HOUSE
PAA20020050 ELDERLY 221 'S FOURTH ST Easton 100 100
HOUSING
KNOX AVENUE
PAA20010005 | 'OEXAVENLE 1101 KNOX AVE Easton 18040 48 48
PAA19930285 | S THIRD STAPTS | 100 S THIRD ST Easton PA 18042 22 22
SOUTH THIRD
PAAO0000241 | SOWTELTHIRD 104 S THIRD ST % 18042 22 ;
PAA20040170 W'LS%\D'T'\QANOR 535 AVONA AV PA 18042 60 60
Source: https://lihtc.huduser.gov/
There are ee (73) LIHTC projects with 1,905 units of affordable

rental
(23) i

unty; thirty-seven (37) in Allentown; twenty-three
irteen (13) in Easton.

The following is a list of HUD Multifamily housing in the Cities of Allentown,
Bethlehem, and Easton, and Northampton County.

Belt

Boulevard

PARK VIEW AT Insured-
800215959 BETHLEHEM 1241 Club Ave Bethlehem PA 18018 0 115 Unsubsidized
800234267 FCD-Saber-Slate 701 Slate Belt Bangor PA 18013 0 0 Insured-

Unsubsidized
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Saucon Valley

Insured-

800236815 Manor Senior 1050 Main Street Hellertown PA 18055 0 169 o
- Unsubsidized
Living
Country 4035 Green Insured-
800239511 Meadows of Bethlehem PA 18020 0 297 S
Pond Road Unsubsidized
Bethlehem
New Eastwood L
800245614 | Healthcare & 2125 Fairview Easton PA | 18042 0 97 Insured-
A Avenue Unsubsidized
Rehabilitation
The Gardens at 498 Washington Insured-
800247546 Easton Street Easton PA 18042 0 0 Unsubsidized
The Gardens for .
800247547 | Memory Care at | 200 Washington Easton PA 2 0 0 Insured-
Street Unsubsidized
Easton
B'NAI B'RITH 1616 LIBERTY Insured-
800003814 HOUSE ST ALLENTOWN A 18102 70 271 Subsidized
Subsidized,
gooo1g1g1 | ALLENTOWN 1 1827 WALNUT |\ | enTowN 18104 159 159 No HUD
HOUSE STREET ) .
Financing
Subsidized,
sooo1182 | AMHITOWN | 1339 Allen Strecigigmal LEN PA | 18102 99 99 No HUD
Financing
ANTONIAN Insured-
800018191 TOWERS PA 18042 50 50 Subsidized
BANGOR Subsidized,
800018209 ELDERLY 01 MURRA BANGOR PA 18013 100 100 No HUD
HOUSING Financing
BETHLEHEM L Insured-
800018238 TOWNHOUSE I LIVINGSTON ST BETHLEHEM PA 18017 113 127 Subsidized
BETHLEHEM 1059 C Subsidized -
800018239 TOWNHOUSES LIVINGSTON ST BETHLEHEM PA 18017 73 109 Previously
I Insured
EASTON Subsidized,
800018384 SENIOR 127 S4TH ST EASTON PA 18042 97 97 No HUD
CITIZEN HSG Financing
EPISCOPAL
800018404 | APTS OF THE egi\ﬁggglggN BANGOR PA | 18013 93 94 S'J‘tf;g?ge g
SLATE BELT
Subsidized -
800018405 EPISCOPAL 1440 WALNUT ALLENTOWN PA 18102 15 210 Previously
HOUSE ST
202/811
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HOLY FAMILY 334 13TH Insured-
800018529 | Ao BTMENTS AVENUE BETHLEHEM PA 18018 50 50 Subsidized
Subsidized
LITTLE LEHIGH 824 JACKSON '
800018615 MANOR STREET ALLENTOWN PA 18102 110 111 No HUD
Financing
Subsidized -
LUTHERAN 2085 ;
800018626 MANOR WESTGATE DR BETHLEHEM PA 18018 195 196 Previously
Insured
Subsidized -
800018681 MORAVIAN 737 MAIN ST BETHLEHEM PA 18018 100 162 Previously
HOUSE |
Insured
Subsidized -
800018682 MORAVIAN 701 MAIN ST BETHLEHEM PA 8 106 106 Previously
HOUSE Il
202/811
Subsidized
SOUTH SIXTH 129 SOUTH '
800018741 STREET SIXTH STREET ALLENTOWN A 18101 49 49 No HUD
Financing
800018781 | PHOEBE APTS | 1992 SS'}'NDEN ALLENTOWN 18104 26 132 202/811
Subsidized -
SAUCON 650 Northampton .
800018841 MANOR ST PA 18055 50 51 Previously
Insured
Subsidized,
gooo1gga2 | SCATTERED N PA | 18102 25 25 No HUD
SITES ) ;
Financing
SHILOH
800018868 MANOR EASTON PA 18042 58 58 202/811
Subsidized
SOUTH SIXTH '
800018879 ST REHAB | Sixth Street ALLENTOWN PA 18101 36 36 No HUD
Financing
FRED B
ROONEY aka Insured-
800018881 BETHLEHEM 4 E FOURTH ST BETHLEHEM PA 18015 150 150 Subsidized
DEVELOPERS
SPITALE 607 Subsidized,
800018882 ELDERLY NORTHAMPTON EASTON PA 18042 12 12 No HUD
APTS. ST Financing
800018910 | STEP-BY-STEP | 11 WEST 4th ST BETHLEHEM PA 18015 5 5 202/811
HAMPTON 1802 LINCOLN Insured-
800018935 HOUSE AVE NORTHAMPTON PA 18067 100 101 Subsidized
Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 202 of 286




BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

Subsidized
WEST THIRD 14 -16-18 W '
800010015 | vEST THIRD 408y BETHLEHEM PA | 18015 8 8 No HUD
Financing
Subsidized
WOODLAND 1918 :
800019040 oD caTEs | BETHLEHEM PA | 18018 70 70 No HUD
Financing
AHEPA LEHIGH 1623.1849
800212955 | CHAPTER 60 ALLENTOWN PA | 18103 48 48 202/811
Chapel Avenue
APTS.
ALLENTOWN, | 903-917 & 919-
800213044 | PENNSYLVANIA | 935 So. 5th ALLENTOWN PA | 18103 18 18 202/811
SUPPOR Street
LIVINGSTON 1054 Livingston
800217852 vt o Bethlehem PA 7 42 42 202/811
MORAVIAN
800221320 vy 70 W North St Bethlehem A | 18018 8 8 202/811
Subsidized,
800244571 | OVERLOOK 1A | **° ';?Q%Zr Ave Allentown 18109 80 80 No HUD
Financing
Subsidized,
800244572 | OVERLOOK 24 | 445 Hanover Ave 18109 60 60 No HUD
Ste 105 No HU
Financing

There a active HUD Multifamily Housing projects with 3,572
units @ | housing in the area; thirteen (13) in Allentown;
fourtee lehem, and seven (7) in Easton.

Housing Chaiee Voucher usage, Public Housing developments, and Low
Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) developments are distributed
throughout the area but mainly concentrated in the urban areas. The
communities, as well as the Housing Authorities, are aware of the concerns
of concentrating low-income housing units within close proximity of each
other. Both entities encourage new affordable housing developments
outside of areas of existing HUD assisted housing but are also providing
financial investments into the existing HUD assisted affordable housing
units. The partnership should look for a regional approach to developing
future affordable housing, as well as deconcentrating existing lower-income
housing throughout the area to encourage fair housing choice.
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Location of Assisted Housing Northampton County
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Location of Assisted Housing Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton
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y discriminatory by limiting development or
based on a resident’s race, sex, religion, national
r familial status. Additionally, discrimination, albeit

ceiling of four or fewer unrelated individuals in a household may be
considered discriminatory if it can be proven that this limitation
disproportionately affects minorities, large families with children, or
individuals with disabilities. The Federal Courts have ruled that four to six
persons with a disability living together in a single-family residence, should
be considered a “family” and thereby be permitted to live together as a
family in any zoning district that permits residential uses. The Fair Housing
Act also makes it unlawful to refuse to make reasonable accommodations,
or changes to rules, policies practices, or services, when such
accommodations are necessary to allow a person with a disability an equal
opportunity to use or enjoy a dwelling. Under the Fair Housing Act, an
accommodation is considered reasonable if it does not impose an undue
financial or administrative burden and it does not fundamentally alter the
zoning ordinance.
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The Lehigh Valley Planning Commission (LVPC) was formed to create a
comprehensive plan to guide orderly growth in Lehigh and Northampton
counties. The LVPC offers community planning services to the Lehigh
Valley’'s 62 municipalities such as drafting zoning, subdivision and land
development ordinances. The LVPC has model zoning ordinances and is
available for technical assistance to assist communities take actions 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.

In addition to zoning ordinance update, it s recommended that the
communities adopt a commitment to affip@atively further fair housing
through its land use regulations and pu olicies, such as zoning, to
promote fair housing choice for all re in the Lehigh Valley. The
statement should include mention e Fair sing Act of 1968, the
Americans with Disabilities Act 990, as wel identification of the
federal protected classes.

All of the communities
accommodation policy that

adopting a written reasonable
hanges in rules and procedures to

afford persons with disabiliti al opportunity to housing, as required by
the Fair Housing £ A teasonable accommodation policy would allow the
municipality flexib e application of zoning and land use, as well as
providing housSihg , guidance Iin requesting reasonable
accommodatdi

Com Pennsylvania Building Codes

The UCCHA Stration and Enforcement regulation has adopted the
following cot for use throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,

effective 10/1/2018:

e International Building Code 2015 (code for all buildings and
structures not regulated by the International Residential Code 2015:

- Chapter 1 is not adopted (most of its requirements are
incorporated in Chapter 403 of the UCC regulation)

- Chapter 27 (Electrical) requires that all electrical components,
equipment and systems in buildings and structures covered
by the IBC comply with the requirements of NFPA 70-2014,
National Electric Code.

e Chapter 11, International Building Code 2018 Accessibility
Requirements
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e International Energy Conservation Code 2015
e International Existing Building Code 2015
e International Fire Code 2015

- Adopted only to the extent referenced in Chapter 35 of the
International Building Code 2015.

e International Fuel Gas Code 2015

- Any LPG requirements are sup
of Pennsylvania’s Propane a
(and regulations)

eded by the requirements
Iquefied Petroleum Gas Act

e International Mechanical Co

g Code (renovation/rehabilitation) are model codes and are
in compliance with the federal laws and regulations governing fair housing
and accessibility.

Building inspections are administered by the local municipalities. The
Building Codes are enforced through plan review and inspections.
Interviews with inspection staff indicated that developers and contractors
are abiding by the state and federal accessibility regulations and there does
not appear to be any blatant violations.

Accessibility Regulations

HUD encourages its grantees to incorporate “visitability” principles into their
designs. Housing that is “visitable” includes the most basic level of
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accessibility that enables persons with disabilities to visit the home of a
friend, family member, or neighbor. “Visitable” homes have at least one
accessible means of egress/ingress for each unit, and all interior and
bathroom doorways have at least a 32-inch clear opening. As a minimum,
HUD grantees are required to abide by all federal laws governing
accessibility for disabled persons. The entitlement communities appear to
be in full compliance with the HUD visitability standards.

Federal laws governing accessibility requirements include Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act, and the Fair
Housing Act.

Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (24 CFR_ Part 8), known as “Section
504" prohibits discrimination against pers@ns with disabilities in any
program receiving Federal funds. Specifi , Section 504 concerns the
i t a portion of all housing
developed with federal funds is acce ith mobility, visual, and

The Americans with Dlsabllltles Ac .S.C. 12131; 47 U.S.C. 155, 201,
218, and 225) (ADA) i imination against persons with
disabilities in all program sponsored by state and local
governments SpeC|f|caIIy HUD jurisdiction over housing

It also requires landlords must make reasonable modifications
dwellings use areas to accommodate persons who have a
i idential buildings of four or more units built after

all housing“units" must have accessible routes into and through the unlt
there must be accessible light switches, outlets, thermostats; bathroom
walls must be reinforced to allow for the installation of grab bars; and
kitchens and baths must be accessible so they can be used by persons in
wheelchairs.

8. Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Persons

Section 601 of Title VI the Civil Rights Act of 1964 is the federal law that
protects individuals from discrimination on the basis of their race, color, or
national origin in programs or activities that receive federal financial
assistance. One type of national origin discrimination is based on a person’s
inability to speak, read, write, or understand English. In certain situations,
failure to ensure that persons who are LEP can effectively participate in, or
benefit from, federally assisted programs may violate the Civil Rights Act.
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According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey for the City of
Allentown, 45.3% of (or 50,264) residents speak a language other than
English at home. Also, 19.4% of (or 21,483) residents report that they speak
English less than “very well.” The following languages are spoken at home:

English 54.7%
Spanish 39.1%
Other Indo-European languages 2.0%
Asian and Pacific Island languages 1.1%
Other languages 3.1%

The two largest non-English speaking populations in the City are Spanish
and Other Languages speakers.

According to the 2013-2017 American
Bethlehem, 25.5% of (or 18,042) r
English at home. Also, 9.4% of (g
English less than “very well.” Th

ity Survey for the City of

languages are spoken at home:

English 74.5%
Spanish 19.4%
Other Indo-European 3.3%
nguages 2.0%

0.8%

Asian and P i:l

nglish speaking populations in the City are Spanish
2an Languages speakers.

less than “very well.” The following languages are spoken at home:

English 79.9%
Spanish 14.8%
Other Indo-European languages 3.4%
Asian and Pacific Island languages 1.4%
Other languages 0.5%

The two largest non-English speaking populations in the City are Spanish
and Other Indo-European Languages speakers.

According to the 2013-2017 American Community Survey for Northampton
County, 13.0% of (or 37,308) residents speak a language other than English

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 210 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

at home. Also, 4.6% of (or 13,212) residents report that they speak English
less than “very well.” The following languages are spoken at home:

English 87.0%
Spanish 7.7%
Other Indo-European languages 3.6%
Asian and Pacific Island languages 1.3%
Other languages 0.5%

The two largest non-English speaking populations in the County are
Spanish and Other Indo-European Languages speakers.

All of the communities have significant Spanish speaking populations,
including limited English proficiency residents. According to federal
guidance, written translations of vital d ents for each eligible LEP
language group that constitutes 5% or 1 ividuals, whichever is less,
is required. All of the participantgeommunit should have all vital
documents translated to Spanish.

The following map highlights areas P populations.

iency (LEP)

Map Info TOC

Jurisdiction

&

Region

&

Limited English Proficiency
[Region] (Top 5 most populous)
1 Dot = 75 People

* Spanish
Y :
‘ﬂ Arabic
'}e.':' Chinese
‘.-':-:‘3 Vietnamese
LA

1'3":'. Polish

TRACT

R/IECAP

&

Source: https://egis.hud.gov/affht
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9. Four Factor Analysis
City of Allentown

The City as a CDBG entitlement community is required to develop a plan
for persons of different national origins that cannot speak, read, write, or
understand English to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to
CDBG funded programs and services, as well as all City programs and
services. The City has an existing Language Access Plan (LAP) that covers
City activities, as well as subrecipient activities. The following Four Factor
Analysis was completed by the City in its LAP:

1. Number or Proportion of LEP persons,in the population to be
served. The 2011-2015 American Commu Survey 5-Year Estimates
(ACS) state that the population of the Cityef Allentown is 121,442; five
percent of this population is 6,072. Ba e ACS, there is no single

City's programs are
ients, the City also analyzed the
hich languages are present in

municipalities individually to ass
' ividual communities. It was found

percentages of five percen V- gheri
P persons come into contact with the
Because the City funds grantees to carry out

nnual Action Plans, and other required documents
given that the Spanish language group is the largest
onwealth. The City’s subrecipients are primarily

this Language Access Plan includes guidelines for sub-recipients and for
the City's enforcement of sub-recipient compliance.

3. Importance of the service, information, program, and/or activity. The
projects proposed by the City's grantees often offer direct assistance to
project area beneficiaries related to housing and other services. Therefore,
the City will require that the Four-Factor Analyses completed by its sub-
recipients to consider the nature of the activity or service that the sub-
recipient plans to undertake. This will ensure that programs that come into
contact with limited English proficiency individuals include resources that
allow these individuals equal access to services.

4. Resources, financial and human, available to the recipient.
Language assistance entails providing both written translations and oral
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interpretations as determined by the Four-Factor Analysis. When it is
determined that language access is required, specific steps need to be
outlined to demonstrate that the access is indeed being provided. The City's
plan for itself, and its expectation of its subrecipients, is that every significant
touchpoint with LEPs will have options for translation and interpretation
services as required by the guidelines. The City already ensures that all vital
documents are translated into Spanish to assist the residents of the City
who may have limited English proficiency. These documents are placed on
the City's website at http://the City.pa.gov/library/Documentos en Espafiol.
The City website also can translate a document in other languages by
opening the document and choosing the flag of the country of the language
needed from the top of the webpage. To further aid its sub-recipients in
meeting the language access requirements, the City has translated the
templates listed in Section VI into the top f languages represented at
percentages of five percent or highe ross the Commonwealth's
municipalities German/West German Ivania Dutch), Spanish,

recipients have access to the res
City also provides training and
ith the Commonwealth's residents
suring compliance with language

The Cit tittement community is required to develop a plan

: ational origins that cannot speak, read, write, or
to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to
fograms and services, as well as all City programs and
services. Tl has an existing Language Access Plan (LAP) that covers
City activities, as well as subrecipient activities. The following Four Factor
Analysis was completed by the City in its LAP:

1. Number or Proportion of LEP persons in the population to be
served. Bethlehem obtained information from the U.S. Census Bureau’s
American Factfinder website as recommended by HUD in order to gather
data about the jurisdiction’s overall population, as well as the population of
LEP persons within the jurisdiction and the primary languages spoken. This
data indicated the following:

e Total population 5 years and over is 70,842
e Total LEP population 5 years and over is 6,616
e Spanish speaking LEP population 5 years and over is 5,222
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e Other Indo-European language speaking LEP population 5 years
and over is 597

¢ Asian and Pacific Islander language speaking LEP population 5
years and over is 545

e Other language speaking LEP population 5 years and over is 252

The above data demonstrates that less than 15 percent of the jurisdiction’s
population is considered LEP (9.3%) and that only Spanish meets the 5%
or 1,000 person threshold for requiring written translation of vital
documents. While the total LEP population for Bethlehem, Pennsylvania is
6,616—the largest LEP population segment, Spanish Speaking, consists of
5,222 persons 5 years of age and older. This demographic background
requires written translations and the City of,Bethlehem Department of
Community and Economic Development d provide vital documents in
Spanish and has a bilingual (Spanish) ember to assist Spanish-
speaking clients, prospective clients a s of the general public.

to contact with the
the experience of Bethlehem'’s
t staff that Spanish-speaking LEP
or assistance was an infrequent
ilingual staffing and Spanish-

program activity or service. It
Community and Economic Develo
persons contacting the Cityf@ginform
occurrence. Nevertheless,
language vital docu

formation, program, and/or activity. The
Bethlehem CDBG and HOME Programs

are importg y relate to a client’'s need for or continued provision of
affordab information/referral to other vital services.

4. Res@ cial and human, available to the recipient. Because
of the ve guency of contact from LEP persons seeking assistance

from the Department of Community and Economic Development, the
additional salary required to add a person with bilingual skills is deemed to
be an unnecessary expense at this time. The City believes it is more cost
effective to continue to use existing staff for the relatively few cases where
language assistance is required.

The City of Bethlehem CDBG and HOME Programs also use appropriate
Spanish-language materials provided by HUD, including Fair Housing
posters, and other sources.

The CDBG and HOME Programs will seek to retain the services of a
professional interpretation service to provide oral interpretation in
languages other than Spanish as needed.
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Northampton County

The County as a CDBG entitlement community is required to develop a plan
for persons of different national origins that cannot speak, read, write, or
understand English to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to
CDBG funded programs and services, as well as all County programs and
services. As such, the County has updated its Four Factor Analysis. The
purpose of the Four Factor Analysis is to determine the reasonableness of
language assistance for LEP persons based on the following:

1. Number or Proportion of LEP persons in the population to be
served. It is estimated that the County has one non-English speaking
populations that exceed the 5% or 1,000 person LEP limit. That non-English
speaking population speaks Spanish. Theg€ are additional non-English
speakers in the County but in very limited

into contact with the
ty's Department of
uses CDBG funds for activities
s, such as: planning, housing
, and public service activities.

2. Frequency with which LEP p
program activity or service.
Community and Economic Dev
that directly assist County res

According to the FY 2018 CARER eport PR-23, the total beneficiaries
of CDBG assists 2018 were 4,847 individuals; 247 were
Black/African An ere White, 5 were Asian, 15 were American

g and public service activities are critical to the
County [ for access to decent, safe, sanitary, and affordable
housing, & necessary in terms of supportive services to maintaining
residents’ of life. The County, local advocacy groups and
organizations, and its subrecipient agencies must be able to outreach and
interact with LEP persons to make CDBG programs and services accessible
to LEP persons.

4. Resources, financial and human, available to the recipient.
Translation and interpretive services are vital for housing and public
services activities and would be provided by the County, either through
County staff or a community liaison, to any beneficiary that requires those
services. Additionally, CDBG citizen participation materials and public
notices will be published with the statement, “Any non-English speaking
person wishing to attend the public hearing should contact (Name) at least
seven (7) calendar days prior to the meeting and a Spanish interpreter will
be provided. This document and program materials are available in Spanish
upon request.” These statements will be translated in Spanish.
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The County does not have a formal written Language Access Plan. Specific
to the CDBG Program, its staff and subrecipients, utilize the following
language assistance plan to assist LEP persons:

e Engaging advocacy groups to promote services available through
the CDBG Program

¢ Interpretation and translation services by partnering with LEP
groups, faith based organizations, and schools

¢ Referrals to community liaisons proficient in the language of LEP
persons
Notices and training to staff of the availability of LEP services
Advertising language services in outre documents
Utilize HUD translated documents fo at:
https://www.hud.gov/program /fair housing equal opp

[17lep

10.Taxes

impediment to fair housing choice,
axes impacts the affordability of
ing"In the surrounding area.

While real estate tax rates may not b
the amount and method o lation
housing especially as it rel

The following tabl illage rates for the borough and townships

in Northampton County for 2018-2019

0.01822 0.05597 0.0118 0.08599
0.02495 0.06414 0.0118 0.10089
0.02353 0.01972 0.00364 0.05135
0.00445 0.01972 0.00364 0.02777

- - 0.0118 0.0118

Source: County of Northampton Assessment Division and Office of Assessment Lehigh County

Real estate tax rates are the highest in the Cities as compared to the
County. Studies have shown that property values tend to appreciate slower
in areas of higher effective property tax rates as compared to areas of lower
effective property tax rates. This is of course contingent on the real tax rate
as it relates to assessed home values.
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11.Comprehensive Plan

The Lehigh Valley Planning Commission (LVPC) in 2019 released the
region’s fifth comprehensive plan. FutureLV establishes goals, policies and
actions designed to carry the region through 2045 and beyond, but it will be
updated every four years to account for the changes of a successful and
growing region. FutureLV refreshes a 2005 plan that had substantial
updates in 2010, and is among the first comprehensive plans in the nation
that merges the land use, economic, environmental, housing, preservation
and farming policies with the transportation planning and investment
policies of the Lehigh Valley Transportation Study. FutureLV cover’s both
Lehigh and Northampton counties, creating a forward-thinking strategy that
leads the region into the future, while ad sing the needs of today.

elopment Pattern

y and a wide variety of arts and
growing in people, jobs and
ey as our 62 municipalities strive to
ce that attracts thousands of new residents
ard a series of Centers and Corridors will

A seamless network where roads, trails, sidewalks and technology connect
everyone to every place—that’s the goal. For the Lehigh Valley to reach its
potential, we must design a transportation system that is welcoming to
drivers, walkers and rollers—regardless of age, income or ability—and lay
the groundwork for the next generation of technology and communications.
Our network of the future will provide transportation and communications
options that connect work, home and places where people want to go, both
locally and regionally.

Compact walkable, bikeable and safe neighborhoods improve job
accessibility and enable people to spend less time in a car. Investing in
existing roads, bridges, transit lines and utilities, while using next generation
technology to manage freight traffic and enable new job opportunities, will
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create a dynamic system that improves the flow of goods, services and
people.

Goal #3 — Protected and Vibrant Environment

Lehigh Valley residents have come to consider our urban parks, rolling
farmlands and scenic vistas as core to the regional identity. Whether it's
enabling people to have active lifestyles, providing food or helping to make
the region more resilient against climate change, those assets provide
health, economic and environmental benefits that are key to our success.

Protecting our land, water and air preserves our region’s character and
makes it an attractive place to live, work and visit. Enhancing those assets
will improve our quality of life and puts the re on a path to a sustainable
future.

Goal #4 — Competitive, Creative a Region

ion, people and natural assets.
Nearly 100,000 people commute t Lehigh Valley daily for its bustling
job market. Another 15 millj ach year to experience recreation
and cultural attractions. gion’s advantage in a global
economy, we need to levere e location and unique character,

economic asse
jobs and
institutio

lon. Cooperation among local governments and
ential to reaching these targets and preparing the

Goal #5 2althy, Inclusive and Livable Communities

The Lehigh Valley's identity begins and ends with quality of life. It rests in
safe, walkable neighborhoods, where housing is attainable and public
space is designed for everyone. We’'ll get there through targeted
investments, innovative community design and the integration of housing,
jobs and transportation that everyone can use. The American Dream is here
for the taking.

The Comprehensive Plan does not contain any policy that would impede
fair housing choice. Goal #5 in particular encourages development that
affirmatively furthers fair housing choice. The following objectives were
identified that encourage fair housing choice:

e Promote safe and secure community design and emergency
management.
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- Implement complete street and traffic-calming measures.

- Reduce bicycle and pedestrian fatalities towards zero.

- Incorporate resiliency and hazard mitigation into planning
and design, including 100- and 500-year floodplains.

- Educate the public on hazard impacts and mitigation
techniques.

- Enhance planning and emergency response efforts among
emergency management personnel.

- Reduce blight to improve safety and accessibility in
communities.

¢ Increase social and economic access to daily needs for all people.
- Encourage use of universal desi
- Promote safe routes to school

- Ensure transportation
- Integrate mixed-tra
- Improve connectio
bicycle infrastructure.

. githat promote physical and mental health.

reet trees and pedestrian-scale lighting.
ythen sidewalk, bike route and trail infrastructure.
ify park programming.

e Promote development that complements the unique history,
environment, culture and needs of the Valley.
- Promote context-specific design solutions.
- Encourage reuse of vacant and underutilized properties.
- Promote adaptive reuse of historic buildings.
- Strengthen historic main streets and cultural centers.
- Create public spaces that reflect and enhance local culture.
- Integrate visual and performing art into public space.
- Support community arts.

12.Section 3

HUD’s definition of Section 3 is:
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Section 3 is a provision of the Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968. The purpose of Section 3 to ensure that employment and other
economic opportunities generated by certain HUD financial assistance
shall, to the greatest extent feasible, and consistent with existing
Federal, State and local laws and regulations, be directed to low- and
very low income persons, particularly those who are recipients of
government assistance for housing, and to business concerns which
provide economic opportunities to low- and very low-income persons.

All Section 3 covered contracts for the Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem,
Easton, and Northampton County include the following clause (referred to
as the Section 3 clause):

A. The work to be performed under thi
requirements of Section 3 of the Housin
1968, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 1701u (S
is to ensure that employment and o
by HUD assistance or HUD-assis
to the greatest extent feasible,
persons, particularly persons who
housing.

ontract is subject to the
Urban Development Act of
The purpose of Section 3
pportunities generated
d by Section 3, shall,
d to low- and very low-income
recipients of HUD assistance for

B. The parties to this contra mply with HUD’s regulations in 24
CFR part 135, w ection 3. As evidenced by their execution
of this contract is contract certify that they are under no
contractual or ‘ether i iment that would prevent them from complying

with the par

ees to send to each labor organization or
orkers with which the contractor has a collective
bargaining ent or other understanding, if any, a notice advising the
labor organization or workers’ representative of the contractor's
commitments Under this Section 3 clause, and will post copies of the notice
in conspicuous places at the work site where both employees and
applicants for training and employment positions can see the notice. The
notice shall describe the Section 3 preference, shall set forth minimum
number and job titles subject to hire, availability of apprenticeship and
training positions, the qualifications for each; and the name and location of
the person(s) taking applications for each of the positions; and the
anticipated date the work shall begin.

D. The contractor agrees to include this Section 3 clause in every
subcontract subject to compliance with regulations in 24 CFR part 135, and
agrees to take appropriate action, as provided in an applicable provision of
the subcontract or in this Section 3 clause, upon a finding that the
subcontractor is in violation of the regulations in 24 CFR part 135. The
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contractor will not subcontract with any subcontractor where the contractor
has notice or knowledge that the subcontractor has been found in violation
of the regulations in 24 CFR part 135.

E. The contractor will certify that any vacant employment positions,
including training positions, that are filled (1) after the contractor is selected
but before the contract is executed, and (2) with persons other than those
to whom the regulations of 24 CFR part 135 require employment
opportunities to be directed, were not filled to circumvent the contractor’s
obligations under 24 CFR part 135.

F. Noncompliance with HUD’s regulations in 24 CFR part 135 may result in
sanctions, termination of this contract for default, and debarment or
suspension from future HUD assisted contr

applies to the work to
(b) requires that to the greatest
nities for training and employment
ce in the award of contracts and
ganizations and Indian-owned
contract that are subject to the
lon 7(b) agree to comply with Section 3 to
ut not in derogation of compliance with

extent feasible (i) preference and o
shall be given to Indians, i) pre
subcontracts shall be giv i
Economic Enterprises. Pa

the maximum
Section 7(b).

have been made. Documentation of such solicitations and commitments
shall be submitted concurrently with the bid.” The minimum participation
level for MBEs is 5% and for WBEs 3%.

The City of Bethlehem does not have any Section 3 Goals.
Northampton County does not have any Section 3 Goals.

All CDBG-funded construction contracts that are subject to Section 3 will
include the following documents in the attachments to the bid package —

» CDBG Entitlement Program — Special Conditions (for applicable
Program Year funding)
* Federal Labor Standards Provisions — HUD-4010
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» Supplementary Conditions of the Contract for Construction — HUD-
2554

* Copy of Wage Decision for the Project — General Decision Number
— Publication Date

» §8135.38 Section 3 Clause

* Employee Rights Under the Davis-Bacon Act — English & Spanish
Versions (posters to be displayed at the job site)

» Payroll Reporting Form WH347 (with instructions)

* Record of Employee Interview — HUD-11

* Record of Employee Interview — HUD-11 (in Spanish, including
instructions)

» Certified Payroll Form — Signature Authorization form

» Certificate of Compliance — Section 3

» Contractor’s/Subcontractor’s Stateme

» Contractor’'s/Subcontractor’s Esti
Breakdown

f Workforce Needs
ted Project  Workforce

During this Analysis of Impediments study, no impediments or complaints
were mentioned or filed based o cti Requirements.
13.Transportation

Renting or owning an afford not the only factor in a resident’s
quality of life and ¢ iE to falf housing. Having access to transportation,
. <J

whether it is a p a public bus, is just as important as the
\Mobility determines whether a resident can
access work cation, services, or healthcare.

Lehigh ane ampton County Transit Authority (LANta)
The local bus and paratransit system within the Lehigh Valley is colloquially
known as LANta. LANta operates 36 unique bus

routes, with seven (7) “Flex” routes, using a fleet of

84 buses. LANta’s paratransit service, known as

4 a LANtaVan, uses a fleet of 85 vehicles. The bus

routes typically run as early as 5 AM to as late as

midnight. People with disabilities and elderly

residents may call LANtaVan for door-to-door service, though they do not
offer same-day service. Residents that wish to use LANtaVan must call, at
the latest, by 4:30 PM the day before their desired scheduled ride;

conversely, residents cannot call more than fourteen (14) days prior to their
desired appointment.
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LANta updates its routes at least three (3) times per year, and works closely
with the Lehigh Valley Planning Commission and with the individual
municipalities within the County. The majority of routes run through the
Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton, though there is service to the
suburban and rural areas of Northampton County and the greater Lehigh
Valley. The following table is LANta’s classification system for buses.

Trunk Routes 100's Regional core corndorg with highest levels of population
and employment density.
Urban Routes 200's Urban core corridors Wlth secondary levels of population
and employment densit
Suburban communitj ith large numbers of workers
Commuter Routes 300's cqmmutlng toaC suburban emplpyment centers '
with large num ers commuting from central city
areas.
Capacity Enhancing , Areas of demand from school and middle school
. 400’s
Specials student
Flex Routes 500's Suburban with isolated population or employment
Special Market Routes 600’s t specific transportation needs.
Enhanced Bus long trgnk corrldor§ e>§h|b|t|ng demand warranting
al service and capital improvements.

mand and potential for BRT service along
conceptaali idors. LANta worked with the public through a number

houses, and eholder meetings to select the corridors and contribute to
the plan’s goals and objectives. LANta continuously uses elements of the
plan as they become affordable, but to date, the BRT has not received any
funding.

LANta planners regularly seek out new developments within the Lehigh
Valley, with the goal of addressing quality of life infrastructure for transit
users before new developments break ground. LANta’s Transit Supportive
Land Use policies encourage developers to add transit supportive
infrastructure if they wish to be considered for bus services. The following
are examples of the requirements for a comprehensive pedestrian network
associated with public transit, as well as examples of appropriate site
planning:
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e Sidewalks on both sides of all streets and throughout commercial
developments;

e Marked crosswalks at intersections;

e Pedestrian islands, or “refuges” for crossing wide streets; and

e Pedestrian only phases in traffic signals where pedestrian traffic is
heavy.

e Minimized walking distances from the street to the main
destinations of the development.

Lehigh Valley Planning Commission’s Lehigh Valley Transportation
Study (LVTS)

The Lehigh Valley Transportation Study (LVT,
County and Lehigh County within the Lehi

services both Northampton
alley, and is the Metropolitan
LVTS conducts regular
committee meetings for its two com chnical Committee and

Lehigh Valley Planning RMissi MovelLV Long-Term
Transportation Plan

sportation planning beyond just a level of
n its Project Evaluation section, MovelLV
ing documents and data metrics:

e Environmental Justice
e Transportation Alternatives
e Data Inputs

The Plan’s emphasis on quality of life criteria seeks to address issues faced
by the most vulnerable populations within Northampton County and the
Lehigh Valley. LVPC regularly met with stakeholders and community
representatives in order to define the list. The defined list helps LVPC
monitor the progress and adjust accordingly as new information comes in.
Public participation, according to the Long Range Plan, is mandated by
Federal Transportation Legislation, the Civil Rights Act, the Americans with
Disabilities Act, and Environmental Justice considerations. LVPC publicized
meetings in a timely manner, and meetings were fully accessible to
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members of the public that required special considerations, such as people
with disabilities, or that required translation services.

14.Education

School districts, particularly “good” school districts, is an oft-cited reason for
families to move into an area. There are ten (10) public school districts
within Northampton County, including the Cities of Bethlehem and Easton,
hosting approximately sixty-five (65) schools. The City of Allentown, located
in Lehigh County, has its own school district with twenty-two (22) schools.

Pennsylvania Department of Education (PDE) used the Pennsylvania
School Performance Profile (SPP) to assess a school’s performance until
2017. The purpose of the SPP was to provide a “building level academic
score”. The categories are defined as <6 -69.9, 70-79.9, 80-89.9, 90-
had scores below 60.

In the fall of 2018, PDE switched y PA Index, with the
intent to move away from standa ing, and instead “ensure that all
Pennsylvanians, whether children ults, have access to a high quality
education system that prepére ture success.” The Future Ready
PA Index tracks enroll such as students who are
economically disadvantaged glish as a second language, are

homeless, or are inge
The following ta ’Q e Future Ready PA Index for the participant
communities:

90-100 = 80-89.9 70-79.9 60-69.9 <60

School Performance 2017
Northampton County, PA
Building

Level State
Academic Rankings

Score
V4

Jurisdiction School

Bethlehem Area SD Liberty High School

Bethlehem Area SD Freedom High School 73.0

Easton Area SD Easton Area High School 76.9

Allentown City SD Louis E Dieruff High School 47.2

H
|
Allentown City SD William Allen High School 45.7 \V4
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Bangor Area SD Bangor Area High School

75.9

Catasauqua Area SD Catasauqua Senior High School

63.7

Nazareth Area SD Nazareth Area High School

95.3

NelgiptipgleltelgVa==IBA Northampton Area High School

85.0

Northern Lehigh SD Northern Lehigh Senior High School

79.2

Pen Argyl Area SD Pen Argyl Area High School

75.3

Saucon Valley SD Saucon Valley Senior High School

90.4

Wilson Area SD Wilson Area High School

92.3

DD = mpD <n

Allentown Area School District

e 16,234 District Enrollment
e 4,043 Charter School Enr en
[ ]

70.9% Hispanic, 14.5% Black;$9.9% White, 3.1% Two or More

Races
82.5% Economicall

Enrollment

enter - Lehigh Career &
tudent Enrollment

, 5.5% Hispanic, 2.7% Two or More Races, 1.9%

Partnering Career and Technical Center - Career Institute of

Technology

Bethlehem Area School District

13,636 District Enrollment
Charter School Enrollment

58.5% Economically Disadvantaged

Catasauqua Area School District

Partnering Career and Technical Center -

42.6% White, 40.6% Hispanic, 10.8% Black, 3.5% Asian
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e Information not available

Easton Area School District

8,583 District Enrollment

Charter School Enrollment

47.9% White, 25.2% Hispanic, 17.4% Black, 5.1% Asian
50.1% Economically Disadvantaged

Partnering Career and Technical Center -

Nazareth Area School District

e 4 724 District Enrollment
e Charter School Enroliment

e 85.1% White, 6.3% Hispanic, 4.1¢ , 2.6% Two or More
Races

e 19.5% Economically Disadv. ged

e Partnering Career and Teehnical ter -

Northampton Area School

e 5,568 District Enroll

e Charter Schg

. ic, 3.3% Black, 1.7% 2 or More Races
) advantaged

. echnical Center -

Pen Argyl Area School District

e 1,629 District Enrollment

e Charter School Enrollment

e 89.8% White, 4.7% Hispanic, 3.4% Two or More Races, 1.1%
Black

e 39.5% Economically Disadvantaged

e Partnering Career and Technical Center -

Saucon Valley Area School District

e 2,160 District Enrollment
e Charter School Enrollment
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e 85.2% White, 7.0% Hispanic, 3.0% Asian, 2.9% Two or More
Races

e 29.5% Economically Disadvantaged

e Partnering Career and Technical Center -

Wilson Area School District

e 2,249 District Enrollment

e Charter School Enrollment

e 57.8% White, 20.9% Hispanic, 10.3% Black, 8.0% Two or More
Races

e 49.4% Economically Disadvantaged

e Partnering Career and Technical Cent

Most of the schools in Northampton Cou more than 50% white.
15.Food Access

Limited access to supermarkets, enters, grocery stores, or other
sources of healthy and affordable d may make it harder for some
Americans to eat a healt Ther e many ways to measure food
store access for individual ighborhoods, and many ways to
ts - neighborhoods that lack healthy food
finitions take into account at least some of

el resources that may affect accessibility, such as
e or vehicle availability.

e of the neighborhood and the availability of public
transportation.
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Food Access Map
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In the map above, low acces
supermarket, supe arge grocery store. A census tract is

a significant number or share of individuals

in the tract is 2_supermarket. There are three (3) census tracts
located in Allentc s tracts located in Bethlehem, and one (1)
census in Easton that are defined as having low access to
health

C. Private Sec

The private sector has traditionally generated the most easily recognized
impediments to fair housing choice in regard to discrimination in the sale, rental
or advertising of dwellings; the provision of brokerage services; or in the
availability of financing for real estate purchases. The Fair Housing Act and
local laws prohibits such practices as the failure to give the same terms,
privileges, or information; charging different fees; steering prospective buyers
or renters toward a certain area or neighborhood; or using advertising that
discourages prospective buyers or renters because of race, color, religion, sex,
handicap, familial status, and national origin.
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1. Real Estate Practices

Greater Lehigh Valley Realtors (GLVR) is a trade organization of real estate
brokers operating in Lehigh, Northampton, and Carbon Counties. Greater
Lehigh Valley Realtors members are bound by the Code of Ethics of the
National Association of Realtors (NAR). Under the Code of Ethics, members
must maintain professional standards including efforts to affirmatively
furthering fair housing. Realtors must complete annual continuing education
on topics that focus on protecting the rights of persons covered under the
Fair Housing Act, the Civil Rights Act, and ADA laws.

GLVR has a Diversity and Community Involvement Committee, which
identifies areas with which GLVR can help it mbers learn and grow.

GLVR has signed the Greater Lehigh Chamber of Commerce’s
Diversity and LGBT Business Council’ [ edge. By signing, GLVR
affirms that the association, its
businesses are friendly with L i and will uphold and celebrate
diversity and inclusiveness. Quest homebuyers or realtors related to
Fair Housing or the Fair Housing Act uld be directed to the Government
Affairs Director.

2. Real Estate Adv
Under Federal L& ) ISement with respect to the sale or rental of a

dwelling may“indicate any preference, limitation, or discrimination
becau eligion, sex, handicap, familial status, or national
i air Housing Act Amendments, descriptions are listed in
words, photographs, symbols or other approaches that

Real estate advertisements were reviewed from several electronic sources
such as: Facebook, Craigslist, Realtor.com, Rent.com, Zillow.com,
LehighValleyLive.com and including The Morning Call. Some of the sources
included a disclaimer from the publisher indicating that each advertisement
is subject to the Federal Fair Housing Act and that all dwellings advertised
are available on an equal opportunity basis. Most of the sources included
the Fair Housing logo. None of the publications appeared to contain
discriminatory language nor prohibited occupancy by any protected class.

3. Private Financing

The Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989
(F.I.R.R.E.A.) requires any commercial institution that makes five (5) or
more home mortgage loans, to report all home loan activity to the Federal
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Reserve Bank under the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA). The
annual HMDA data can be found online at www.ffiec.gov/hmda/. The most
recent HMDA Data is that of 2017, which is the data that was used for this
analysis. The following tables provide an analysis of the HMDA data in the
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton PA-NJ Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA).
The MSA includes the Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton. The
boundaries between the City and the County are noncontiguous and
Census Tracts can include both City and County residents. The home loans
included in this report represent loans on 1- to 4-family and manufactured
homes from the following loan types: 1) FHA, FSA/RHS and VA; 2)
Conventional; 3) Refinancings; and 4) Home Improvement.

<<&
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The table below lists the lending activity that occurred during 2017 in the
area.

14.39%

4.97% 4.43% 4.45%
0.88% 1.75% 2.20%
36.77% 38.15% 37.59% 38.31% 39.16% 39.63% 34.42% 37.98%

Source: https:/ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/PA/10900
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The table below lists the lending activity that occurred during 2017 in the
area.

73

28 3 37 2 1
551 27 403 81 38
1,601 7 1,032 259 100

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/PA/10900
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The table below lists the lending activity by income group to establish a
baseline for lending activity per income.

720 486 67.50% | 15 | 2.08% | 126 | 17.50% 77 10.69% | 16 2.22%
1,635 1,196 | 73.15% | 27 | 1.65% | 185 | 11.31% | 193 | 11.80% | 34 2.08%
870 635 72.99% | 16 | 1.84% 83 5 117 | 13.45% | 19 2.18%
638 477 74.76% | 7 94 14.73% | 10 1.57%
1,180 885 75.00% 9.75% 139 | 11.78% | 25 2.12%
21.27% 58 9.01% 12 1.86%

194 | 12.13% | 170 | 10.63% | 34 2.13%

116 | 11.23% | 118 | 11.42% | 21 2.03%

76.29% 84 9.62% 97 11.11% | 13 1.49%

4,200 3262 | 77.67% | 95 | 2.26% | 246 5.86% 515 | 12.26% | 82 1.95%
1,190 974 31.43% | 68 | 571% | 426 | 3580% | 234 | 19.66% | 88 7.39%
2,098 892 4252% | 95 | 453% | 527 | 25.12% | 402 | 19.16% | 182 8.67%
1,342 626 46.56% | 61 | 4.55% | 288 | 21.46% | 250 | 18.63% | 117 8.72%
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1,268 584 46.06% 67 5.28% 279 22.00% 236 18.61% 102 8.04%
4,502 2,389 52.62% | 233 | 5.18% 752 16.70% 783 17.39% | 365 8.11%
355 112 31.55% 9 2.54% 201 56.62% 22 6.20% 11 3.10%
561 249 44.39% 13 2.32% 225 40.11% 52 9.27% 22 3.92%
393 207 52.67% 10 2.54% 134 7.38% 13 3.315
330 176 53.33% 11 10.30% 8 2.42%
1,334 827 61.99% 33 3.46% 119 8.92% 42 3.15%
2,909 1,394 47.92% | 107 30.59% 391 13.44% 127 4.37%
5,893 3,498 1,131 | 19.19% 817 13.86% | 272 4.62%
3,638 621 17.07% 514 14.13% 170 4.67%
3,109 % 98 3.15% 514 16.53% 661 21.26% 133 4.28%
11,216 7,343 65.47% | 377 | 3.36% | 1,426 | 12.71% | 1,556 | 13.87% | 514 4.58%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/PA/10900
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The table below lists the lending activity by racial/ethnic group.

71.43% 28.57%

43 34 79.07% 2 4.65% 9.30% 1 2.33%
68.58% 11.82% 6 2.03%
56.52% 30.43% 1 4.35%
74.78% 9.65% | 486 | 11.97% | 85 2.09%
0.00% 2 33.33% 1 16.67%
7.81% 10 | 15.63% 3 4.69%
2.21% 20.26% | 76 | 14.00% 7 1.29%
13 | 1.39% | 134 | 14.29% | 104 | 11.09% | 23 2.45%
63.64% 0 0.00% 3 13.64% 5 22.73% 0 0.00%
377 288 | 76.39% 3 0.80% 38 | 10.08% | 34 9.02% 14 3.71%
194 136 | 70.10% 7 3.61% 28 | 1443% | 21 | 10.82% 2 1.03%
20 7 35.00% 0 0.00% 5 25.00% 7 35.00% 1 5.00%
6,719 | 5127 | 76.31% | 161 | 2.40% | 584 | 869% | 734 | 10.92% | 113 1.68%
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6 3 50.00% | O 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 50.00% 0 0.00%
100 76 76.00% | 2 2.00% 11 | 11.00% | 11 | 11.00% 0 0.00%
911 612 | 67.18% | 16 | 1.76% | 108 | 11.86% | 143 | 15.70% | 32 3.51%
630 423 | 67.14% | 10 | 159% | 106 | 16.83% | 75 | 11.90% | 16 2.54%
40 12 30.00% | 4 | 10.00% | 14 | 35.00% 6 15.00% 4 10.00%
213 102 | 47.89% | 11 | 5.16% 43 | 20.19% | 18 8.45%
314 108 | 34.39% | 16 | 5.10 29.94% 3 | 20.06% | 33 10.51%

25.00% 33.33% 8 33.33% 1 4.17%
48.70% 20.13% | 1,451 | 17.97% | 643 7.96%
2 25.00% 4 50.00% 0 0.00%

27 | 27.00% | 19 | 19.00% 5 5.00%

463 | 28.46% | 311 | 19.11% | 150 9.22%

34.57% 171 | 27.49% | 148 | 23.79% | 60 9.65%

22 9 4091% | O 0.00% 12 | 54.55% 1 4.55% 0 0.00%
53 22 41.51% | 2 3.77% 21 | 39.62% 6 11.32% 2 3.77%
97 26 26.80% | 3 3.09% 58 | 59.79% 7 7.22% 3 3.09%

9 1 11.11% | 0 0.00% 7 77.78% 0 0.00% 1 11.11%
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2,444 1,374 | 56.22% 63 2.58% 741 30.32% 194 7.94% 72 2.95%
4 1 25.00% 0 0.00% 3 75.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
36 18 50.00% 0 0.00% 14 38.89% 2 5.56% 2 5.56%
308 120 38.96% 8 2.60% 118 38.31% 46 14.94% 16 5.19%
207 62 29.95% 1 0.48% 117 56.52% 16 7.73% 11 5.31%

91 40 43.96% 4 13.19% 4 4.40%
686 446 65.01% 18 12.68% 35 5.10%
901 473 52.50% 32 25.08% 126 13.98% 44 4.88%

35.53% 1 28.95% 22 28.95% 4 5.26%

2% | 3,342 | 15.69% | 2,865 | 13.45% 913 4.29%

0.00% 5 20.83% 9 37.50% 1 4.17%

10 3.33% 57 19.00% 42 14.00% 10 3.33%

50.52% 97 2.86% 799 23.58% 576 17.00% 205 6.05%

56.90% 22.03% 14.31%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540
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The following tables will compare denial rates per racial/ethnic group and
income to identify any group that may have higher denial rates than another.
Higher denial rates are highlighted.

50.00%
100.00% 0. 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
31 20 64.52% 29.03% | 2 6.45% 0 0.00%
3 1 33.33% 33.33% | 1 33.33% 0 0.00%
15.06% | 61 10.32% | 16 2.71%

- 0 - 0
0.00% | O 0.00% 0 0.00%
29.89% | 13 14.94% 0 0.00%
276 | 190 | 68.84% 217% | 47 | 17.03% | 26 9.42% 7 2.54%
4 3 75.00% 0.00% 1 25.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
33 21 | 63.64% 0.00% 9 27.27% 2 6.06% 1 3.03%
26 21 | 80.77% 3.85% 3 11.54% 1 3.85% 0 0.00%
5 1 20.00% 0.00% 2 40.00% 2 40.00% 0 0.00%
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510 | 339 | 66.47% | 14 | 2.75% | 104 | 20.39% | 45 8.82% 8 1.57%

0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 i 0 ;

2 2 | 100.00% | O | 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
64 35 | 5469% | O | 0.00% | 18 | 28.13% 8 12.50% 3 4.69%
131 87 | 66.41% | 1 | 0.76% | 33 | 25.19% 9 6.87% 1 0.76%
10 2 20.00% | 1 |1000% | 5 0% 1 10.00% 1 10.00%
13 3 2308% | 0 | 0.00% 30.7 6 | 46.15% 0 0.00%
51 6 11.76% | 4 | 7.84 39.22% | 16 | 31.37% 5 9.80%

1 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 1 | 100.00% | © 0.00%

919 317 é 55 8% 309 33.62% 176 19.15% 62 6.75%
0 0.00% 0 0.00%

2 2 .i 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
_— |

11% 0 0.00% 6 66.67% 0 0.00% 2 22.22%

185 3.24% 8 4.32% 82 44.32% 34 18.38% 18 9.73%

145 39 26.90% 4 2.76% 58 40.00% 33 22.76% 11 7.59%

5 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 5 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
8 2 25.00% 1 12.50% 5 62.50% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
24 1 4.17% 2 8.33% 16 66.67% 4 16.67% 1 4.17%
3 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
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284 | 107 | 3768% | 6 | 2.11% | 147 | 51.76% | 15 | 5.28% 9 3.17%
1 0 0.00% 0 | 000% | 1 |100.00% | O 0.00% 0 0.00%
0 0 - 0 0 - 0 ; 0
30 2 6.67% 0 | 000% | 24 | 80.00% | 3 | 10.00% 1 3.33%
53 4 7.55% 0 | 000% | 44 | 83.02% | 2 3.77% 3 5.66%
21 6 | 2857% | 1 | 476% | 12 a% | 1 4.76% 1 4.76%
59 31 | 5254% | 1 | 1.69% 30.5 8 | 13.56% 1 1.69%

36.36% 5. 4 36.36% | 23 | 17.42% 6 4.55%
16.67% 50.00% | 4 | 33.33% 0 0.00%
28.17% | 297 | 12.89% | 95 | 4.12%

1 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

0.00% 6 50.00% 0 0.00% 2 16.67%

9 2.46% 150 40.98% 58 15.85% 22 6.01%

52.89%

30.08% 11.57%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540

For loan applicants under 50% of MSA/MD Median income the following
groups had denial rates that were 10% higher than the average denial rate:

e American Indian/Alaska Native FHA,FSA/RHS/, and VA loan denial
rates of 50% (17.50% Average)

e Black or African American FHA,FSA/RHS/, and VA loan denial
rates of 29.03% (17.50% Average)

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 241 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

e Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander FHA,FSA/RHS/, and VA
loan denial rates of 33.33 (17.50% Average)

e Race Not Available FHA,FSA/RHS/, and VA loan denial rates of
29.89% (17.50% Average)

e Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander conventional loan denial
rates of 40% (21.27% Average)

e American Indian or Alaskan Native refinance loan denial rate of
50.00% (35.80% Average)

o Black or African American home improvement loan denial rate of
73.9% (61.3% Average)

e Joint refinance loan denial rate of 66.67% (35.80% Average)

e Black or African American home improvement denial rate of
66.67% (56.62% Average)

o Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Isla
rate of 100.00% (56.62% Average

e Two or more minority races hom
100.00% (56.62% Average)

e Race Not Available home igaprovement den
(56.62% Average)

e Hispanic or Latino home im ment denial rate of 83.02%

(56.62% Average)

ome improvement denial
ment denial rate of

rate of 80.00%

66.67% 33.33%

85.71% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 14.29% 0 0.00%

67.68% 3 3.03% 16 16.16% 12 12.12% 1 1.01%

77.78% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 22.22% 0 0.00%

74.48% 19 1.41% 131 9.75% 161 | 11.98% 32 2.38%
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1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
10 8 80.00% 0 0.00% 2 20.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
162 104 64.20% 5 3.09% | 35 | 21.60% | 17 | 10.49% 1 0.62%
346 256 73.99% 2 0.58% | 44 | 12.72% | 35 | 10.12% 9 2.60%

5 3 60.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 1 | 20.00% 0 0.00%
62 47 75.81% 1 1.61% 6 8% 5 8.06% 3 4.84%
31 21 67.74% 1 3.23% 16.1 4 | 12.90% 0 0.00%

33.33% 66.67% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
73.36% 11.44% | 139 | 10.46% | 27 2.03%
0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

33.33% 1 | 11.11% 0 0.00%

25 | 15.72% | 20 | 12.58% 4 2.52%

38 | 20.65% | 16 | 8.70% 6 3.26%

45.45% 45.45% 1 9.09% 0 0.00%

34 14 41.18% 1 294% | 10 | 29.41% 8 | 23.53% 1 2.94%
81 23 28.40% 2 247% | 29 | 35.80% | 17 |20.99% | 10 | 12.35%

7 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 5 71.43% 1 | 14.29% 1 14.29%

1,624 | 722 44.46% 83 | 511% | 374 | 23.03% | 304 | 18.72% | 141 | 8.68%
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1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

9 2 22.22% 0 0.00% 6 66.67% 0 0.00% 1 11.11%

331 126 38.07% 9 2.72% 97 29.31% 71 21.45% 28 8.46%

167 68 40.72% 11 6.59% 38 22.75% 36 21.56% 14 8.38%

6 4 66.67% 0 0.00% 2 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

11 5 45.45% 0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0.00%

33.33% 0.00% 0 0.00%

100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

46.90% 37.83% 40 8.85% 17 3.76%

66.67% 0 0.00% 1 33.33%

41.27% 12 19.05% 4 6.35%

55.93% 4 6.78% 4 6.78%

56.00% 36.00% 2 8.00% 0 0.00%

114 72 63.16% 2 1.75% 22 19.30% 14 12.28% 4 3.51%

235 119 50.64% 6 2.55% 66 28.09% 33 14.04% 11 4.68%

21 8 38.10% 0 0.00% 9 42.86% 3 14.29% 1 4.76%

4,749 | 2,910 61.28% 150 | 3.16% 828 17.44% 644 | 13.56% 217 4.57%
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3 2 66.67% 0 0.00% 1 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

31 15 48.39% 0 0.00% 13 41.94% 1 3.23% 2 6.45%

715 358 50.07% 17 2.38% 183 25.59% 120 | 16.78% 37 5.17%

For loan applicants 50-79% of MSA/M
groups had denial rates that were 10% hi

61.11%

20.24% 12.04%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540

edian income the following
n the average denial rate:

American Indian/Alaska Nati
rate of 33.33% (11.31%
Race Not Available FHA, F
21.60% (11.31% A e)
Native Hawaiian or
rate of 66.67% (12.1
Joint conven

, and VA loan denial

S, and VA loan denial rate of

nder conventional loan denial

nial rate of 33.33% (12.13% Average)

(25.12% Average)
ance loan denial rate of 66.67% (25.12% Average)

Black or African American home improvement loan denial rate of
66.67% (40.11% Average)

Joint home improvement loan denial rate of 66.67% (40.11%
Average)

Hispanic or Latino home improvement loan denial rate of 55.93%
(40.11% Average)
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77.78% 11.11% 0.00% 11.11% 0.00%

60 40 66.67% 1 1.67% 7 11.67% 9 15.00% 3 5.00%

6 3 50.00% 0 0.00% 33.33% 1 16.67%

682 513 75.22% 14 2.05% 12.76% 11 1.61%

2 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 50.00% 0 0.00%

8 6 75.00% 0 0. 0.00% 2 25.00% 0 0.00%

63.11%

18.45% 15 14.56% 4 3.88%

69.17% 15.04% 17 12.78% 2 1.50%

16.67% 2 33.33% 0 0.00%

15.38% 2 5.13% 2 5.13%

10.34% 13.79% 6 20.69% 0 0.00%

0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00%

21 2.51% 86 10.26% 91 10.86% 14 1.67%

0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 100.00% 0 0.00%

10 7 70.00% 1 10.00% 2 20.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
106 71 66.98% 1 0.94% 16 15.09% 14 13.21% 4 3.77%
70 43 61.43% 1 1.43% 10 14.29% 13 18.57% 3 4.29%

5 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 1 20.00% 2 40.00% 1 20.00%
22 11 50.00% 2 9.09% 3 13.64% 2 9.09% 4 18.18%
38 16 42.11% 3 7.89% 11 28.95% 5 13.16% 3 7.89%
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4 1 25.00% | O 0.00% 2 50.00% 1 25.00% 0 0.00%
1,058 | 503 | 47.54% | 46 4.35% | 211 | 19.94% | 205 | 19.38% 93 8.79%
1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
7 4 57.14% | O 0.00% 3 42.86% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
207 91 | 43.96% | 9 4.35% 56 27.05% 35 16.91% 16 7.73%
77 21 | 2727% | 4 5.19% 27 35.06% 18 23.38% 7 9.09%
2 1 50.00% | O 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
4 1 25.00% | O 0.00% 2 .00% 0 0.00% 1 25.00%
11 1 9.09% 1 72.7 0 0.00% 1 9.09%
1 0 0.00% 0 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
55.06% 33.04% 26 7.74% 9 2.68%
- 0 - 0 -
50.00% 1 12.50% 0 0.00%
22.58% 2 6.45% 2 6.45%
52.17% 3 13.04% 2 8.70%
23.08% 4 30.77% 1 7.69%
14.86% 5 6.76% 7 9.46%
52.90% 21.74% 20 14.49% 7 5.07%
13 4 3077% | 0O 0.00% 4 30.77% 3 23.08% 2 15.38%
2,914 | 1,827 | 62.70% | 86 2.95% | 465 | 15.96% | 409 | 14.04% | 127 | 4.36%
6 1 16.67% | O 0.00% 1 16.67% 4 66.67% 0 0.00%
33 20 | 60.61% 1 3.03% 9 27.27% 3 9.09% 0 0.00%
447 243 | 54.36% | 14 3.13% 98 21.92% 66 14.77% 26 5.82%
303 162 | 53.47% 7 2.31% 69 22.77% 51 16.83% 14 4.62%
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Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540

For loan applicants 80-99% of MSA/MD Median income the following
groups had denial rates that were 10% higher than the average denial rate:

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander conventional loan denial

rate of 50.00% (11.23% Average)

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander refinance loan denial rate
of 50.00% (21.46% Average)

Two or More Minority Races refinance loan denial rate of 100.00%

(21.46% Average)

Joint refinance loan denial rate of 42.
Hispanic or Latino refinance loan d
Average)

American Indian or Alaska N
rate of 50.00% (34.10% Av e)
Asian home improvement4gan d | rate of 50.00% (34.10%
Average)

Black or African A
72.73% (34.10% Av
Native Hawaiian or O
denial rate @ ).00%

0 (21.46% Average)
rate of 35.06% (21.46%

home i ovement loan denial

n homejimprovement loan denial rate of

lander home improvement loan
.10% Average)
oan denial rate of 50.00% (34.10%

e improvement loan denial rate of 52.17%

100.00% 0.00% 0.00%
8 7 87.50% 0 0.00% 1 12.50% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
35 28 80.00% 0 0.00% 2 5.71% 4 11.43% 1 2.86%
2 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00%
495 379 76.57% 5 1.01% 34 6.87% 69 13.94% 8 1.62%
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1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
15 11 73.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 20.00% 1 6.67%
81 50 61.73% 2 2.47% 12 14.81% 17 20.99% 0 0.00%
84 57 67.86% 1 1.19% 10 11.90% 15 17.86% 1 1.19%

2 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 100.00% 0 0.00%
25 17 68.00% 1 4.00% 2 8.00% 3 12.00% 2 8.00%
18 13 72.22% 0 0.00% 5 27.78% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

4 3 75.00% 0 0.00% 1 25.00% 0 0.00%
709 550 77.57% 12 68 9.59% 11 1.55%

1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0.00%

12 7 58.33% 16.67% 3 25.00% 0 0.00%

73.53% 6.86% 20 19.61% 0 0.00%

13.56% 8 13.56% 1 1.69%

8.00% 4 16.00% 4 16.00% 3 12.00%

1 3.70% 9 33.33% 1 3.70% 2 7.41%

1 20.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00%

47.77% 51 5.06% 201 19.96% 195 19.36% 79 7.85%

1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%

9 4 44.44% 2 22.22% 2 22.22% 1 11.11% 0 0.00%

194 70 36.08% 10 5.15% 63 32.47% 33 17.01% 18 9.28%

85 27 31.76% 3 3.53% 25 29.41% 23 27.06% 7 8.24%
5 3 60.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00%
4 1 25.00% 0 0.00% 1 25.00% 1 25.00% 1 25.00%
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6 1 16.67% 0 0.00% 5 83.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
278 158 56.83% 10 3.60% 78 28.06% 26 9.35% 6 2.16%
2 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
33 13 39.39% 1 3.03% 12 36.36% 6 18.18% 1 3.03%
18 8 44.44% 1 5.56% 33.33% 2 11.11% 1 5.56%
8 4 50.00% 0 0.00% 3 37.50% 0 0.00%
62 37 59.68% 3 4.84% 8 12.90% 6 9.68%
86 56 65.12% 1 11 24.42% 5.81% 3 3.49%
12 6 50.00% 16.67% 3 25.00% 0 0.00%
2,489 | 1,568 | 63.00% 15.31% 358 14.38% 104 4.18%
40.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00%

13.51% 7 18.92% 1 2.70%

3.17% 94 22.93% 76 18.54% 19 4.63%

19.92%

19.51%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540

4.07%

For loan applicants 100-119% of MSA/MD Median income the following
groups had denial rates that were 10% higher than the average denial rate:

+ Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander FHA, FSA/RHS, and VA

loan denial rate of 50.0% (7.84% Average)

o Black or African American conventional loan denial rate of 27.78%

(9.62% Average)

o Black or African American refinance loan denial rate of 33.33%

(22.00% Average)

e Race Not Available refinance loan denial rate of 32.47% (22.00%

Average)
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e Black or African American home improvement loan denial rate of
83.33% (30.61% Average)

¢ Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander home improvement loan
denial rate of 100.00% (30.61% Average)

e Two or More Minority Races home improvement loan denial rate of
100.0% (30.61% Average)

e Joint home improvement loan denial rate of 100.00%
(30.61%Average)

100.00%

64.29% 7.14% 2 14.29% 1 7.14%

16.90% 8 11.27% 1 1.41%

0.00% 1 33.33% 0 0.00%

8.54% 108 11.38% 18 1.90%

0.00% 1 50.00% 1 50.00%

66.67% 10.00% 5 16.67% 2 6.67%

110 72 65.45% 4 3.64% 18 16.36% 14 12.73% 2 1.82%
99 69 69.70% 2 2.02% 13 13.13% 11 11.11% 4 4.04%
5 5 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
218 174 79.82% 1 0.46% 15 6.88% 22 10.09% 6 2.75%
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90 65 72.22% 2 2.22% 11 12.22% 10 11.11% 2 2.22%

6 2 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4 66.67% 0 0.00%

3,333 | 2,637 | 79.12% 78 2.34% 174 5.22% 391 11.73% 53 1.59%

1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
67 55 82.09% 1 1.49% 4 5.97% 7 10.45% 0 0.00%
480 323 67.29% 13 2.71% 42 % 81 16.88% 21 4.38%

186 131 70.43% 4 2.15% 7 9.1 29 15.59% 5 2.69%
14 5 35.71% 2 14. 21.43% 2 14.29% 2 14.29%
119 62 52.10% 1 15.13% 23 19.33% 10 8.40%
117 49 44.88° 6 .13% 25 21.37% 24 20.51% 13 11.11%
7 2 ‘ 0 0 0.00% 1 14.29% 4 57.14% 0 0.00%
6 , 08% 188 5.42% 530 15.29% 571 16.47% 268 7.73%

3 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 100.00% 0 0.00%
66 30 45.45% 6 9.09% 10 15.15% 18 27.27% 2 3.03%

710 312 43.94% 25 3.52% 165 23.24% 138 19.44% 70 9.86%

148 60 40.54% 6 4.05% 23 15.54% 38 25.68% 21 14.19%
4 1 25.00% 0 0.00% 3 75.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
26 13 50.00% 1 3.85% 7 26.92% 5 19.23% 0 0.00%
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32 15 46.88% 0 0.00% 13 40.63% 3 9.38% 1 3.13%

2 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00%

1,094 712 65.08% 30 2.74% 234 21.39% 87 7.95% 31 2.83%

1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

62.50% 29.17% 1 4.17% 1 4.17%

45.70%

23 15.23% 8 5.30%

48.15%

Source: https://ffiec.cfpb.gov/data-publication/aggregate-reports/2017/MD/41540

For loan applicants 120% and over MSA/MD Median income the following
groups had denial rates that were 10% higher than the average denial rate:
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¢ American Indian or Alaska Native home improvement loan denial
rate of 75.00% (23.46% Average)

o Black or African American home improvement loan denial rate of
40.63% (23.46% Average)

e Hispanic or Latino home improvement loan denial rate of 40.74%
(23.46% Average)

26.7% 31.4%
13.9% 59 9.4% 8 7.6%
4

83 ‘ 4.5% 12 1.9% 3 2.9%

4.1 5.7 22 3.5 5 4.8

24 29.6 155 26.0 138 21.9 17 16.2

35 43.2 249 41.7 274 43.4 57 54.3

16 19.8 159 26.6 197 31.2 26 24.8

0 0.0 2 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
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72.7 3 60.0
27.3 2 40.0
145 3 17.6
18.1 3 17.6
38.4 7 41.2
24.6 3 17.6
4.3 1 5.9
44.9 20 35.1
30.7 17 29.8
21.2 18 31.6
3.3 2 35
0.0 0 0.0
29.4 7 26.9
42.1 11 42.3
28.4 8 30.8
0.0 0 0.0
0.0 0 0.0
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26.7 7 41.2
38.2 7 41.2
23.7 2 11.8
3.1 0 0.0
49.3 29 50.0
28.2 15 25.9
21.1 13 22.4
1.3 1 1.7
0.0 0 0.0
29.5 27 31.8
44.2 38 44.7
26.3 20 235
0.0 0 0.0
0.0 0 0.0
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16.6 32 17.1
39.0 77 41.2
25.8 35 18.7
4.0 5 2.7
44.7 195 44.2
32.2 132 29.9
21.1 102 23.1
21 12 2.7
0.0 0 0.0
27.9 96 23.1
41.9 184 44.2
30.2 136 32.7
0.0 0 0.0
0.0 0 0.0
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13.8 5 33.3
24.1 1 6.7
345 5 33.3
0.0 1 6.7
51.5 26 59.1
25.4 10 22.7
21.5 5 11.4
15 3 6.8
0.0 0 0.0
32.3 13 351
49.5 13 35.1
18.3 11 29.7
0.0 0 0.0
0.0 0 0.0
The following tables list reasons for denial by race, ethnicity, gender, and income.
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2 0 0 0 0 1 |5 | 1 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
71 12 | 16 8 11 15 | 21 | 10 | 14 5 8 9 12 6 8
189 | 37 | 19 5 2 52 | 27 | 37 | 19 | 10 4 21 11 19 10

4 0 0 2 50 0 0 2 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
161 | 27 | 16 7 4 3 22 13 15 9
100 | 23 | 23 6 6 1 5 5 7 7
87 14 | 16 5 5 8 10 11 10 11
50 1 | 22 4 8 10 6 12 3 6
85 28 | 32 | 13 15 3 3 3 5 5
108 | 22 | 20 3 4 9 8 5 4
53 8 15 2 24 | 11 | 20 3 5 6 11 7 13
35 6 17 2 5 7 | 20| 8 22 0 5 7 20 3 8
85 9 10 2 2 16 | 18 | 15 | 17 4 7 18 21 15 17
32 2 6 0 0 29 | 90 | 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
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6 3 50 1 | 16 2 33 0 0 0 0 0 0
96 23 | 23 1 | 11 | 18 | 18 4 4 19 19 10 10
289 77 | 26 43 | 14 | 85 | 29 10 3 35 12 25 8

6 2 33 0 0 1 16 0 0 1 16 1 16
224 74 | 33 8 3 23 10 17 7
125 32 | 25 10 8 14 11 9 7
135 40 | 29 2 1 14 10 15 11
43 9 20 0 0 12 27 5 11
84 49 | 58 1 1 7 8 2 2
124 35 | 28 2 1 9 7 11 8
73 21 | 28 1 1 9 12 9 12
53 13 | 24 3 5 8 15 5 9
178 31 | 17 20 | 11 | 57 | 32 10 5 30 16 19 10
22 11 | 50 6 | 27 0 0 3 13 0 0 2 9
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24 4 16 4 16 4 16 1 1 4 7 29 3 12
351 63 | 17 45 | 12 | 102 | 29 3 3 0 95 27 36 10
962 | 204 | 21 235 | 24 | 236 | 24 | 22 18 1 145 15 96 9
15 9 60 0 0 2 13 0 0 0 2 13 1 6
536 | 129 | 24 8 1 99 18 58 10
334 76 | 22 6 1 46 13 39 11
472 93 | 19 7 1 76 16 35 7
252 44 | 17 2 0 70 27 27 10
277 | 109 | 39 4 1 28 10 24 8
324 82 | 25 3 0 54 16 33 10
203 41 | 20 3 1 35 17 21 10
190 36 | 18 2 1 34 17 16 8
515 65 | 12 8 | 16 | 168 | 32 | 11 8 1 119 23 55 10
93 10 | 10 23 | 24 | 16 17 7 3 3 22 23 12 12
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9 0 0 0 0 7 77 0 0 1 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
85 25 29 0 0 44 51 9 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 6 25
554 141 25 5 0 291 52 62 11 8 1 4 0 16 2 0 0 27 141
21 8 38 0 0 11 52 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8
363 89 24 4 1 13 3 0 0 14 89
242 67 27 1 0 4 1 0 0 6 67
203 48 23 0 0 1 0 0 0 18 48
46 18 39 0 0 1 2 0 0 3 18
175 67 38 1 0 1 0 0 0 8 67
176 54 30 0 0 3 1 0 0 8 54
114 37 32 0 0 3 2 0 0 4 37
81 17 20 1 1 3 3 0 0 3 17
254 44 17 1 0 129 50 47 18 3 1 3 1 9 3 0 0 18 44
56 4 7 0 0 50 89 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
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4. Insurance

There was not suitable data available to determine if discrepancies existed
in the rates and amounts of insurance coverage available to minority
households in the Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, Easton, and
Northampton County. Further investigation and assessment are needed to
determine if housing insurance is a significant barrier to fair housing choice
in the area.
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D. Citizen Participation:

The Cities of Allentown, Bethlehem, Easton, and Northampton County
developed the Analysis of Impediments with input received through individual
meetings and public meetings with a variety of stakeholders and
representatives of the community which included representatives from the
Cities and County; Housing Authority; community, social service, and advocacy
agencies; and non-profit and for profit entities.

The County advertised and held three (3) public hearings on the impediments
to fair housing choice in the City of Allentown, the City of Bethlehem, and the
City of Easton that provided residents with the opportunity to discuss the
County’s Al and to offer their suggestions. The @Zounty held four (4) Needs
Public Hearings on February 6, 2019, Februar , 2019, February 27, 2019,
and March 6, 2019 to discuss fair housing i The draft Al was placed on
public display starting on Wednesday,
2021. The draft Al was available at th

The County held a public hearing on Th ay, June 10, 2021 during the draft

4| d on Friday, June 10, 2021 and
County Council approved a re
HUD.

In the *“Citizen
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V. Actions and Recommendations

The following impediments to fair housing choice and recommendations are presented
to assist Northampton County to affirmatively further fair housing choice in the area.
The previously identified impediments to fair housing choice were discussed in
Section Il and progress was reported for each impediment.

The Bethlehem, Easton, Allentown, Northampton (“BEAN”) Fair Housing
Partnership’s FY 2020 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice has identified
the following impediments, goals, and strategies to affirmatively further fair housing:

e Impediment 1: Need for Fair Housing Education and Outreach

There is a need to improve the knowledge an
rights and responsibilities of individuals, f
classes, landlords, real estate profession
Housing Act (FHA).

derstanding concerning the
members of the protected
ic officials under the Fair

Goal: Improve the public’'s knowledg
related laws, regulations, and requi
in the community.

areness of the Fair Housing Act,
to affirmatively further fair housing

Strategies: In order
undertaken:

the following actions should be

eir rights under the Fair Housing Act (FHA)
with Disabilities Act (ADA).

ltors, bankers, housing providers, and other real estate
their responsibilities under the Fair Housing Act (FHA)
ans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-C: Educate policy makers and municipal staff about the Fair Housing
Act (FHA) and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

- 1-D: Support Fair Housing organizations and legal advocacy groups to
assist persons who may be victims of housing discrimination.

- 1-E: Identify the language and communication needs of LEP persons to
provide the specific language assistance that is required.
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e Impediment 2: Need for Affordable Housing

In the Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ Metro Area, over one out of every
two (52.2%) renter households in the area is paying over 30% of their monthly
incomes on housing costs. Nearly, one out of every three (29.5%) owner
households with a mortgage is paying over 30% of their monthly income on
housing costs. The number of households that are housing cost burdened
significantly increases as household income decreases.

Goal: Increase the supply of decent, safe, and sanitary housing that is
affordable and accessible through the new construction and rehabilitation of
various types of housing, especially housing that is affordable to lower income
households.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal,
undertaken:

llowing actions should be

- 2-A: Support and encourage
providers to create, through
mixed-income housing.

velopers‘and non-profit housing
tion or rehabilitation, affordable

- 2-B: Support and en
occupied and ow

habilitation of existing renter-
g units in the area for households

ducation, training programs, and closing
nt assistance to increase the number of owner-
its.

ant education and maintenance training programs to
d support healthy rental housing units.

- 2-E: Create a landlord marketing program to encourage lower income
rental housing participation.

- 2-F: Provide federal, state and local funding in response to HMDA data
discrimination patterns to support higher loan to value ratios for minority
homebuyers.

- 2-G: Participate in the regional housing database of decent, safe, and
sanitary housing that is affordable and accessible for households below
80% AMI.
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- 2-H: Create affirmative marketing procedures that include the
development of community networks to attract protected classes that
are least likely to apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

e Impediment 3: Need for Accessible Housing

There is a lack of accessible housing units in the area as the supply of
accessible housing has not kept pace with the demand of individuals desiring
to live independently.

Goal: Increase the supply of accessible housing through new construction
and rehabilitation of accessible housing for persons with disabilities.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, th
undertaken:

llowing actions should be

- 3-A: Promote the need for
supporting and encouragin evelopers and non-profits to
develop, construct, or rehabili ing that is accessible to persons
with disabilities.

- 3-B: Provide financial
renter-occupied cupied housing units to enable seniors
and persons wi ilitieg\to remain in their homes.

e ADA and Fair Housing requirements for
“reasonable accommodations” to their rental
essible to tenants.

ffirmative marketing procedures that include the
3T community networks to attract persons with disabilities
that are [€ likely to apply for new affordable housing opportunities.

e Impediment 4: Public Policy

The local Zoning Ordinances need additional definitions and provisions
concerning Fair Housing.

Goal: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to promote the development of
various types of affordable housing throughout the area.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be
undertaken:
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- 4-A: Revise local Zoning Ordinances to include additional definitions,
statements, and revisions.

- 4-B: Adopt a written Reasonable Accommodation Policy for housing
developers and the Planning/Zoning Commission to follow when
reasonable accommodation requests are made concerning zoning and
land use as it applies to protected classes under the Fair Housing Act.

- 4-C: Develop financial incentives to encourage developers and housing
providers to offer more affordable housing options in the area.

- 4-D: Encourage LMI, minority, and protected class resident participation
in the various local Boards and Commissio

- 4-E: Specific to the County; the Cou ill provide support, including

e Impediment 5: Reqgional Approach

There is a need for a regional [ roach to affirmatively further fair
housing in the area.

Goal: Form a regionalgooperative fair housing consortium to affirmatively
further fair housing @ A

Strategies: i 0 meet this goal, the following actions should be
undertaken

- 5-B: Through the regional fair housing consortium create regional fair
housing activities and projects.

- b5-C: Create a database of decent, safe, and sanitary housing that is
affordable and accessible for households below 80% AMI.

- 5-D: Work collaboratively with affordable housing developers/providers
to ensure affirmative fair marketing plans and deconcentration policies
are created and implemented.

- 5-E: Support (financially and structurally) the local housing authority to
address, “Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing.”

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 275 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

The following Impediment is specific to the local public housing authorities:

e Impediment 6: Housing Authority Fair Housing

There is a need to improve the knowledge and implementation of fair housing
rights and responsibilities as it pertains to housing authority activities.

Goal: Improve the housing authorities’ actions to affirmatively further fair
housing in the area.

Strategies: In order to meet this goal, the following actions should be
undertaken:

- 6-A: Provide annual fair housing trai
employees and staff.

to all housing authority

- 6-B: Provide annual fair housin
participating in their voucher p

- 6-C: Informational resources wil made available to housing authority
residents  concernin ir ing, especially reasonable
accommodations.

d communication needs of LEP persons to
assistance that is required.

- 6-G: Partner with local jurisdictions to provide residential rehabilitation
funding for participation or interested voucher landlords.

- 6-H: Continue to encourage homeownership opportunities to housing
authority residents through their Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS)
programs.

- 6-1: Promote Section 3 Opportunities (jobs and training) to housing
authority residents.
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VI. Certifications

City of Allentown Signature Page:
I hereby certify that this Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice is in

compliance with the intent and directives of the Community Development Block Grant
Program regulations.

Ray O'Connell, Mayor, City of Allentown, PA &

Date
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City of Bethlehem Signature Page:

I hereby certify that this Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice is in
compliance with the intent and directives of the Community Development Block Grant
Program regulations.

Robert J. Donchez, Mayor, City of Bethlehem, PA

Date
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City of Easton Signature Page:

I hereby certify that this Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice is in
compliance with the intent and directives of the Community Development Block Grant
Program regulations.

Sal Panto, Jr., Mayor, City of Easton, PA

Date
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Northampton County Signature Page:

I hereby certify that this Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice is in
compliance with the intent and directives of the Community Development Block Grant
Program regulations.

Lamont G. McClure, Jr., County Executive, Northampton County, PA

Date
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VII. Maps

The following maps are attached:

Percent White Population by Block Group

Percent Minority Population by Block Group

Percent Population Age 65 and Over by Block Group
Housing Density by Block Group

Percent Owner Occupied Housing Units by Block Group
Percent Renter Occupied Housing Units by Block Group
Low- and Moderate-Income Percentage by Block Group

Low- and Moderate-Income and Minority Percent<by8lock Group
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VIIl. Appendix

The following documents are attached:

U.S. Census Data
CHAS Data

HMDA Data

Citizen Participation

<<&

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 282 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

A

ata

U.S. Cens

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 283 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

CHAS

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 284 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

HMDA

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 285 of 286



BEAN Fair Housing Partnership

A

ation

Citizen Par

v
&

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 286 of 286



	Regional Partnership
	Executive Summary
	I. Introduction
	II. Background Data
	A. Population, Race, Ethnicity, and Religion:
	B. Households:
	C. Income and Poverty:
	D. Employment:
	E. Housing Profile:
	F. Housing Costs:
	G. Household Housing Problems:
	H. Racial and Ethnic Housing Problems:
	I. Racial and Ethnic Housing Cost Burden:
	J. Segregation
	K. Data on Disability

	III. Review/Update to Original Plan
	A. Summary of Impediments Allentown:
	B. Summary of Impediments Bethlehem:
	C. Summary of Impediments Easton:
	D. Summary of Impediments Northampton County:

	IV. Impediments to Fair Housing 2021
	A. Fair Housing Complaints:
	B. Public Sector:
	C. Private Sector:
	D. Citizen Participation:

	V. Actions and Recommendations
	VI. Certifications
	VII. Maps
	VIII. Appendix



