U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Office of Housing

 All State and Area Coordinators,       Notice:  H 95-45 (HUD)

 All Directors of Housing; All

 Multifamily Housing Directors          Issued:  May 22, 1995

                                        Expires:  May 31, 1996

                                        Handbook 457l.2 Disabled

                                        Handbook 457l.3 REV-1 Elderly

Subject: Fiscal Year 1995 Policy for Capital Advance

         Authority Assignments, Instructions and Additional

         Program Requirements for the Section 202 and

         Section 811 Capital Advance Programs, Section 202

         and Section 811 Application Processing and

         Selection Instructions, Processing Schedule.

1.      PURPOSE.  This Notice transmits for Fiscal Year 1995:

        A. Major Changes to Fiscal Year 1995 Application/Selection

           Process

        B. Section 202/811 Processing Schedule

        C. State and Area Office Allocations for Section 202(ATT.1)

        D. State and Area Office Allocations for Section 811(ATT.2)

        E. Section 811 Program Modifications (ATT.3)

     F. Section 811 Workshop Instructions (ATT.4)

     G. Section 811 Funding Notification (ATT.5)

     H. Section 811 Application Processing and Selections (ATT.6)

     I. Section 202 Application Processing and Selections (ATT.7)

        J. Congressional Notification Memorandum Format (ATT.8)

     K. Minority Business Enterprise Goals (ATT.9)

     L. Section 811 Rating Guidelines (ATT.10)

        M. Section 811 Standard Rating Criteria Form (ATT.11)

        N. Section 202 Rating Guidelines (ATT.12)

        O. Section 202 Standard Rating Criteria Form (ATT.13)

        P. Section 202 Initial Screening and Technical Review Sheets

           (ATT.14)

        Q. Section 811 Initial Screening and Technical Review Sheets

        (ATT.15)

        This Notice should be used in conjunction with the Interim

Rules (Parts 889 or 890), the appropriate Federal Register Notice

of Fund Availability, and Handbook 4571.2  - Section 811

Supportive Housing for Persons with Disabilities or Handbook

4571.3 REV-1 - Section 202 Supportive Housing for the Elderly.

:       Distribution:

2.   MAJOR CHANGES to FY 1995 APPLICATION/SELECTION PROCESS:

        A.For Section 202 applications, the new minimum project

size for both metro and nonmetro proposals is 5 units.

The maximum of 125 units for projects in metro and

nonmetro areas is unchanged.

        B.During the selection process, rating panels should

select for funding, ranked applications in descending

order which most reasonably approximate the number of

units and capital advance funds available to each HUD

office.  The  selection panels must select in rank

order down to the next highest rated application that

can utilize the remaining funds WITHOUT skipping over a

higher rated application.

C.The modifications outlined in Attachments 6 and 7 of

this Notice eliminate the role of the Regional Offices

in the selection process for Fiscal Year 1995 Section

202 and Section 811 applications.

D.Under the Section 811 program, priority categories A

and B have been eliminated.  Sponsors under Section 811

who submit applications with satisfactory site control

and the site is acceptable, will receive 10 bonus

points.  In the case of a scattered site application

submitted with evidence of site control for all of the

sites, the evidence must be satisfactory for each site

and all of the sites must be acceptable for the

application to receive the 10 bonus points for site

control.

E.Under Section 811, bonus points will also be provided

for the following:

        1.   Applications submitted by Sponsors whose

                boards are comprised of at least 51% persons

                with disabilities will be awarded 5 bonus

                points.

        2.   Applications in which the Sponsor has

                involved persons with disabilities (including

                minority persons with disabilities) in the

                development of the application and will

                involve persons with disabilities (including

                minority persons with disabilities) in the

                development of the project will be awarded 5

                bonus points.

                        3.Applications submitted by sponsors in which

there is satisfactory evidence of control of

an approvable site for a project that will be

located within the boundaries of a Federally

designated Empowerment Zone, Urban

Supplemental Empowerment Zone, Enterprise

Community or Urban Enhanced Enterprise

Community will be awarded 5 bonus points.

The bonus points will still be awarded in the

case of a scattered-site project where the

Sponsor does not have control of all of the

sites as long as it has control of one or

more sites that are in an appropriate

zone/community.

F.Under Section 202, bonus points will be provided for

the following:

                        1.   Applications where the Sponsor has involved

elderly persons (including minority elderly

persons) in the development of the

application and will involve elderly persons

(including minority elderly persons) in the

development of the project will be awarded 5

bonus points.

                        2.Applications submitted by sponsors in which

there is satisfactory evidence of control of

an approvable site for a project that will be

located within the boundaries of a Federally

designated Empowerment Zone, Urban

Supplemental Empowerment Zone, Enterprise

Community or Urban Enhanced Enterprise

Community will be awarded 5 bonus points.

G.For Section 811, the supportive services plan will no

longer be rated by State and Area Offices.  The plan

will be submitted to the appropriate State or local

agency, as is required by statute, and that agency will

complete a certification which will indicate whether or

not the plan is well designed, whether or not the

proposed facility is consistent/inconsistent with State

or local plans, and whether or not the services will be

provided on a consistent, long-term basis.

H.For Section 811, there is no longer an upper limit on

exceptions to project size limits for group homes or

independent living facilities.  Requests for exceptions

to the project size limits will be considered on a

case-by-case basis following the criteria outlined in

the NOFA.

I.In accordance with HUD Notice H 95-17 issued March 20,

1995, all offices are reminded that Notice H 94-88,

issued 10/28/94, will apply to all applications

submitted for funding under the Fiscal Year 1995

Section 202 and 811 funding round.  This Notice

requires a Transaction Screen Process and a Phase I

Environmental Site assessment of the site, in

accordance with the American Society for Testing and

Material (ASTM), Standards E 1528-93 and E 1527-93, as

amended.

If the completion of the Transaction Screen

Questionnaire results in either a yes or unknown

responses, further study is required and a Phase I

Environmental Site Assessment, in accordance with the

ASTM, must also be completed and submitted with the

application. If the Phase I study indicates the

possible presence of contamination and/or hazards,

further study must be undertaken.  At this point, the

Sponsor must decide whether to continue with this site

or choose another site.  Should the Sponsor chose

another site, the same environmental site assessment

procedure identified above must be followed for that

site.  Since all Transaction Screen processes and Phase

I studies must be completed and submitted with the

application, it is important that the Sponsor starts

the site assessment process as soon after NOFA

publication as possible.

If the Sponsor chooses to continue with the original

site, then a detailed Phase II Environmental Site

Assessment by an appropriate professional will have to

be undertaken.  NOTE:  THIS COULD BE AN EXPENSIVE

UNDERTAKING.  THE COST OF THE STUDY WOULD BE BORNE BY

THE SPONSOR IF THE APPLICATION IS NOT SELECTED.  If the

Phase II Assessment reveals site contamination, the

extent of the contamination and a plan for clean-up of

the site must be submitted to the local Field Office.

The plan for clean-up must include a contract for

remediation of the problem(s) and an approval letter

from the applicable Federal, State, and/or local agency

with jurisdiction over the site.  In order for the

application to be considered for review under the FY

1995 funding, this information would have to be

submitted to the local Field Office no later than

August 16, 1995.

J.The CHAS has been replaced by a Consolidated Plan.  A

discussion of the Consolidated Plan can be found in

item 4 of this Notice.

        K.      Sponsors of Section 202 projects in Oklahoma may submit

the Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated

Plan after the application deadline date but no later

than August 25, 1995.

Sponsors of Section 811 projects in Oklahoma may submit

the Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated

Plan after the application deadline date but no later

than august 25, 1995.  In addition, such Sponsors may

submit the Supportive Services Certification after the

application deadline date but no later than August 25,

1995.

        L.Due to the extremely tight time frame of this years

schedule, Fiscal Year 1995 Section 202 and Section 811

funding announcements will be made directly by State

and Area offices.  The processing schedule (item 11 of

this Notice) outlines modifications necessary to

accommodate this change.

State and Area Offices will submit to Headquarters

their lists of selections, final selection diskettes,

transmittal memorandum and congressional notification

memorandum, while at the same time submitting 718's and

PAD's to the former Regional Office's Office of the

Comptroller, Accounting Division.  These actions must

be completed by September 27, 1995.

        REMINDER:  The standard abbreviations (Appendix 7, Handbooks

                         4571.2 [Section 811] and 4571.3 REV-1 [Section

                         202]) are to be followed by the staff when

                         logging in the applications.

2.      FISCAL YEAR 1995 CAPITAL ADVANCE AUTHORITY ASSIGNMENTS

        A.Fair Share Factors.  Although not subject to the

Section 213(d) requirements, formulae are still used

for allocating Sections 202 and 811 funds.  The

allocation formulae for the elderly and the disabled

categories were developed to reflect the "relevant

characteristics of prospective program participants",

as specified in 24 CFR 791.402(a).  Each formula

consists of the following:

                Elderly Housing Formula

The allocation formula for the FY 1995 Section 202

capital advance funds consists of one data element: a

measure of the number of one and two person elderly

renter households with incomes at or below the

Department's Very-low Income Limit (50 percent of area

median family income, as determined by HUD, with an

adjustment for household size), which have housing

deficiencies.  The counts of elderly renter households

with housing deficiencies were taken from a special

tabulation of the 1990 Decennial Census.  The FY 1995

formula focuses the allocation on targeting the funds

based on the unmet needs of elderly renter households

with housing problems.

The allocations for metropolitan and nonmetropolitan

portions of the State and Area Office jurisdictions

reflect the most current definitions of metropolitan

areas, as defined by the Office of Management and

Budget.

                Housing for Persons with Disabilities Formula

The allocation formula for Section 811 funds consists

of two data elements from the 1990 Decennial Census:

(1) the number of non-institutionalized persons age 16

or older with a work disability and a mobility or self-

care limitation and (2) the number of non-

institutionalized persons age 16 or older having a

mobility or self-care limitation but having no work

disability.

                Formulae Calculation Procedures

The data elements for each formula were compiled for

every State or State portion of each State or Area

Office jurisdiction taken as a percent of the

applicable total number of such households (Section

202) or a percent of the sum of the two elements

(Section 811) for the total United States.  In the case

of Section 202, it also was aggregated separately by

metropolitan (metro) and nonmetropolitan (nonmetro)

areas.  Further, the basic factors were adjusted to

take into consideration the relative differences in the

costs of providing housing among the Offices'

jurisdictions.  The adjusted needs percentage for each

Office is then multiplied by the total amount of

capital advance available nationwide.

        B.Programs Fund Assignments.  In some cases, the needs

percentages were also adjusted to insure that each

Office had a minimum allocation under Section 202 of 20

units for metropolitan areas and 5 units for

nonmetropolitan areas, and under Section 811, 15 units.

The issuance of the HUD-185, Regional Fund and Contract

Authority Assignment, and the subsequent subassignment

by the Region (HUD-185.1) will be made when all of the

selections for the FY 1995 program are finalized.

3.      STATE AND AREA OFFICE ALLOCATIONS.

        A.Elderly Housing Allocations.

                The Department of Housing and Urban Development Reform

Act of 1989 (HUD Reform Act) provides that allocations

of funds be made to the smallest practicable areas

consistent with the delivery of assistance through

meaningful competition.  The HUD Reform Act also states

that program funding under Section 202 shall be

allocated in a manner that ensures selections of

projects of sufficient size to accommodate facilities

for supportive services appropriate to the needs of the

population to be served.  In order to meet the intent

of the Reform Act, the following rules will apply to

the FY 1995 Section 202 allocations.

(1)Offices are required to establish allocation

areas only for the respective metro and nonmetro

assignments of capital advance authority for the

entire Office jurisdiction.  Therefore, all

applications received from metropolitan areas will

compete against each other and all applications

from nonmetro areas will compete against each

other.

(2)There is a minimum proposal size of 5 units and a

maximum of 125 units for projects in metro and

nonmetro areas.  Offices may NOT establish their

own minimum or maximum application sizes.

                        For Fiscal Year 1995, not less than 15 percent of

                        the available funds are to be allocated for non-

                        metro areas.

Where the Office allocation in either the metro or

nonmetro areas is less than 125, the maximum

proposal size will be limited by the allocated

amount.  Among other requirements, to be

considered responsive to the NOFA, an applicant

must not request a larger number of units than

permitted in the NOFA and must not exceed the

maximum number of units per application as

established herein. (see Attachment 1)

        B.Allocations for Section 811 Housing for Persons with

Disabilities.

The allocations for Section 811 housing for persons

with disabilities are not subject to the Section 213(d)

requirements including the control on nonmetro funding

and the requirement for a formula allocation.

Accordingly, there will not be any division of funding

between metro and nonmetro areas.  We will, however,

continue funding the program on a formula basis.

In accordance with 24 CFR part 791, the Assistant

Secretary will allocate the amounts available for

capital advances for supportive housing for persons

with disabilities (see Attachment 2).  The Department

reserves project rental assistance funds sufficient for

20-year project rental assistance contracts in support

of the units selected for capital advances, consistent

with current operating cost standards.

        C.State and Area Office Funding Notifications.  This

paragraph expands on Paragraph 2-1 and Appendix 5 of

Handbook 4571.3 REV-1. and Paragraph 2-1 of Handbook

4571.2.  All Offices shall issue Funding Notifications

for Section 202 and Section 811 in accordance with this

paragraph and the above Handbook references.  See

Attachment 5 of this Notice for Section 811 Funding

Notification instructions and format.

        The funding notification format shall be used by all

Offices with no deviations.  If an Office proposes to

combine the Section 202 and Section 8ll funding

notifications, prior approval of Headquarters is

required.

                Although previous advertising requirements have been

                eliminated, Offices must notify potential applicants by

                following the instructions in Handbook 4571.3 REV-1 and

                Attachment 5 of this Notice.

4.CONSOLIDATED PLAN CERTIFICATION.  Each applicant is to

submit a certification by the jurisdiction in which the

proposed project is to be located that the application is

consistent with the jurisdiction HUD-approved Consolidated

Plan for FY 1995.  The certification is to be signed by the

unit of general local government if it is required to have,

or has, a complete Consolidated Plan.  Otherwise, the

certification may be made by the State, or if the project

will be located in a unit of general local government

authorized to use an abbreviated strategy, by the unit of

general local government if it is willing to prepare such a

plan.

All Consolidated Plan Certifications must be made by the

public official responsible for submitting the plan to HUD.

All plan certifications must be submitted as part of the

application by the application submission deadline set forth

in the NOFA, except as follows:

If the jurisdiction's plan program year has not yet started,

the jurisdiction may certify consistency with the FY 1994

CHAS in lieu of the Consolidated Plan.  A Notice published

in the February 6, 1995 Federal Register established that a

jurisdiction's previously approved CHAS will remain in

effect until the start date of the jurisdiction's new

consolidated program year, at which point the jurisdiction's

new plan would take effect.  The Notice also allows

jurisdictions to use their Annual Plan for FY 1994 as

extended by the February 6, 1995 Federal Register Notice for

the purpose of certifications of consistency.

The Consolidated Plan Final Rule can be found in the

Thursday January 5, 1995, Federal Register, beginning on

page 1878.  The Plan Regulations are published in 24 CFR

Part 91.

5.SPONSOR'S EXPERIENCE IN CONTRACTING WITH MINORITY AND WOMEN-

OWNED BUSINESSES.   The Fiscal Year 1995 NOFA requires

Sponsors to include a summary of the total amount awarded in

each of the two categories for the preceding three years and

the percentage that amount represents of the total contracts

awarded by the Sponsor in the relevant time period.

6.      WORKSHOPS.  To the extent possible, experienced program

        and technical staff should conduct the workshops to

        provide guidance, particularly by new program

        participants.  Since first time applicants may have

difficulty with the complexity of the Section 202 and 811

programs, offices are urged to conduct pre-workshops (to be

held prior to the start of the regularly scheduled session)

for first time applicants.  These applicants should attend

the pre-workshop and remain for the regular session.

        Particular emphasis should be placed on the differences in

        the application requirements for the Section 202 and Section

        811 programs.

7.REPORTING.   Under separate cover, State and Area Offices

will be sent instructions and a Data Diskette containing a

DBASE III Plus file structured to record all required

information for FY 1995 projects, plus files configured to

print out the three lists (i.e., (1) initial selections, (2)

approvable, but unfunded, applications and (3) applications

which failed to meet the threshold score of 50 points).

8.MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE GOALS.  The Department

encourages participation by the Minority Business Enterprise

(MBE) sector in HUD programs.  Therefore, MBE goals

(expressed in dollars and units) have been established as

set forth in Attachment 9.  A minority Sponsor is one in

which more than 50 percent of the board members are minority

(i.e., Black, Hispanic, Native American, Asian Pacific,

Asian Indian, or Hasidic Jewish).  Offices are expected to

encourage participation by minority Sponsors.

9.NOTIFICATION TO PROGRAM APPLICANTS.  A copy of this Notice

shall be included in all Application Packages.  Sponsors

must be advised that all applications submitted under the FY

1995 program must be in conformance with this Notice as well

as the appropriate Federal Register Notice of Fund

Availability, Handbooks and State and Area Office Funding

Notification.

To this end, Fiscal Year 1995 applications must follow the

format provided in the Section 202 or Section 811

Application Package, which is in accordance with the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (P.L. 96-511).

10.SECTION 202 SELECTION PROCESS.  Because allocations to some

State and Area offices are not sufficient to develop

feasible projects in both metropolitan and nonmetropolitan

areas, the funds may be allocated to only one of the

geographical areas.  Offices that have an allocation for

only one area may accept applications from the other area.

However, these applications can only be funded after all

other approvable applications submitted in response to the

advertised allocation area have been funded by that HUD

Office.  Those applications submitted for projects in areas

where the Offices do not have funds allocated would then

compete in rank order for any remaining unused funds.  Funds

remaining after this process will be returned to

Headquarters for selecting applications on a nationally

ranked order.

11.     PROCESSING SCHEDULE.

        In accordance with the schedule included in the Notice

of Fund Availability published in the Federal Register, the

following processing schedule has been developed.  It is not

mandatory that Offices maintain this schedule.  However, the

underscored dates and actions are specific deadlines which

must be met:

                Application Deadline           July 24, 1995

                Initial Screening Completed                    Aug.  3  1995

and Deficiency Letters Mailed

                Expiration of 14-day period for

                submission of missing application items   Aug. 16, 1995

                Technical Processing Completed  Sept. 5, 1995

                Notification of Technical rejects         Sept. 8, 1995

End of 14 day appeal period for

                Technical Rejects                         Sept. 21, 1995

                Complete State and Area Office

                Rating Panels                                 Sept. 25, 1995

State and Area Offices submit

lists of selections, final

                selection data diskette,

                transmittal memorandum and

                other approvable applications

                to Headquarters. State and Area Offices

                submit Congressional Notification

                Memorandum to Office of Congressional

                Relations, Headquarters and submit

                718's and PAD's to appropriate location  Sept. 27, 1995

                Funding Announcements Completed       Sept. 30, 1995

2.      RELEASE OF SECTION 202 AND SECTION 811 RATINGS AND RANKINGS.

        Release of information regarding selections or nonselections

is prohibited until after funding announcements are made.

State and Area Offices may not release selection letters

until authorized to do so by Headquarters.  It is the policy

of the Department to operate an open selection system.

Release of rating and ranking information to Section 202/811

applicants or their authorized representatives is permitted,

but only after the release of selection letters.  If rating

sheets or technical review sheets are requested, they may

also be released.  However, the name of the reviewer may be

deleted from the copy released to the applicant.

        The above information may also be released to any member of

the public requesting such information under the Freedom of

Information Act (FOIA).

13.  HUD Reform Act Provisions.  As required by the HUD Reform

Act, the Department will publish the funding decisions in

the Federal Register at the conclusion of the funding cycle.

State and Area Office staff also are reminded that the HUD

Reform Act prohibits advance disclosure of funding

decisions.  Also see 24 CFR Part 12 which was published in

the Federal Register on March 14, 1991.

14.     UNIFORM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION

ACT (URA).  It is imperative that this information be

covered at the workshops.

In addition to complying with the URA, Sponsors must be

reminded of its site acquisition provisions.  These

provisions apply to the acquisition of sites with or without

existing structures.  The implementing instructions

regarding site acquisition under the URA are contained in

Chapter 5 of HUD Handbook 1378, Tenant Assistance,

Relocation and Real Property Acquisition.

Sponsors that do not have the power of eminent domain are

exempt from compliance with the site acquisition

requirements of the URA under certain conditions.  The site

acquisition requirements do not apply to the above Sponsors

if, prior to entering into a contract of sale or any other

method of obtaining site control, the Sponsor informs the

seller of the land:

        A.      That it does not have the power of eminent domain

                and, therefore, will not acquire the property if

          negotiations fail to result in an amicable

                agreement; and

        B.   Of its estimate of the fair market value of the

          property.  An appraisal is not required; however,

                the Sponsor's files must include an explanation,

                with reasonable evidence, of the basis for the

                estimate.

        In those cases, prior to submission of an application for a

        fund reservation, where there are existing contracts or

        options and Sponsors did not provide the pre-contractual

        notifications to the sellers, the Sponsor must provide the

        notification after-the-fact and give the seller an

        opportunity to withdraw from the contract/option.  All

        Section 202 and Section 811 applications for fund

        reservations that are filed in response to the Fiscal Year

        1995 NOFA must be in compliance with the above.

        Sponsors participating in the Section 811 program that

        have the power of eminent domain must fully comply with the

        URA.

15.PRIOR SUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS.  Sponsors applying for a

Section 202 or Section 811 fund reservation who have

received a Section 202 or Section 811 fund reservation

within the last three funding cycles are NOT required to

submit the following:

        - Articles of Incorporation, constitution, or other

organizational documents;

        -       By-laws;

        -       IRS tax exemption ruling

        Instead, these Sponsors must submit the project number of

        the last appropriate application selected (202 if applying

        for 202 or 811 if applying for 811) and the State or Area

        Office to which it was submitted.  If there have been any

        modifications or additions to the subject documents,

        Sponsors must indicate such, and submit the new material.

16.  APPLICATION PACKAGES.  Application Packages can be obtained

from the Multifamily Housing Clearinghouse, Post Office Box

6424, Rockville, Maryland  20850, 1-800-685-8470; or by

contacting the appropriate State or Area HUD Office.  A

checklist of steps and exhibits involved in the application

process is included in the Application Package.

     Programmatic questions concerning the FY 1995 Section 202

and Section 811 programs may be discussed with the Headquarters

Development Branch staff, Office of Elderly and Assisted Housing

at 202-708-2866.  Questions concerning MIPS should be directed to

Eva Lantz, Housing Information and Statistics Division, (202-755-

7460 extension 111).

        Questions concerning Section 202 and Section 811 Capital

Advance or Project Rental Assistance Contract Authority should be

directed to the Funding Control Division (FTS 202-708-2750).

                                     Assistant Secretary for Housing -

                                        Federal Housing Commissioner

Attachments

                                    ATTACHMENT 1

FISCAL YEAR 1995 ALLOCATIONS FOR SUPPORTIVE

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

                        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 202 ALLOCATIONS

           METROPOLITAN            NONMETROPOLITAN              TOTALS

         CAPITAL ADVANCE           CAPITAL ADVANCE          CAPITAL ADVANCE

OFFICES       AUTHORITY   UNITS         AUTHORITY   UNITS   AUTHORITY   UNITS

NEW ENGLAND

  Massachusetts $ 20,509,305     253               556,267        7                  21,065,572  260

  Connecticut          8,865,457         109               428,190        5                       9,293,647      114

  New Hampshire        2,567,368          41          3,121,220  50                       5,688,588       91

 Rhode Island          3,923,878          49            404,625   5                   4,328,503      54

TOTAL            $ 35,866,008    452       4,510,302      67        40,376,310     519

NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY

  New York          $ 61,370,898         756            558,167        7        61,929,065    763

  Buffalo             13,310,685    187       2,691,349       38        16,002,034    225

  New Jersey          23,917,973    295               0        0        23,917,973    295

 TOTAL               $ 98,599,556  1,238       3,249,516       45       101,849,072  1,283

MID-ATLANTIC

  Maryland              $  5,792,022     87         598,261        9         6,390,283     96

  West Virginia        1,229,113     20       1,255,886       21         2,484,999     41

  Pennsylvania            17,573,194    243       2,039,026       28        19,612,220    271

  Pittsburgh               6,821,610    107       1,443,745       23         8,265,355    130

  Virginia                 4,494,342     81       1,829,105       33         6,323,447    114

  D.C.                  6,121,140     89               0        0         6,121,140     89

TOTAL                $ 42,031,421    627       7,166,023      114        49,197,444    741

                                                                                                                                ATTACHMENT 1

FISCAL YEAR 1995 ALLOCATIONS FOR SUPPORTIVE

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

                        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 202 ALLOCATIONS

                                METROPOLITAN            NONMETROPOLITAN              TOTALS

                   CAPITAL ADVANCE           CAPITAL ADVANCE          CAPITAL ADVANCE

OFFICES              AUTHORITY   UNITS         AUTHORITY   UNITS        AUTHORITY   UNITS

SOUTHEAST/CARIBBEAN

  Georgia               $  5,385,231    101       2,895,944       54         8,281,175    155

  Alabama                          3,575,258     65       1,945,569       36         5,520,827    101

  Caribbean            2,376,504     35       1,182,362       17         3,558,866     52

  South Carolina           2,656,623     46       1,321,226       23         3,977,849     69

  North Carolina           6,829,911     99       4,014,080       58        10,843,991    157

  Mississippi              1,069,259     20       2,304,179       44         3,373,438     64

  Jacksonville            20,849,046    352       1,049,769       18        21,898,815    370

  Kentucky                 2,956,679     51       2,354,387       40         5,311,066     91

  Knoxville             1,584,997     30         608,036       12         2,193,033     42

  Tennessee                3,013,681     57       1,341,985       25         4,355,666     82

TOTAL                   $ 50,297,189    856      19,017,537      327        69,314,726   1183

MIDWEST

  Illinois              $ 24,738,434    327       3,811,924       50        28,550,358    377

  Cincinnati               4,495,981     75         301,817        5         4,797,798     80

  Cleveland                9,695,262    145       1,136,745       17        10,832,007    162

  Ohio                  2,868,471     48       1,323,740       22         4,192,211     70

  Michigan                10,371,824    155         440,888        7        10,812,712    162

  Grand Rapids             2,434,564     42       1,377,252       24         3,811,816     66

  Indiana                       6,138,991    101       1,976,141       33         8,115,132    134

  Wisconsin                7,274,458    109       3,079,631       46        10,354,089    155

  Minnesota             6,421,380     92       2,877,359       41         9,298,739    133

   TOTAL                        $ 74,439,365   1094      16,325,497      245        90,764,862  1,339

                                                         ATTACHMENT 1

FISCAL YEAR 1995 ALLOCATIONS FOR SUPPORTIVE

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

                        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 202 ALLOCATIONS

                                METROPOLITAN            NONMETROPOLITAN              TOTALS

                   CAPITAL ADVANCE           CAPITAL ADVANCE          CAPITAL ADVANCE

OFFICES              AUTHORITY   UNITS         AUTHORITY   UNITS        AUTHORITY   UNITS

SOUTHWEST

  Texas/New Mexico  $  7,573,809    138       2,581,427       47        10,155,236    185

  Houston                          4,205,306     75         697,947       12         4,903,253     87

  Arkansas                 1,388,791     28       1,919,891       39         3,308,682     67

  Louisiana                4,161,193     78       1,071,620       20         5,232,813     98

  Oklahoma                 2,174,576     41       1,549,978       30         3,724,554     71

  San Antonio              3,199,914     61         703,077       13         3,902,991     74

TOTAL                   $ 22,703,589    421       8,523,940      161        31,227,529    582

GREAT PLAINS

  Iowa                  $  1,652,893     30       2,273,979       41         3,926,872     71

  Kansas/Missouri      4,133,393     72       2,258,250       40         6,391,643    112

  Nebraska                 1,107,618     20         989,364       18         2,096,982     38

  St. Louis                4,389,497     67       1,794,411       27         6,183,908     94

   TOTAL                        $ 11,283,401    189       7,316,004      126        18,599,405    315

ROCKY MOUNTAINS

  Colorado              $  6,163,362    101       3,484,774       61         9,648,136    162

TOTAL                   $  6,163,362    101       3,484,774       61         9,648,136    162
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FISCAL YEAR 1995 ALLOCATIONS FOR SUPPORTIVE

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

                        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 202 ALLOCATIONS

                                METROPOLITAN            NONMETROPOLITAN              TOTALS

                   CAPITAL ADVANCE           CAPITAL ADVANCE          CAPITAL ADVANCE

OFFICES              AUTHORITY   UNITS         AUTHORITY   UNITS        AUTHORITY   UNITS

PACIFIC/HAWAII

  Hawaii

   (Guam)                       $  2,495,738     20         630,889        5         3,126,627     25

  Los Angeles          43,776,505    549         403,541        5        44,180,046    554

  Arizona                          3,791,028     70         467,419        9         4,258,447     79

  Sacramento               5,126,114     66         760,865       10         5,886,979     76

  California          23,207,260    293         975,372       13        24,182,632    306

TOTAL                   $ 78,396,645    998       3,238,086       42        81,634,731   1040

NORTHWEST/ALASKA

  Alaska             $  2,438,199     20         610,537         5        3,048,736     25

  Oregon                        4,330,567     68       1,998,275        32        6,328,842    100

  Washington            7,062,367     99       1,466,227        21        8,528,594    120

TOTAL                   $ 13,831,133    187       4,075,039        58       17,906,172    245

NATIONAL TOTAL       $433,611,669   6163      76,906,718     1,246      510,518,387  7,409
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FISCAL YEAR 1995 ALLOCATIONS FOR SUPPORTIVE

  HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

      FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 811 ALLOCATIONS

                      CAPITAL ADVANCE

     OFFICES          AUTHORITY                     UNITS

NEW ENGLAND

  Massachusetts $4,053,040                                               52

  Connecticut        2,175,115                                           28

  New Hampshire      1,202,081                                           20

  Rhode Island       1,157,571                                           15

   TOTAL          $  8,587,807                                          115

NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY

  New York         $  12,284,104                                                158

  Buffalo             2,926,426                                          43

  New Jersey          5,985,522                                          77

 TOTAL             $  21,196,052                                                278

MID-ATLANTIC

  Maryland           $2,039,706                                          32

  West Virginia      1,332,779                                           23

  Pennsylvania           5,926,132                                               86

  Pittsburgh             2,421,348                                               40

  Virginia               2,107,107                                               40

  D.C.                2,160,322                                          33

TOTAL              $ 15,987,394                                         254

                                                                                                                        ATTACHMENT 2

        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 811 ALLOCATIONS

                             CAPITAL ADVANCE

     OFFICES                 AUTHORITY              UNITS

SOUTHEAST/CARIBBEAN

  Georgia               $3,452,517                                               68

  Alabama                        2,683,292                                               51

  Caribbean              2,695,997                                               41

  South Carolina         2,175,093                                               40

  North Carolina         4,583,069                                               70

  Mississippi         1,793,626                                          36

  Jacksonville           8,103,682                                           143

  Kentucky               2,353,307                                               42

  Knoxville              1,222,748                                               24

  Tennessee              1,507,819                                               30

TOTAL              $ 30,571,150                                      545

MIDWEST

  Illinois              $7,742,486                                              107

  Cincinnati             1,389,418                                               24

  Cleveland              3,445,072                                               54

  Ohio             1,363,677                                             24

  Michigan               4,268,202                                               67

  Grand Rapids           1,056,716                                               19

  Indiana                        2,819,986                                               49

  Wisconsin              2,222,256                                               35

  Minnesota           1,886,433                                          28

   TOTAL                   $ 26,194,246                                         407
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        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 811 ALLOCATIONS

                  CAPITAL ADVANCE

     OFFICES        AUTHORITY                       UNITS

SOUTHWEST

  Texas/New Mexico  $4,033,221                                           77

  Houston                        2,361,150                                               44

  Arkansas               1,452,576                                               31

  Louisiana              2,497,047                                               49

  Oklahoma               1,582,766                                               32

  San Antonio         2,057,581                                          41

TOTAL              $ 13,984,341                                                 274

GREAT PLAINS

  Iowa              $1,150,920                                           22

  Kansas/Missouri    2,012,074                                           37

  Nebraska                 779,167                                               15

  St. Louis           1,927,154                                          31

   TOTAL                   $  5,869,315                                         105

ROCKY MOUNTAINS

  Colorado        $  2,629,947                                           46

TOTAL             $  2,629,947                                           46
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        FISCAL YEAR l995 SECTION 811 ALLOCATIONS

                  CAPITAL ADVANCE

     OFFICES        AUTHORITY                       UNITS

PACIFIC/HAWAII

  Hawaii

   (Guam)                   $ 1,752,779                                         15

  Los Angeles        12,903,390                                     169

  Arizona                        1,564,195                                              30

  Sacramento             1,537,871                                              21

  California         6,495,719                                       86

TOTAL             $ 24,253,954                                      321

NORTHWEST/ALASKA

  Alaska             $1,752,779                                         15

  Oregon                         1,759,232                                              29

  Washington          2,159,783                                         32

TOTAL              $  5,671,794                                         76

NATIONAL TOTAL     $154,946,000                       2421
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SECTION 811 PROGRAM MODIFICATIONS

The following represent the changes to the Section 811 program

for Fiscal Year 1995.  Since revisions to Handbook 4571.2 have

not been completed to incorporate the major changes to the

program which were outlined in Attachment 2-1 of Notice H 93-45,

they are repeated here.  Changes or clarifications to the program

from FY 1994 to FY 1995 are in bold-faced type.

1.  Applicant Eligibility.  Section 603 of the Housing and

Community Development Act of l992 (HCD Act of l992) amended

Section 811 of the NAHA by expanding the definition of

private nonprofit organization in Section 811(k)(6) to

include public and unincorporated institutions or

foundations. It also requires such sponsoring organizations

to have received tax-exempt status under section 501(c)(3)

of the Internal Revenue Service Code of l986.  (Temporary

clearance to receive section 501(c)(3) tax-exempt status is

not permissible.)  The Section 811 Program was not

previously limited to nonprofit Sponsors with Section

501(c)(3) tax-exempt status.  The same requirements apply to

the Owner except that the Owner must be incorporated.

2.Site Issues.   Sites under control and sites identified will

be evaluated using the same review factors.  However,

applications with sites identified will have to specifically

include information on how the site will promote greater

housing opportunities for minorities and any other

information on the suitability of the site for persons with

disabilities.

If, in the case of a site identified, the evidence provided

in the site description is not sufficient to lead to the

conclusion that the Sponsor will have site control within

six months, the application will be rejected.

If evidence of site control is rejected, the project is

still eligible to receive points for suitability of site but

is not eligible for the 10 bonus points for site control

that are described later in this section.  If the site is

rejected, the application receives no points for suitability

of site and no bonus points.

Sponsors must provide the specific street address of the

site, even if it is an identified site.  If the Sponsor

proposes one or more condominium units, the unit number(s)

must also be provided.
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The Category A and Category B designations for the purpose

of selecting Section 811 applications have been eliminated.

Instead, applications containing satisfactory evidence of

control of an approvable site will be awarded 10 bonus

points.

To receive the 10 bonus points, Sponsors proposing scattered

site projects must provide acceptable evidence of site

control for ALL proposed sites, which must be found

approvable, upon completion of environmental reviews.

Sponsors submitting applications with site control where the

site or the evidence is found unacceptable will not receive

the bonus points.  However, the application will still be

processed provided the Sponsors indicated in their

applications that they would be willing to seek alternate

sites.  If only the evidence is found unacceptable, the

Sponsor may still receive points for Criteria 2 (b) and (c).

However, if the site is found to be unacceptable, the

application is not to be awarded any points for Criteria 2

(b) and (c).

Sites that are identified (not under control of the Sponsor)

are NOT to receive an environmental review.  However, if the

HUD Office happens to have certain knowledge about an

identified site that would result in rejection of the site,

(e.g., it is located next to other housing for persons with

disabilities), the application is to be rejected on the

basis that it is unlikely that the Sponsor will be able to

obtain site control within six months of fund reservation.

The reason for treating Sponsors who submit applications

with site control where the site is unacceptable differently

from Sponsors who submit applications with identified sites

where the site is unacceptable, is that the Department can

be more reasonably assured that Sponsors who were able to

obtain site control during the application preparation

period will be able to obtain site control within six months

of fund reservation than are Sponsors who were only able to

identify sites during this period.  The statute requires

that the Department have "reasonable assurances that the

applicant will own or have control of an acceptable site for

the proposed housing not later than six months after

notification of an award for assistance".

3.Davis-Bacon Act.  Labor standards have been amended as they

relate to Section 811 housing. Instead of applying to

housing designed for use by 12 or more persons with

disabilities, they now apply to housing containing 12 or

more units.  Since a group home is considered as one unit,

the labor standards do not apply. Group homes funded in
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Fiscal Year 1994 will not be covered by the labor standards.

Independent living facilities with 12 or more units are

covered by the standards.

4.Maximum Person Limits.  The maximum number of persons with

disabilities in an independent living facility is changed to

allow 24 persons for all disability types. Consequently,

independent living facilities for persons with chronic

mental illness are no longer capped at 20 persons.

5.Supportive Services.  HUD staff are no longer required to

review the Supportive Services Plan of the application.  As

in the past, the Sponsor is required to submit the Suppor-

tive Services Plan of its application to the appropriate

State or local agency in order for the agency to complete

the Supportive Services Certification which is required to

be a part of the Sponsor's application to HUD.  Previously,

the Supportive Services Certification provided HUD with

information about whether or not an application's proposed

provision of supportive services was well designed to serve

the special needs of persons with disabilities.

Furthermore, it indicated whether the proposed facility was

consistent or inconsistent with State or local policies or

plans governing the development and operation of facilities

to serve individuals of the proposed occupancy category.

This year, in addition to these two items, the appropriate

State or local agency will indicate on the Supportive

Services Certification whether or not the Sponsor

demonstrated that the necessary supportive services will be

provided on a consistent, long-term basis.

There will be no points assigned to the Supportive Services

Plan.  However, a negative response to any or all of the

three items on the Supportive Services Certification or its

absence will result in the rejection of the application.

Although HUD will not review the Supportive Services Plan,

Sponsors must still submit it as part of the application

they submit to HUD.  Therefore, the Multifamily Housing

Representative must ensure, during Initial Screening, that

it is contained in the application.

Sponsors must be reminded to send their Supportive Services

Plans to the appropriate State or local agency in ample time

so that the agency can review them, complete the Supportive

Services Certifications and return them to the Sponsors for

inclusion in their applications to HUD.  If either or both

are found to be missing during Initial Screening, the

Sponsors must be notified to submit them during the

deficiency period.  If the Certification is submitted during
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the deficiency period, it is not one of the items that must

be dated prior to the application deadline date.

6.Lead-Based Paint.  Although the NOFA deleted the following,

"In the case of a structure built or rehabilitated prior to

1978 that is proposed to be developed as an independent

living facility, a statement from the Sponsor indicating

that it has inspected the structure for defective paint

surfaces", it is still required by the Lead-Based Paint

Poisoning Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. 4821-4846) and

implementing regulations at 24 CFR Part 35 (except as

superseded in 890.260 (f)(2)).  However, 24 CFR Part 35 is

being revised.  HUD Offices will be advised of any changes

in the requirements that will impact the program.

7.Exceptions to Project Size Limits.  The information the

Sponsor must supply if it is requesting an exception to the

project size limits has been put back into the NOFA and the

Application Package with some modifications:

        a.The Sponsor may request an exception to the project

size limits only if the Sponsor has site control.  The

restriction to projects proposed to be rehabilitated

has been eliminated;

        b.The Sponsor must indicate why the particular site was

selected;

        c.The Sponsor must demonstrate that the size of the

project is consistent with State and/or local policies

governing similar facilities for the proposed

population; and,

        d.The Sponsor must provide a statement that it is willing

to have its application processed at the project size

limit should HUD not approve the exception.

NOTES:  (1)The above requirements are not all-inclusive.

Please refer to the NOFA for the full extent

of the requirements.

                     (2)As indicated on p.3 of this Notice, there is

no longer an upper limit on exceptions to the

project size limits.

8.Miscellaneous.  If a Sponsor proposes a scattered site

project that will consist of a group home (s) and an

independent living facility (ies), a separate application

must be submitted for each facility type.  This change was

made to facilitate more accurate recordkeeping for

statistical purposes.
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SECTION 811 WORKSHOP INSTRUCTIONS

The State or Area Office will send a copy of the Notice of Fund

Availability, Funding Notification and information regarding the

date, time and place of the workshop (Attachment 5) to the

following:

-Disabled and minority media, and minority and other

organizations involved in housing and community development

within the Office's jurisdiction;

-Groups with a special interest in housing for persons with

disabilities, including State and local disability agencies

(e.g., Department of Mental Health and Developmental

Disabilities);

-The applicable State single point of contact (Executive

Order 12372) and chief executive officers of appropriate

units of State/local government in all instances where there

is a Consolidated Plan.

In addition, the following must be notified, where feasible:

-       Trade association journals;

-Associations representing persons with disabilities;

-State agencies, such as departments of human resources;

-Fair housing groups (the names and addresses of such

organizations and groups shall be provided to the PC&R staff

by the Equal Opportunity Division Directors).
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FUNDING NOTIFICATION FOR FISCAL YEAR

SECTION 811 SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

CAPITAL ADVANCE PROGRAM

The Department of Housing and Urban Development will accept

applications from nonprofit organizations for rental or

cooperative housing under the Section 811 Capital Advance Program

for Supportive Housing for Persons with Disabilities subject to

the following:

                   Units            Capital Advance

                                   $

This represents the funding available for the          Office.

Applicants must not request more units than available and must

not exceed the program limits for housing for persons with

disabilities.

Appropriate filing information is contained in an Application

Package which may be obtained from

                   (State or Area Office Address)

This office will conduct a workshop on     (date)     at  (time)

for interested applicants to explain the Section 811 program, to

distribute Application Packages and to discuss application

procedures.  The facility for the workshop is accessible to

individuals with disabilities.  The VOICE/TDD telephone number is

             .

APPLICATIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY (TIME) AND (DATE).  IF MAILED,

APPLICATIONS MUST BE RECEIVED IN STATE OR AREA OFFICE NO LATER

THAN THE FOREGOING DEADLINE.  APPLICATIONS RECEIVED AFTER THE

TIME AND DATE SPECIFIED WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.
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                        Fiscal Year 1995 Policy for Section 811

                         Application Processing and Selections

        The modifications outlined below eliminate the need for

rating and technical review documents being forwarded to

Headquarters for review and ultimate final selection of

applications.

        Selection lists and lists of unfunded but approvable

applications are not to be submitted to Headquarters prior to

completion of the selection and announcement process.

        Funding allocations will be distributed to State and Area

Offices in the near future.  Offices shall submit to Headquarters

one final selection list.  Residual funds not used by the Offices

shall be identified in the transmittal memorandum of final

selection lists.  These funds will be recaptured by Headquarters.

        The responsibility for coordinating Congressional

notification of selected applicants with the Office of

Congressional Relations has been transferred from Headquarters to

the State and Area Offices.  See Attachment 8 for current

Congressional notification memorandum format.

        Funding announcements will be issued by State and Area

Offices.

        Responsibility for notifying State Points of Contact of

nonaccommodations has been transferred from Headquarters to the

State and Area Offices.

  SPECIFIC PARAGRAPHS OF HANDBOOK 4571.2 WHICH ARE BEING

  WAIVED TO ACHIEVE THE ABOVE ARE:

1-12. A. 5. Delete "and submit selection recommendations to

Headquarters".  Substitute "State and Area Offices are

responsible for funding selections."

1-12. A. 6.  Delete Paragraph

3-6.  Delete Paragraph.

3-7.  Delete Paragraph.
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3-8. C.  Delete "recommended to Headquarters".  Substitute

"considered".

3-8. E.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute "If there are adverse

comments on applications:".

3-8. E.1.  Delete "and attach a copy of the comments".

3-8. E.2.  Delete "Headquarters".  Substitute, "State or Area

Office".

3-14.  Delete "and a copy of the notification shall be mailed to

the Housing for Elderly and Handicapped People Division in

Headquarters".

3-52.  Delete Paragraph.

3-56. B. 3a.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "Applications are to

be selected in descending order which most reasonably approximate

the number of units and capital advance funds available to each

office down to the next highest rated application that can

utilize the remaining funds WITHOUT skipping over a higher rated

application.

3-56. B. 3d.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "Any unused funds

remaining after following all of the above procedures must be

noted on the final selection list transmittal memorandum.  These

funds will be recaptured by Headquarters."

3-56. C.  Delete Paragraph.

3-56. E.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "If the Multifamily

Housing Director's review reveals that a Discipline's review

comments have violated or are inconsistent with any outstanding

instructions, the Director shall take corrective action prior to

final selections.  Such items should be noted and maintained in

the application file."

3-57. A.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "State and Area Offices

shall submit to Headquarters one final selection list with

transmittal memorandum in accordance with the processing schedule

found as item 10 of this Notice.  Offices shall use the data

diskette provided by Headquarters .  The list shall include final

selections in rank order.  Delete, "for Category A and Category

B."  The transmittal memorandum shall identify any unused funds

for recapture by Headquarters.

NOTE:  In no case may applications with technical deficiencies

(e.g., ineligible Sponsor, no Supportive Services Certification,

etc.) be considered by State or Area Office panels for selection.
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3-57. B.  Delete "Regional Office must submit to Headquarters".

Substitute, "the State or Area Office shall maintain the

following in the application file for post audit review".

3-57. C.  Delete Paragraph.

3-57. D.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, " Any outstanding State

comments (EO 12372) not to be accommodated and/or local adverse

comments on any application on the final selection list must be

noted and maintained in the application file for post audit

review."

3-57. E.  Delete Paragraph.

3-57. F.  Delete Paragraph.

3-58. A.  Delete Paragraph.  This Paragraph is waived for the

selection process only.  These functions will be evaluated at the

post audit review.

3-58. B.  Delete Paragraph.

3-58. C.  Delete Paragraph.

3-60. A. 1.  Delete "The Office of Elderly and Assisted Housing"

Substitute, "State and Area Offices".  See Attachment 8 for

current memorandum format.

3-60. B.  Substitute State/Area Offices for Regional Offices.

3-62.  Delete "NOTE:"  Substitute, "NOTE: Nonselection letters

may be released following notification to selected applicants".
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                        Fiscal Year 1995 Policy for Section 202

                         Application Processing and Selections

        The modifications outlined below eliminate the need for

rating and technical review documents being forwarded to

Headquarters for review and ultimate final selection of

applications.

        Selection lists and lists of unfunded but approvable

applications are not to be submitted to Headquarters prior to

completion of the selection and announcement process.

        Funding allocations will be distributed to State and Area

Offices in the near future.  Responsibility for maintaining the

assigned metro-nonmetro split accompanies the allocations.  It is

imperative that Offices maintain their assigned metro/nonmetro

split as funding selections are made.  State and Area Offices

shall submit to Headquarters one final selection list.  Residual

funds not used by the Offices must be identified in the

transmittal memorandum of final selection lists; these funds will

be recaptured by Headquarters.

        The responsibility for coordinating Congressional

Notification of selected applicants with the Office of

Congressional Relations has been transferred from Headquarters to

State and Area Offices.  See Attachment 8 for current

Congressional notification memorandum format.

        Funding announcements will be issued by State and Area

Offices.

        Responsibility for notifying State Points of Contact of

nonaccommodations has been transferred from Headquarters to State

and Area Offices.

    SPECIFIC PARAGRAPHS OF HANDBOOK 4571.3-REV-1 WHICH ARE

BEING WAIVED TO ACHIEVE THE ABOVE ARE:

1-13. A. 5. Delete "and submit selection recommendations to

Headquarters".  Substitute "State and Area Offices are

responsible for funding selections".

1-13. A. 6.  Delete Paragraph.

3-11.  Delete the following:  "COPIES OF ALL TECHNICAL REJECT

LETTERS SHALL BE SENT TO HEADQUARTERS, ATTENTION: HOUSING FOR THE

ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED PEOPLE DIVISION (HMEE)."  In addition,

delete the following: "In either case, copies of the letters to

the Sponsors shall be sent to Headquarters as specified above."
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3-45. C.  Delete "Submissions to Headquarters."  Substitute,

"Comment Review."

3-45. C.1.  Delete "and attach a copy of the comments"

3-45. C.2.  Delete "Headquarters".  Substitute, "State and Area

Office".  Headquarters' notification to State Point of Contact of

nonaccommodation is transferred from Headquarters to State and

Area Offices.

3-50. B. 5.  Delete "with a copy to the Office of Elderly and

Assisted Housing, Room 6112, 451-7th Street, SW, Washington, DC

20410."  In addition, delete "WITH A COPY TO HEADQUARTERS,

ATTENTION: OFFICE OF ELDERLY AND ASSISTED HOUSING (ROOM 6130)."

3-50. B. 6b.  Delete "Copies of all reinstatement and

confirmation of rejection letters shall be sent to the Office of

Elderly and Assisted Housing (HMEE), Room 6130."

3-55. D.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "If the Multifamily

Housing Director's review reveals that a Discipline's review

comments have violated or are inconsistent with any outstanding

instructions, the Director shall take corrective action prior to

final selections.  Such items should be noted and maintained in

the application file."

3-56. A 4b Delete

3-56. A 4c. Delete

3-56.  Clarification:  During the selection process, rating

panels must select for funding applications ranked in descending

order which most reasonably approximate the number of units and

capital advance funds available to each office.  The  selection

panels must select in rank order down to the next highest rated

application that can utilize the remaining funds WITHOUT skipping

over a higher rated application.

3-56. A. 4d.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute "Any unused funds

remaining after following all of the above procedures must be

noted on the final selection list transmittal memorandum.  These

funds will be recaptured by Headquarters."

3-56. B.  Delete Paragraph.

3-57. A.  Delete Paragraph.  Substitute, "State and Area Offices

shall submit to Headquarters one final selection list with

transmittal memorandum in accordance with the processing schedule

found as item 10 of this Notice.  Offices shall use the data

diskette provided by Headquarters.  The list shall include final
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selections in rank order by Office and by metropolitan and

nonmetropolitan allocation area.  The transmittal memorandum

shall identify any unused funds for recapture by Headquarters.

NOTE:  In no case may projects with technical deficiencies (such

as unacceptable site, ineligible Sponsor, lack of site control,

etc.) be considered by State or Area Office panels for

selection."

3-57. B.  Delete "the Regional Office must submit to

Headquarters".  Substitute, "State and Area Offices shall

maintain the following in the application file for post audit

review".

3-57. C.  Delete Paragraph.

3-57 D. 2.  Substitute State/Area Offices for Regional Offices

and delete "which are necessary to cover the Field Office

selections"

3-57. E.  Substitute State/Area Offices for Regional Offices.

3-58. A 1,3 and 4.  Delete Paragraph.  This Paragraph is waived

for the selection process only.  These functions will be

evaluated at post audit review.

3-60. A. 1.  Delete "The Office of Elderly and Assisted Housing".

Substitute, "State and Area Offices".  See Attachment 8 for

current memorandum format.

3-60. B.  Substitute State/Area Offices for Regional Offices

3-63. A.  Delete "Upon notification from Headquarters that the

notification letters can be issued, the".  Substitute,

"Nonselection letters may be released following notification to

selected applicants.  The".
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HUD NOTIFICATION

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Washington, D.C.  20410-8000

MEMORANDUM FOR:  William J. Gilmartin, Assistant Secretary for

                                 Congressional and Intergovernmental

                         Relations

FROM:

ACTION:  (program title)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

An allocation of funding has been approved to provide (name type

of effort [i.e., rehab, new construction, elderly housing or

others]) as follows:

        Project Number/Name:

        Sponsor/Address:

        Number of Units:

        Contract Authority: $           Budget Authority: $

        Project Address:

                                                          Zip Code:

        Project Contact/Phone Number:

PROGRAM HIGHLIGHTS

(name of program) is an assistance program that________.  Its

primary purpose is to (describe in some detail what the award

will be used for by the recipient).

STATUS

All administrative, regulatory and statutory requirements have

been met.

HUD Program Contact (Hdqtrs) or Office Coordinator:

CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION

        Senator:

        Senator:

        Member of Congress/District:

Please furnish a release date to HUD State or Area Office

Contact/Phone:
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SECTION 202/811 MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (MBE) GOALS

                                           SECTION 202                                     SECTION 811

                                                CAPITAL                                 CAPITAL

OFFICES                  ADVANCE           UNITS            ADVANCE             UNITS

NEW ENGLAND

Massachusetts                      1,483,894                         19                    232,710                         3

Connecticut              655,631              8                232,710             3

New Hampshire            401,660              5                180,462             3

Rhode Island             304,906              4                230,772             3

NY/NJ

New York              14,036,461            177              1,338,638            17

Buffalo                3,628,094             46                311,639             5

New Jersey             5,421,023             68                647,842             8

MID-ATLANTIC

Maryland                        1,243,021             19                183,379             3

West Virginia            484,295              7                171,624             3

Pennsylvania               3,814,214             57                549,152             8

Pittsburgh                 1,608,088             24                218,361             4
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SECTION 202/811 MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (MBE) GOALS

                                        SECTION 202                                             SECTION 811

                                                CAPITAL                                 CAPITAL

OFFICES                  ADVANCE           UNITS            ADVANCE             UNITS

Virginia                        1,230,475             19                189,828             4

D.C.                         1,190,896             18                193,964             3

SOUTHEAST/CARIBBEAN

Georgia                1,995,117             34                         423,140             8

Alabama                    1,429,140             24                327,684             6

Caribbean                937,359             16                329,306             5

South Carolina             1,029,930             18                263,914             5

North Carolina             2,848,405             49                565,240             8

Mississippi                  880,613             15                215,167             4

Jacksonville               5,676,526             97              1,005,915            18

Kentucky                        1,383,648             24                285,571             5

Knoxville                         583,194             10                144,603             3

Tennessee              1,141,631             20                180,372             5
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SECTION 202/811 MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (MBE) GOALS

                                   SECTION 202                                       SECTION 811

                                                CAPITAL                                 CAPITAL

OFFICES                  ADVANCE           UNITS            ADVANCE             UNITS

MIDWEST

Illinois                   4,155,045             61                536,851             7

Cincinnati                   699,240             10                172,593             3

Cleveland                       1,577,388             23                233,771             3

Ohio                           610,500              9                172,593             3

Michigan                           1,575,034             23                291,086             5

Grand Rapids                 555,838              8                165,807             3

Indiana                 1,181,546             17                189,273             3

Wisconsin                       1,507,526             22                191,988             3

Minnesota                    1,354,011             20                199,743             3

SOUTHWEST

Texas/New Mexico       2,580,733             48                486,510             9

Houston                    1,247,448             23                281,231             5

Arkansas                          841,770             16                169,380             3
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SECTION 202/811 MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (MBE) GOALS

                                   SECTION 202                                       SECTION 811

                                                CAPITAL                                 CAPITAL

OFFICES                  ADVANCE             UNITS          ADVANCE             UNITS

Louisiana                       1,330,852             25                297,700             6

Oklahoma                        946,860               18                185,767             4

San Antonio                993,121               19                243,796             5

GREAT PLAINS

Iowa                    365,727                6                 503,773            9

Kansas/Missouri        595,949               10                 163,227            3

Nebraska                   196,581                3                 155,142            3

St. Louis                       576,443               10                 187,140            3

ROCKY MOUNTAINS

Colorado                   922,078               15                 171,090            3

PACIFIC/HAWAII

Hawaii (Guam)              892,539               11                         349,068            3

Los Angeles             12,596,198              160               1,770,942           23
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SECTION 202/811 MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (MBE) GOALS

                                   SECTION 202                                       SECTION 811

                                                CAPITAL                                 CAPITAL

OFFICES                  ADVANCE             UNITS          ADVANCE             UNITS

Arizona                  1,214,220               15                 206,599            4

Sacramento               1,679,379               21                 203,711            3

California             6,895,633             88                 887,240           11

NORTHWEST/ALASKA

Alaska                    273,228              4                 349,068            3

Oregon                    567,111              8                 180,438            3

Washington                       763,458             10                 203,622            3

        TOTAL            102,103,677          1,520              17,400,052          273
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GUIDELINES FOR RATING SECTION 811 APPLICATIONS FY 1995

SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES

DIRECTIONS:In applications proposing a Co-Sponsor, the

Sponsor and Co-Sponsor are to be evaluated and

scored separately.      The higher score shall be

awarded to the application.

The full range of numerical ratings should be

used.

1.The Sponsor's (and Co-Sponsor's) ability to develop and

operate the proposed housing on a long-term basis, consider:

70 points maximum (60 base points plus l0 bonus points)

(MHR (a)        The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

& HM            experience in providing housing OR related services) to

avg'd)  those proposed to be served by the project and the

                scope of the proposed project (i.e., number of units,

                services, relocation costs, development, and operation)

                in relationship to the Sponsor's demonstrated

                development and management capacity (32 points

                maximum).  (See Exhibits 2, 3a, 3b, 3c, 3e, 4d, 4f, and

                5)

27-32 PointsSponsor must have developed and operated at least

one housing project comparable in scope to the

project being applied for or provided related

supportive services for at least five years for

the specified client group and, demonstrated a

consistent performance in timely development,

effective marketing, and efficient management of

both housing and/or service delivery.

l4-26 PointsSponsor has at least three years experience

in providing housing and/or supportive services

and has demonstrated consistent performance in

timely development, effective marketing, and

efficient management of housing and/or service

delivery.

1-13 Points Sponsor has less than three years experience in

either housing or supportive services to the

specified client group, or has not consistently

performed the development, marketing, and

management of housing and/or service delivery.
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(MHR)(d)The extent of local community support for the project

and the Sponsor's or Co-Sponsor's activities, including

previous experience in serving the area where the

project is to be located, and Sponsor's demonstrated

ability to enlist volunteers and raise local funds. (l5

points maximum) (See Exhibits 2, 3b, 3c, 3d, and 11)

l0-15 pointsThe application contains written evidence that the

local community intends to provide financial

assistance and community service to the proposed

project.  The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor has provided

extensive evidence of:

                        a.      Sponsor's past history of serving the

                                project locality (i.e., extent of its

                                activities, period of involvement and the

                                size of the client group); and,

                        b.      Sponsor's fund-raising ability and ability

                                to enlist volunteers.

4-9 points      The application contains evidence that the local

                        community intends to provide funding and/or

                        community service to the proposed project.  The

                        Sponsoring organization has provided

                        documentation which demonstrates its previous

                        experience in serving the project locality, and

                        has a good track record of private fund-raising

                        and enlisting volunteers in the community.

1-3 points      The Sponsoring organization has enlisted some

                        support in the community (i.e. letters of

                        support from other agencies) for the proposed

                        project. The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor has limited

                        experience in serving the area where the project

                        is to be located, or in securing private funding

                        or enlisting volunteers in a community.

(MHR)(e)        The Sponsor's board is comprised of at least

                5l percent persons with disabilities.  (5 bonus points)

                (See Exhibit 2e)

(MHR)(f)        The Sponsor has involved persons with disabilities

                (including minority persons with disabilities) in the

                development of the application and will involve persons

                with disabilities (including minority persons with

                disabilities) in the development of the project.

                (5 bonus points) (See Exhibit 3f)
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2.The need for supportive housing for persons with

disabilities in the area to be served, the extent to which

the Sponsor has site control, the suitability of the site,

and the design of the project, consider:  50 points maximum

(40 base points plus l0 bonus points).

(EMAS)(a)The extent of need for the project in the area based on

a determination made by the HUD Office.  This

determination will be made by taking into consideration

the Sponsor's evidence of need in the area based on the

guidelines in Section 890.265(b)(18), as well as other

economic, demographic, and housing market data

available to the HUD Office.  (8 points maximum)

NOTE:  This factor must be scored either 0 or 8 points.

(See Exhibit 1, 4a, and 4e)

(VAL) (b)The proximity or accessibility of the site to shopping,

medical facilities, places of employment, places of

worship, transportation, recreational facilities, and

other necessary services to the intended occupants,

adequacy of utilities and streets and freedom of the

site from adverse environmental conditions (site

control projects only), and compliance with site and

neighborhood standards.  (15 points)(See Exhibit 4e)

SITE CONTROL PROJECTS

l0-l5 pointsAll necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities

(groceries, toiletries and medicines), are within

safe walking distance, OR are easily accessible by

frequently operating public transportation or by

transportation provided by the Sponsor.

Utilities and streets are available, adequate to

serve the proposed use, and will require little or

no off-site construction.

Permissive zoning is in place.

No filling is necessary; soil shows no evidence of

instability; or, minimal construction is necessary

to improve site drainage.  Site is adequate in

size, exposure, configuration, and topography with

no special facilities required.

                        Site is free from all adverse environmental

                        conditions, including hazardous conditions, and

                        adequate fire and police protection is readily

                        available.
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4-9 points Some necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities, are

within safe walking distance OR are easily

accessible by frequently operating public

transportation or by transportation provided by

the Sponsor.  Streets and/or utilities can be made

available to the site with moderate extensions.

Re-zoning is necessary and Sponsor provided a

reasonable assurance that it will be accomplished

with only minor extensions.

                        The extent to which the proposed design will

                        meet    the special needs of persons with

                        disabilities the housing is intended to serve

                        and will accommodate the provision of any

necessary on-site services for the proposed

residents.

Some filling is necessary; soil shows some

evidence of instability; or minor construction is

necessary to improve site drainage.  Site is

adequate in size, exposure, configuration and

topography with no special facilities required.

Site is free from all hazardous environmental

conditions, but some minor adverse conditions

exist (e.g., higher than desirable noise level, or

minimal air pollution).  However, mitigation is

possible without significant expenditures of time

and expense.  Adequate fire and police protection

is readily available.

1-3 pointsFew necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities are

within safe walking distance.  Description of the

availability of public transportation or the

willingness, capacity and plan of the Sponsor to

provide transportation is vague.

Streets and/or utilities can be made available to

the site only with significant extensions.

Re-zoning is necessary and the Sponsor provided a

reasonable assurance that it will be accomplished

with moderate extensions.

Moderate filling is necessary; soil shows evidence

of instability; or moderate construction is

necessary to improve site drainage.  Site is

minimally acceptable in terms of size, exposure,
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configuration, drainage, and topography with some

special facilities required. Site is free from all

hazardous environmental conditions, but some minor

adverse conditions exist (e.g., higher than

desirable noise level, or minimal air pollution).

However, mitigation is possible but with

significant expenditures of time and expense.

Adequate fire and police protection is readily

available.

SITE IDENTIFIED PROJECTS

The site should be rated based upon the Sponsor's description and

any information you have about the site and the surrounding area

without benefit of a site visit.

10-15 pointsAll necessary services and facilities, including

                        shopping facilities for daily necessities

                        (groceries, toiletries and medicines), are

                        within safe walking distance, OR are easily

                        accessible by frequently operating public

                        transportation or by transportation provided by

                        the Sponsor.

Permissive zoning is in place.

Site is located in a community setting, will blend

in with existing architecture, and will afford

maximum integration of the proposed residents.

There is no other housing for persons with

disabilities within a one mile radius of the

proposed site.

4-9 points Some necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities, are

within safe walking distance OR are easily

accessible by frequently operating public

transportation or by transportation provided by

the Sponsor.

Re-zoning is necessary but Sponsor indicates that

it will be accomplished with only minor

extensions.

Site is located in a community setting, will blend

in with existing architecture, and will afford

maximum integration of the proposed residents.

Other housing for persons with disabilities exists

within a half mile of the proposed site.
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1-3 points Few necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities are

within safe walking distance.  Description of the

availability of public transportation or the

willingness, capacity and plan of the Sponsor to

provide transportation is vague.

Re-zoning is necessary and the Sponsor provided a

reasonable assurance that it will be accomplished

with moderate extensions.

(ARCH)(d)The extent to which the proposed design will meet any

special needs of persons with disabilities the housing

is intended to serve and will accommodate the provision

of any necessary on-site supportive services for the

proposed residents.  (10 points maximum) (See Exhibit

4b)

6-10pointsThe proposed population does not have any special

needs requiring special design features, and there

will not be any on-site services requiring special

accommodations;

                                  OR,

The narrative indicates that special features to

accommodate supportive services will be provided.

These features are described in detail, indicating

the items, and their purpose, and include other

related information, such as quantity, size,

related codes and standards, locations, and other

pertinent data.  These features constitute

acceptable amenities, and do not include

prohibited amenities such as clinical/health type

equipment not funded by the Sponsor.

1-5 points     Same as above, except that the description is in

               general terms, and data such as quantity, sizes,

               and specific locations and applicable codes and

               standards are not included.

(VAL) (e)The application contains acceptable evidence of control

of an approvable site.  (10 bonus points) (See Exhibit

4e)
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GUIDELINES FOR RATING SECTION 202 APPLICATIONS FY 1994

SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY

DIRECTIONS:In applications proposing a Co-Sponsor, the

Sponsor and Co-Sponsor are to be evaluated and

scored separately.  The higher score shall be

awarded to the application.

The full range of numerical ratings should be

used.

1.      In determining the Sponsor's (and Co-Sponsor's) ability to

        develop and operate the proposed housing on a long-term

        basis, consider:

(MHR)(a)  The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

& HMexperience in providing housing OR related services to

avg'd) those proposed to be served by the project and the

scope of the proposed project (i.e., number of units,

services, relocation costs, development, and operation)

in relationship to the Sponsor's demonstrated

development and management capacity (30 points

maximum).  [See Exhibits 2, 3a, 3b, and 5]

25-30 Points Sponsor must have developed and operated at least

one housing project comparable in scope to the

project being applied for or provided related

supportive services for at least five years for

the specified client group and, demonstrated a

consistent performance in timely development,

effective marketing, and efficient management of

both housing and/or service delivery.

12-24 PointsSponsor has at least three years experience in

providing housing and/or supportive services and

has demonstrated consistent performance in timely

development, effective marketing, and efficient

management of housing and/or service delivery.

1-11 Points Sponsor has less than three years experience in

either housing or supportive services, or, has not

performed consistently in the development,

marketing, and management of housing and/or

service delivery.
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(MHR)(d)        The extent of local community support for the project

                and for the Sponsor's or Co-Sponsor's activities,

                including previous experience in serving the area

                where the project is to be located, and Sponsor's

                demonstrated ability to enlist volunteers and raise

                local funds.  (12 points maximum).      [See Exhibits 2, 3a,

                3b and 3d]

8-12 points     The application contains written evidence that the

                local community intends to provide financial

                assistance and community service to the proposed

                project.  The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor has provided

                extensive evidence of:

                        a.      Sponsor's past history of serving the

                 project locality (i.e., extent of its

                 activities, period of involvement and the

                 size of the client group); and,

b.   Sponsor's fund-raising ability and ability

        to enlist volunteers.

4-7 pointsThe application contains evidence that the local

community intends to provide funding and/or

community service to the proposed project.  The

Sponsoring organization has provided documentation

which demonstrates its previous experience in

serving the project locality, and has a good track

record of private fund raising and enlisting

volunteers in the community.

1-3 points      The Sponsoring organization has enlisted some

                        support in the community (i.e., letters of support

                        from other agencies) for the proposed project.

                The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor has limited experience in

        serving the area where the project is to be

        located, or in securing private funding or

        enlisting volunteers in a community.

(MHR)(e)  The Sponsor has involved elderly persons, including

                minority elderly persons, in the development of the

                application and will involve elderly persons,

                including minority elderly persons, in the development

                of the project.  (5 Bonus Points) [See Exhibit 3e]

2.      In determining the need for supportive housing for the

        elderly in the area to be served and the suitability of the

        site, consider:
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(EMAS)(a)The extent of the need for the project in the area

based on a determination by the HUD Office.  This

determination will be made by taking into consideration

the Sponsor's evidence of need in the area based on the

guidelines in Section 889.270(b)(17), as well as other

economic, demographic and housing market data available

to the HUD Office (8 points maximum).  [See Exhibits 1,

4a and 4c]

Rating points for all projects, determined to be

marketable, are to be based on the ratio of the

number of units in the proposed project to the

estimate of unmet need for housing assistance by

the income eligible elderly households with

selected housing conditions, as follows.  Unmet

housing need is defined as the number of very low-

income renter households with housing problems, as

of the 1990 Cenus minus the number of Federally

assisted housing units provided since the 1990

census.  HUD will, to the extent practicable,

consider all units provided for the elderly under

the Section 8 programs, the Public and Indian

Housing programs, the Section 202 program, and the

Farmers Home Administration's Section 515 Rural

Rental Housing program.

8 PointsThe number of units proposed is 10

percent or less of the income

eligible unmet need.

4 PointsThe number of units proposed is 11

percent or more of the income

eligible unmet need.

(VAL) (b)The proximity or accessibility of the site to shopping,

medical facilities, transportation, places of worship,

recreational facilities, places of employment, and

                other necessary services to the intended occupants,

                adequacy of utilities and streets, freedom of the site

                from adverse environmental conditions, and compliance

        with site and neighborhood standards. (10 points

maximum)  [See Exhibits 4c(1)(2)(3)and (4)]

7-10 pointsAll necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities

(groceries, toiletries and medicines), are within

safe walking distance, OR are easily accessible by

frequently operating public transportation or by

transportation provided by the Sponsor.
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Utilities and streets are available, adequate to

serve the proposed use, and will require little or

no off-site construction.

Permissive zoning is in place.

No filling is necessary; soil shows no evidence of

instability; or, minimal construction is necessary

to improve site drainage.  Site is adequate in

size, exposure, configuration, and topography with

no special facilities required.  Site is free from

all adverse environmental conditions, including

hazardous conditions, and adequate fire and police

protection is readily available.

4-6 points Some necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities, are

within safe walking distance OR are easily

accessible by frequently operating public

transportation or by transportation provided by

the Sponsor.

Streets and/or utilities can be made available to

the site with moderate extensions.

Re-zoning is necessary and Sponsor provided a

reasonable assurance that it will be accomplished

with only minor extensions.

Some filling is necessary; soil shows some

evidence of instability; or minor construction is

necessary to improve site drainage.  Site is

adequate in size, exposure, configuration and

topography with no special facilities required.

Site is free from all hazardous environmental

conditions, but some minor adverse conditions

exist (e.g., higher than desirable noise level, or

minimal air pollution).  However, mitigation is

possible without significant expenditures of time

and expense.  Adequate fire and police protection

is readily available.

1-3 pointsFew necessary services and facilities, including

shopping facilities for daily necessities are

within safe walking distance.  Description of the

availability of public transportation or the

willingness, capacity and plan of the Sponsor to

provide transportation is vague.
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Streets and/or utilities can be made available to

the site only with significant extensions.

Re-zoning is necessary and the Sponsor provided a

reasonable assurance that it will be accomplished

with moderate extensions.

Moderate filling is necessary; soil shows evidence

of instability; or moderate construction is

necessary to improve site drainage.  Site is

minimally acceptable in terms of size, exposure,

configuration, drainage, and topography with some

special facilities required.  Site is free from

all hazardous environmental conditions, but some

minor adverse conditions exist (e.g., higher than

desirable noise level, or minimal air pollution).

However, mitigation is possible but with significant

expenditures of time and expense.  Adequate fire and

police protection is readily available.

3.      In determining the adequacy of the provision of supportive

        services, consider the following:  (20 points maximum)

(ARCH (a) The extent to which the proposed design will meet the

& HM            special physical needs of elderly persons.  (3 points

avg'd)    maximum) [See Exhibits 3b, 4a, 4b(1)(2) and 4d]

3 pointsThe narrative is detailed and indicates

how local codes and Section 202 program

requirements will be met and how Fair

Housing Amendments and  Section 504

requirements will be included in the

design development of the project's

interior and exterior spaces,

circulation, and recreation.

1-2 pointsThe narrative is general and indicates

how local codes, Section 202, Fair

Housing Amendments and  Section 504

requirements will be achieved, and  gives

assurances that full compliance will be

achieved during the design phase.
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(ARCH (b)       The extent to which the proposed size and unit mix of

& HM            housing will enable the Sponsor to manage and operate

avg'd)  the housing efficiently and ensure that the provision

                of supportive services will be accomplished in an

                economical manner.  (4 points maximum) [Exhibits 3b,

          4a, 4b(1)(2) and 4d]

3-4 points      The narrative provides a detailed description

                        about the proposed project, including a

                        description of the building type, unit

                        configuration, special design features, community

                        spaces, amenities and proposed utilities, and how

                        the proposed project will aid in the delivery of

                        services in an economical manner.  The narrative

                        indicates that the proposed size, unit mix and

                        delivery of services is well thought out and will

                        foster easy management and economic operation.

                There are no prohibited amenities or spaces not

funded by the Sponsor.

1-2 points      The narrative provides a general description about

                        the proposed project OR does not go into the level

                        of detail as indicated above, but sufficient

                        information is provided to come to the belief that

                        the proposed size, unit mix and delivery of

                        services will foster easy management and economic

                        operation.  There are no prohibited amenities or

                        spaces not funded by the Sponsor.

(ARCH (c)       The extent to which the proposed design of the housing

& HM            will accommodate the provision of supportive services

avg.d)  that are expected to be needed initially and over the

                useful life of the housing, by the category or

                categories of elderly persons the housing is intended

                to serve.  (3 points maximum) [See Exhibits 3b, 4a,

                4b(1)(2) and 4d]

3 points        The proposed population does not have any special

                        needs requiring special design features, and there

                        will not be any on-site services requiring special

                        accommodations; HOWEVER, the Sponsor has addressed

                        aging in place and described how supportive

                        services will be made available to the residents

                        in the future for the remaining useful life of the

                        project;
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                                                                OR,

                        The narrative indicates that special features to

                        accommodate supportive services will be provided.

                        These features are described in detail, indicating

                        the items, and their purpose, and may include

                        other related information, such as, quantity,

                        size, related codes and standards, locations, and

                        other pertinent data.

                        The features may provide items such as:  (1)

                        adequate food storage, preparation, and

                        consumption areas; (2) a convenient on-site

                        passenger pick-up and drop-off area; and (3) any

                        other required feature to accommodate proposed

                        supportive services.

                        These features constitute acceptable amenities,

                        and do not include any prohibited amenities not

                        funded by the Sponsor or clinical/health type

                        equipment.

1-2 points      Same as above, except that the description is in

                        general terms, and data such as quantity, sizes,

                        and specific locations and applicable codes and

                        standards are not included.  The features

                        constitute acceptable amenities, and do not

                        include prohibited amenities not funded by the

                        Sponsor or clinical/health type equipment.

(MHR    (d)  The extent to which the proposed supportive services

& HM            meet the identified needs of the residents. (5 points

avg'd)    maximum)

5 points                The proposed population does not have any special

                        supportive service needs; HOWEVER, the Sponsor

                        has addressed aging in place and described how

                        supportive services will be made available to the

                        residents in the future for the remaining useful

                        life of the project;

                                                        OR,

               Sponsor has comprehensively described the

                        specific supportive service needs of the

                        identified elderly group to be housed.  Proposed

                        services address the identified needs, provide

                for tailoring to individual needs, and are                                       ATTACHMENT 12

consistent with program requirements.  Method of

service delivery is appropriate and clearly

described. Sponsor's service plan discusses

provisions for those aging in place.

3-4 points     The elderly group to be housed and their

                        supportive needs are well described.  Proposed

                        services address the principal needs identified,

                        and the method of delivery is appropriate.  The

                        service plan is consistent with program

                        requirements. Aging in place needs are

               addressed.

1-2 points     The elderly group to be housed and their

               supportive needs are generally described.

                  Description of services and method of delivery

                     are general in nature.  Some specifics of the

                     service plan may yet need to be developed;

               Aging in place needs are discussed.

(MHR    (e)  The extent to which the sponsor demonstrated that the

& HM            identified supportive services will be provided on a

avg'd)  consistent long-term basis.  (5 points maximum)

4-5 points     Well documented explanation for the long-term

               provision of supportive services, including

                        funding, for residents as they age in place.

1-3 points     Limited explanation for the long-term provision

                        of supportive services, including funding, for

                        residents as they age in place.

                                                                                ATTACHMENT 14

SECTION 202 CAPITAL ADVANCE PROGRAM

APPLICATION FOR FUND RESERVATION

INITIAL SCREENING REVIEW CHECKLIST FORMAT

Instructions:

1.The MHR shall check all applications to determine if the

exhibits are complete, missing or incomplete.  NOTE:  During

initial screening, the contents of the exhibits are not to

be reviewed; only the inclusion of the material.

2.If an exhibit or part of an exhibit is missing, it should be

identified on the review sheet.

3.When completed, the MHR shall draft a letter to the Sponsor

either acknowledging receipt of a complete application or

identifying missing exhibits or parts of exhibits.

Project Sponsor:

Project Location:

Project No.:

INITIAL SCREENING SUMMARY

Date Received for Screening:

Date Screening Completed:

        ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

     ÀÄÄÄÄÙ Application is complete.

Date of acknowledgement letter:

                                        OR

     ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

     ÀÄÄÄÄÙ Application is incomplete.

Date of deficiency letter (attach copy):

Date of response to deficiency letter:

Date Application Placed into Technical Processing:

   (Signature of MHR)                                  Date

Section 202 - Application for Fund Reservation

Initial Screening Review Checklist

Multifamily Housing Representative

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

        The following Exhibits must be checked for completeness by

the Multifamily Housing Representative.

EXHIBIT NO.             COMPLETE                INCOMPLETE              MISSING

     1

     2(a)

     2(b)

     2(c)

     2(d)

     3(a)

     3(b)

     3(c)

     3(d)

     3(e)

     4(a)

     4(b)(1)

     4(b)(2)

     4(c)(1)

     4(c)(2)

     4(c)(3)

     4(c)(4)

     4(c)(5)

     4(d)(1)

     4(d)(2)

     4(d)(3)

     4(d)(4)

     5

     6

     7

     8

     9

     10

     11(a)

     11(b)

     11(c)

     11(d)

     11(e)

     11(f)

        After review of the Exhibits for completeness, check one of

the following:

        ÚÄÄÄÄ¿  To complete the application review, the following

1.   ÀÄÄÄÄÙ     information must be requested from the Sponsor:

        Information Requested

     ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

2.   ÀÄÄÄÄÙ    The application is complete.

Comments:

    Signature of MHR                                  Date

SECTION 202 CAPITAL ADVANCE

APPLICATION FOR FUND RESERVATION

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDA FORMATS

Instructions:

1.The attached contains 8 separate suggested memoranda formats

for use by the reviewing disciplines during technical

processing at the fund reservation stage.  The memoranda

formats provide for:

-the assignment of recommended ranking points by the

reviewing discipline for the Section 202 Rating Panel

-identification of all required findings and applicable

program instructions

-identification of substantive comments by the reviewer.

2.      If the reviewing discipline discovers that an exhibit or

part of an exhibit is missing which was not identified

during initial screening, the MHR should be immediately

notified.  The MHR shall telephone the sponsor and request

the missing information to be submitted within 10 days from

date of the telephone call.  This information is to be

requested on the same day by certified mail.

3.Review Disciplines Summary:  MHR shall complete the

following:

Reviewing Office                                        Recommendation 1/

                                                Acceptable        Not Acceptable

MHR                             ___________             _______________

AE&C                                            ___________             _______________

VAL                                             ___________             _______________

EMAS                                            ___________             _______________

FH&EO                                   ___________             _______________

HM                                              ___________             _______________

Counsel                                 ___________             _______________

CPD                                             ___________             _______________

1/If an application receives a "not acceptable" recommen-

dation, it should not be considered by the Field Office

Rating Panel.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING REPRESENTATIVE (MHR)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:  _______________________________________, MHR

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

                Sponsor's Name:  ______________________________________

                Project Location: _____________________________________

                Project No.:  _________________________________________

        The subject application has been reviewed and the MHR's

findings are as follows:

1.The proposed facilities and intended occupants are eligible

under the Section 202 program.

YES ____  NO ____  If no, the application must be rejected.

COMMENTS: _________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

2.The Sponsor has previous experience in developing and/or

operating housing, medical or other facilities, such as, but

not limited to, nursing homes or senior or community

centers, and/or the provision of services to the elderly,

the disabled, families or minority groups, preferably, but

not necessarily among those in the low- and moderate-income

category.

        YES ____  NO ____  If no, the application must be rejected.

COMMENTS:  _________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

3.The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor submitted a board resolution stating

its commitment to cover the required minimum capital

     investment, estimated start-up expenses, and the estimated

     cost of any amenities or features (and operating costs

     related thereto) which would not be covered by the approved

     capital advance.

(Technical Processing - MHR) - continued

Project No.

Yes____   No____ If no, was a board resolution provided by

                 another organization to furnish these

                 funds or a combination thereof?

        Yes____   No____ If no, the application must be rejected.

                                  If yes, name of organization:

        Comments: __________________________________________________

        ____________________________________________________________

        ____________________________________________________________

4.      The Sponsor submitted properly executed Exhibits including

        Certifications.

        YES ____  NO ____  If no, the application must be rejected.

        COMMENTS: __________________________________________________

        ____________________________________________________________

                ____________________________________________________________

NOTE:  Any application that must be rejected based on a "no"

response in either of the above questions, must be rated.

However, the application will not be ranked.  The applicant will

not be notified of the rejection until technical processing has

been completed.

RATIG FACTORS

1.In determining the Sponsor's ability to develop and operate

the proposed housing on a long-term basis, consider:

     (47 points maximum -- 42 base points + 5 bonus points)

        (a)The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

experience in providing housing or related services to

those proposed to be served by the project and the

scope of the proposed project (i.e., number of units,

services, relocation costs, development, and operation)

in relationship to the Sponsor's demonstrated

development and management capacity (30 points

maximum).

Recommended rating:  _________

Comment:  _____________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

(Technical Processing - MHR) - continued

Project No.

(d)The extent of local community support for the project

and for the Sponsor's activities, including previous

experience in serving the area where the project is to

be located, and Sponsor's demonstrated ability to

enlist volunteers and raise local funds (12 points

maximum).

Recommended rating:  _______

Comment:  _____________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

        (e)  The Sponsor has involved elderly persons, including

                minority elderly persons, in the development of the

                application and will involve elderly persons, including

                minority elderly persons, in the development of the

                project (5 bonus points).

                Recommended rating:  _______

                Comments:  ____________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

3.In determining the adequacy of the provision of supportive

        services, consider the following:        (10 points maximum)

        (d)The extent to which the proposed supportive services

meet the identified needs of the residents (5 points

maximum).

                Recommended rating:  _______

                Comment:  _____________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

        (e)The extent to which the Sponsor demonstrated that the

identified supportive services will be provided on a

consistent long-term basis (5 points maximum).

                Recommended rating:  _______

                Comment:  _____________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________

        In summary, the subject application is acceptable.

        Yes _____  No _____

        Comments:  _________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

___________________________________                     _______________

Signature of MHR                                                           Date

NOTE:  ALL OF THE EXHIBITS HAVE BEEN REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

          ABOVE FINDINGS.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, AND COST BRANCH (A&E)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:  _________________________, Chief, Architectural,

                                            Engineering and Cost Branch

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

                Sponsor's Name:  ______________________________________

                Project Location: _____________________________________

                Project No.:  _________________________________________

                No. of Units:  _______

        The subject application has been reviewed and Architectural,

Engineering and Cost's findings are as follows:

Rating Factors

3.In determining adequacy of the provision of supportive

services and of the proposed facility, consider:

(10 points maximum)

        (a)     The extent to which the proposed design will meet the

                special physical needs of elderly persons (3 points

                maximum).

        Recommended rating:  ___________

        Comments:  ____________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

        (b)The extent to which the proposed size and unit mix of

housing will enable the Sponsor to manage and operate

the housing efficiently and ensure that the provision

of supportive services will be accomplished in an

economical fashion (4 points maximum).

        Recommended rating:  ___________

        Comments:  ____________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

                _______________________________________________________

(Technical Processing - A&E) - continued

Project No.

        (c)     Based on the narrative description, the extent to which

the proposed design of the housing will accommodate the

provision of supportive services that are expected to

be needed, initially and over the useful life of the

housing, by the category or categories of elderly

persons the housing is intended to serve (3 points

maximum).

                Recommended rating:

                Comments:

        The application is acceptable from an Architectural,

Engineering and Cost viewpoint.

        Yes ____   No ____

Comments: ________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________

_______________________________

Signature of Reviewer                            Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1, 4(a), 4(b)(1), 4(b)(2), 4(c)(3), AND 4(c)(4)

       WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

 VALUATION BRANCH

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                      , Chief Appraiser, Valuation Branch

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

          Sponsor Name:

          Project Location:

        Project No:

        The subject application has been reviewed and Valuation's

comments are as follows:

1.      Does the proposed site meets site and neighborhood

standards requirements?

        Yes____  No____   If no, the application must be rejected.

        Comments:

2.   Is the site located in a floodway, Coastal High Hazard

Area, and/or within a designated Coastal Barrier (Coastal

Barrier Resources Act P.L. 97-348)?

Yes____  No____  If yes, the application must be rejected.

NOTE:  Any application that must be rejected based on responses

to the above questions, must be rated.  However, the application

will not be ranked.  The applicant will not be notified of the

rejection until technical processing has been completed.

Rating Factor

2.      In determining the suitability of the site consider the

        proximity or accessibility of the site to shopping,

        medical facilities, transportation, places of worship,

recreational facilities, places of employment, and other

necessary services to the intended occupants, adequacy of

utilities and streets, freedom of the site from adverse

environmental conditions and compliance with site and

neighborhood standards.

                                                                (10 points maximum)

Recommended rating:

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Valuation ) - continued

Project No.

4.The following additional findings have been made:

(a)The number of units and bedroom sizes are marketable.

Yes         No

Comments:

(b)The proposed site is located outside the 100-year

floodplain.

Yes        No           If no, the 8-step process

(described in 55.20 of 24 CFR Part 55

Proposed Rule) must be initiated.

Comments:

NOTE:Six steps of the 8-step process described in 24

CFR Part 55.20 must be completed, if an

application is recommended for funding.

(c)The Form HUD-92013-E has been reviewed and is

acceptable.

Yes          No

Comments:

(d)The proposed congregate dining facility will be

financially viable.

Yes         No        N/A

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Valuation ) - continued

Project No.

(e)The proposed project meets Environmental Assessment

requirements, taking into consideration Compliance

Findings (including SHPO findings) set forth in

attached Form HUD-4128 or 4128.1, as appropriate.

Yes         No

Comments:

        (f)  Was the Transaction Screen Checklist or Phase I

                Environmental Site Assessment submitted?

                Yes         No

                If no, the application must be rejected.

                If yes, check one of the following:

                      No further study was indicated.

                      Further study was indicated and the Phase II

                      study was completed.

                Comments:

 (g)The proposed construction or rehabilitation is or will

be permissible under applicable zoning ordinances or

regulations.

Yes         No

Comments:

        In summary, the subject application is:  ÚÄÄÄ¿ Acceptable

                                              ÀÄÄÄÙ

                                              ÚÄÄÄ¿ Not

                                              ÀÄÄÄÙ Acceptable

Explain:

        (Signature or Appraiser)                        Date

Attachment:  Form HUD-4128 or 4128.1, as appropriate, with

             supporting documentation.

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 4(a,) 4(c), 4(d)(2) and 8 WERE REVIEWED TO

DETERMINE THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

     TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

 ECONOMIC & MARKET ANALYSIS

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                               , Director, Economic &

                                     Market Analysis

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and EMAS's

findings are as follows:

1.      Taking into consideration the economic and demographic

        characteristics of the elderly in the housing market area

        and the current and anticipated market conditions in

        assisted housing for the elderly, is there sufficient

        demand for the number and type of units proposed?

     ÚÄÄÄ¿ Yes   ÚÄÄÄ¿ No   If no, project must be rejected.

        ÀÄÄÄÙ       ÀÄÄÄÙ

Explain basis for the finding:

        NOTE:   Applications rejected on the basis of market are

                        to receive zero (0) points on rating criterion

                        2(a) below.

2.      The proposed location is acceptable and desirable for the

elderly taking into consideration the proximity or

accessibility of public facilities, health care and other

necessary services to the intended occupants.

     ÚÄÄÄÄÄÄ¿              ÚÄÄÄÄÄ¿

ÀÄÄÄÄÄÄÙ   Yes        ÀÄÄÄÄÄÙ  No

Comments:

NOTE:   EMAS should complete this question only if it has

available relevant information on the site and

location.

(Technical Processing - EMAS) - continued

Project No.

Rating Factor

2.      In determining the need for supportive housing for the

        elderly in the area to be served, consider:

        a.   The extent of the need for the project in the area

based on a determination by the HUD Office.

This determination will be made taking into

consideration the Sponsor's evidence of need

in the area based on the guidelines in

Section 889.270(b)(17), as well as other

economic, demographic and housing market data

available, to the Field Office.  The data

could include the availability of existing

Federally assisted housing (HUD and ARHEDS)

(e.g., considering availability and vacancy

rates of public housing) for the elderly and

current occupancy in such facilities,

Federally assisted housing for the elderly

under construction or for which fund

reservations have been issued, and in

accordance with an agreement between HUD and

the ARHEDS, comments from the ARHEDS on the

demand for additional assisted housing and

the possible harm to existing projects in the

same housing market area.

        (8 points maximum)

                Recommended rating:

                Unmet Needs Ratio:

                Comments:

Based on the EMAS review, the application is:

ÚÄÄÄ¿ Acceptable              ÚÄÄÄ¿ Not Acceptable

     ÀÄÄÄÙ                         ÀÄÄÄÙ

Explain:

        (Signature of Economist)                      Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 4a and 4c WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

ABOVE FINDINGS.

        TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

FAIR HOUSING & EQUAL OPPORTUNITY (FHEO)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                              , Director, Fair Housing and

                                              Equal Opportunity

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

     Sponsor Name:

        Project Location:

        Project No.:

        The Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEO) has

reviewed the subject application in accordance with the rating

criteria as outlined in this Handbook and applicable notices, and

in accordance with applicable civil rights requirements.  FHEO's

recommended ratings and comments on the acceptability of the

application are as follows:

1.Based on the application submission, even without the

benefit of a site visit, the proposed site meets site and

neighborhood standards.

Yes        No       If no, without proper justification,

                        application is to be rejected.

Comments:

2.Sponsor is in compliance with civil rights laws and

regulations,  i.e., there is no pending Department of

Justice civil rights suit, or outstanding finding of non-

compliance with civil rights statutes, executive orders,

or regulations (as a result of formal administrative

proceedings), or Secretarial charge under the Fair Housing

Act which has not been resolved; and, there has not been a

deferral of the processing of applications from the

Sponsor.

Yes        No

Comments:

(Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

3.  The Sponsor's Certifications are acceptable in connection

        with compliance with civil rights laws, regulation,

        Executive Orders, and equal opportunity requirements.

        (NOTE:  FHEO shall accept the Certifications unless

        there is documented evidence to the contrary.)

        Yes        No

        Comments:

NOTE:  Any application that would require rejection based on a

"no" response in any of the above questions, must be rated.

However, the application will not be ranked.  The applicant will

not be notified of the rejection until technical processing has

been completed.

RATING FACTORS:

1.In determining the Sponsor's capacity to develop and operate

the proposed housing on a long-term basis, consider:

(13 points maximum)

        (b)     The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

                        experience in providing housing or related services

                        to minority persons or families (8 points maximum).

NOTE:If the Sponsor has no previous housing experience,

experience in the provision of supportive services to

minority persons or families should be examined.

        Recommended rating:

        Comments:

        (c)     The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

                        experience in providing opportunities for minority

                        and women-owned business enterprises participation

                        (5 points maximum).

        Recommended rating:

                        Comments:

Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

2.      In determining the need for supportive housing for the

        elderly in the area to be served and the suitability of the

        site, consider (7 points maxumum).

        c.      The suitability of the site from the standpoint of

                        promoting a greater choice of housing opportunities

                        for     minority elderly persons/families

                        (7 points       maximum).

                        Recommended rating:

Comments:

6.The following additional findings have been made:

(a)The project addresses a low participation rate and an

identified need for housing for very low income

minority elderly persons and families.

        Yes       No

        Comments:

        (b)     Based upon data submitted in Exhibit 3(a), the

                        Sponsor indicates ties to the minority community.

                        Yes       No

                        Comments:

(c)The Sponsor's project is consistent with the

affirmatively furthering fair housing provisions of the

jurisdiction's CHAS/Consolidated Plan  certification.

        Yes      No

        Comments:

(Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

(d)For projects with relocation indicated, is the

information submitted in Exhibit 8 acceptable?

        Yes       No            Not Applicable

        Comments:

(e)The Sponsor submitted the required racial and ethnic

data on the persons/businesses to be displaced.

                Yes      No            Not Applicable

                        Comments:

The subject application is acceptable from a FHEO

viewpoint.

Yes       No

Explain:

(Signature of FHEO Reviewer)                       Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 3(a), 3(b), 3(c), 3(e), 4(a), 4(c), 8 and

11(a) WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

 MANAGEMENT

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                                , Director, Housing

            Management Division

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

        Sponsor Name:

        Project Location:

          Project No.:

        The Housing Management Division has reviewed the subject

application according to outstanding instructions and the

findings are as follows:

Rating Factors:

1(a)In determining the Sponsor's capacity to develop and

operate the proposed housing on a long-term basis,

evaluate the scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

experience in providing housing or related services to

the persons proposed to be served by the project and

the scope of the proposed project (i.e., number of

units, services, relocation costs,  development, and

operation) in relationship to the Sponsor's

demonstrated development and    management capacity. (30

points maximum).

Recommended rating:

Comments:

NOTE:In arriving at recommended ratings, consideration must

be given to evidence provided by the Sponsor that it

has organizational continuity and will be able to

continue its support to the project for at least 40

years.

(Technical Processing - HM) - continued

Project No.

3.      In determining adequacy of the provision of supportive

        services and of the proposed facility, consider:

                                        (20 points maximum)

        (a)     The extent to which the proposed design will meet the

                        special physical needs of elderly persons (3 points

                        maximum).

                        Recommended rating:

                        Comments:

        (b)The extent to which the proposed size and unit mix of

housing will enable the Sponsor to manage and operate

the housing efficiently and ensure that the provision

of supportive services will be accomplished in an

economical fashion (4 points maximum).

                Recommended rating:

                Comments:

        (c)The extent to which the proposed design of the housing

will accommodate the provision of supportive services

that are expected to be needed, initially and over the

useful life of the housing, by the category or

categories of elderly persons the housing is intended

to serve (3 points maximum).

                Recommended rating:

                Comments:

(d)The extent to which the proposed supportive services

meet the identified needs of the residents (5 points

maximum).

        Recommended rating:

        Comments:

(Technical Processing - HM) - continued

Project No.

(e)The extent to which the Sponsor has demonstrated that

the identified supportive services will be provided on

a consistent long-term basis (5 points maximum).

        Recommended rating:

        Comments:

The following additional findings have been made:

1.Housing Management's experience with the Sponsor has been

satisfactory, if self-management or identity of interest

management is proposed.

    Yes        No       Not applicable

    Comments:

2.Is project likely to affect adversely other HUD-insured and

assisted housing?

        Yes        No        If yes, application must be rejected.

        Comments:

        The subject application is acceptable from a Housing

Management viewpoint.

Yes        No

Explain:

    Signature of HM Reviewer                      Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 3(a), 3(b), 4(a), 4(b), 4(d) and 5 WERE

REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

FIELD OFFICE COUNSEL

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                               , Field Office Counsel

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

                        Sponsor Name:

                        Project Location:

                        Project No.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and the Field

Office Counsel's comments are as follows:

1.The Sponsor is an eligible private, nonprofit entity, no

part of the net earnings of which inures to the benefit of

any private party and which is not controlled by or under the

direction of persons seeking to derive profit or gain

therefrom.

Yes        No

Comments:

2.      The Sponsor is a public body or an instrumentality of a

        public body.

Yes        No

Comments:

3.The Sponsor has the necessary legal authority to sponsor

        the project, to assist the Owner and to apply for the

        capital advance.

Yes        No

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Counsel) - continued

Project No.

4.The Sponsor has an IRS tax exemption ruling, a blanket

exemption with the Sponsor specifically named in the list, or

a copy of the letter from the national/parent organization to

the IRS requesting that the Sponsor be included under its

blanket exemption.

    Yes        No

Comments:

5.The Sponsor has submitted documentary evidence of site

control, which does not contain restrictive covenants or

        reverter clauses unacceptable to HUD.

    Yes        No

Comments:

6.The Sponsor's board has adopted a resolution which:

        (a)     Certifies that no officer or board member of the

Sponsor, or of the Owner when formed, has or will be

permitted to have any financial interest in any

contract or in any firm or corporation that has a

contract with the Owner in connection with the

construction or operation of the project, procurement

of the site or other matters whatsoever.  (NOTE:  This

prohibition, as to the Sponsor's officers or board,

does not apply to any management or supportive service

contract entered into by the Owner with the Sponsor or

its nonprofit affiliate.)

                        Yes        No

                Comments:

(Technical Processing - Counsel) - continued

Project No.

        (b)Lists all the Sponsor's duly qualified and sitting

officers and directors, their titles, and the beginning

and ending date for each of their term of office.

                Yes        No

                Comments:

NOTE:  If the answer to any item is checked "no," Counsel will

  check "not acceptable" below and the application will be

        rejected.

RECOMMENDATION:

ÚÄÄÄ¿The subject Application is acceptable.

     ÀÄÄÄÙ

ÚÄÄÄ¿The subject Application must be rejected for the

     ÀÄÄÄÙ following reason(s):

(Signature of Field Office Counsel)               Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 2, AND 4c WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE ABOVE

FINDINGS.

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (CPD)

RELOCATION REVIEW

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                              , Director, Community

                                       Planning and Development

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

             Sponsor Name:

        Project Location:

          Project No.:

        The subject application has been reviewed with regard to

displacement and acquisition and finds the following:

1.  (a)         Sponsor has submitted the information required

                                by Exhibit 8.

                     ÚÄÄ¿  Yes           ÚÄÄ¿ No

                          ÀÄÄÙ                ÀÄÄÙ

            (b)         Sponsor has identified persons occupying the

                        property on the date of submission of the

                        Application (or initial site control, if

                        later).

                                     No. not to be   No. to be

                                    Displaced        Displaced

 Households (families

   and individuals)

 Business and Nonprofit

             Organizations

Farms

        Totals

2.  (a)   Estimated costs for relocation and real property

                        acquisition, if applicable, are reasonable.

                           ÚÄÄ¿ Yes   ÚÄÄ¿ No

                           ÀÄÄÙ       ÀÄÄÙ

            (b) The source of funding for such costs has been

                        identified.

                           ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

                                                  ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

(Technical Processing - CPD) continued

Project No.

            (c)         There is a firm commitment to provide funds for

                        relocation costs (Section 202 funds or other

                        sources).

                                                  ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

                                                  ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

3.  Organization to administer relocation has been

            identified.

                            ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

                            ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

4.  Certification of compliance with Relocation and real

            property acquisition requirements has been provided.

               ÚÄÄ¿ Yes     ÚÄÄ¿  No

               ÀÄÄÙ         ÀÄÄÙ

        5.Will the project be located in an Empowerment Zone,

Urban Supplemental Empowerment Zone, Enterprise

Community, or Urban Enhanced Enterprise Community?

                        ÚÄÄ¿ Yes        (5 bonus points awarded)   ÚÄÄ¿  No

               ÀÄÄÙ                                 ÀÄÄÙ

        In view of the above, the proposal is acceptable to

Community Planning and Development.

Yes          No         If no, identify the conditions

                       for acceptability.

Conditions, if any, for approval:

(Signature of CPD Reviewer)                     Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 4c AND 8 WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

ABOVE FINDINGS.

                                                                                ATTACHMET 15

SECTION 811 CAPITAL ADVANCE PROGRAM

APPLICATION FOR FUND RESERVATION

INITIAL SCREENING REVIEW CHECKLIST FORMAT

Instructions:

1.The MHR shall check all applications to determine if the

exhibits are complete, missing or incomplete.  NOTE:  During

initial screening, the contents of the exhibits are not to

be reviewed; only the inclusion of the material.

2.If an exhibit or part of an exhibit is missing, it should be

identified on the review sheet.

3.When completed, the MHR shall draft a letter to the Sponsor

either acknowledging receipt of a complete application or

identifying missing exhibits or parts of exhibits.

Project Sponsor:

Project Location:

Project No.:                       No. of Units/Residents:

INITIAL SCREENING SUMMARY

Date Received for Screening:

Date Screening Completed:

        ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

     ÀÄÄÄÄÙ Application is complete.

                  Date of acknowledgement letter:

                                        OR

     ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

     ÀÄÄÄÄÙ Application is incomplete.

                  Date of deficiency letter (attach copy):

            Date of response to deficiency letter:

Date Application Placed into Technical Processing:

 (Signature of MHR)                                  Date

Section 811 - Application for Fund Reservation

Initial Screening Review Checklist

Multifamily Housing Representative

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

        The following Exhibits must be checked for completeness by

the Multifamily Housing Representative.

EXHIBIT NO.                     COMPLETE                INCOMPLETE              MISSING

1

2(a)

2(b)

2(c)

2(d)

2(e)

3(a)

3(b)

3(c)

3(d)

3(e)

3(f)

4(a)

4(b)(1)

4(b)(2)

4(b)(3)

4(c)(1)

4(c)(2)

4(c)(3)

4(c)(4)(i)

4(c)(4)(ii)

4(c)(4)(iii)

4(c)(4)(iv)

4(c)(4)(v)

4(c)(4)(vi)

4(c)(4)(vii)

4(c)(5)

4(c)(6)

4(c)(7)

4(d)

4(d)(1)(i)

4(e)(1)(ii)

4(e)(1)(iii)(A)

4(e)(1)(iii)(B)

4(e)(1)(iii)(C)

4(e)(1)(iii)(D)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)

EXHIBIT NO.              COMPLETE      INCOMPLETE          MISSING

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(i)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(ii)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(iii)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(iv)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(v)

4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(vi)

4(e)(2)(i)

4(e)(2)(ii)

4(e)(2)(iii)

4(e)(2)(iv)

4(E)(2)(v)

4(f)

4(g)(1)

4(g)(2)

4(g)(3)

4(g)(4)

4(g)(5)

4(g)(6)

5

6

7

8

9

10

11(a)

11(b)

11(c)

11(d)

11(e)

11(f)

11)g)

NOTES:

1.Sponsors must provide either evidence of control of an

approvable site (Exhibit 4(e)(1)(i) through 4(e)(1)(iii)(D)

or information on an identified site(s)(Exhibit 4(e)(2)(i)

through 4(e)(2)(v).  Put N/A for whichever part of Exhibit

4e is not applicable to the application.

2.Exhibit 4(e)(1)(iii) (A through E) applies only to

applications in which the Sponsor requests an exception to

the project size limits.  If it is not applicable to the

application, put N/A for Exhibit 4(e)(1)(iii)(E)(i) through

(E)(vi).

3.If Sponsor is not applying for a group home to be licensed

as an intermediate care facility, put N/A for Exhibit

4(g)(1) through (6).

        After review of the Exhibits for completeness, check one of

the following:

        ÚÄÄÄÄÄ¿To complete the application review, the

1.      ÀÄÄÄÄÄÙ   following information must be requested from the

                        Sponsor:

        Information Requested

     ÚÄÄÄÄ¿

2.   ÀÄÄÄÄÙ    The application is complete.

Comments:

  Signature of MHR                                  Date

SECTION 811 CAPITAL ADVANCE

APPLICATION FOR FUND RESERVATION

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDA FORMATS

Instructions:

1.The attached contains 8 separate suggested memoranda formats

for use by the reviewing disciplines during technical

processing at the fund reservation stage.  The memoranda

formats provide for:

-the assignment of recommended ranking points by the

reviewing discipline for the Section 811 Rating Panel.

-identification of all required findings and applicable

program instructions.

-identification of substantive comments by the reviewer.

2.      If the reviewing discipline discovers that an exhibit or

        part of an exhibit is missing which was not identified

        during initial screening, the MHR should be notified

        immediately.  The MHR shall telephone the Sponsor and

        request the missing information to be submitted within 10

        days from the date of the telephone call.  The MHR shall

        also request this information on the same day by certified

        mail.

3.Review Disciplines Summary:  MHR shall complete the

following:

Reviewing Office                                        Recommendation 1/

                                                 Acceptable          Not Acceptable

MHR                             ___________             _______________

AE&C                                            ___________             _______________

VAL                                             ___________             _______________

EMAS                                            ___________             _______________

FH&EO                                   ___________             _______________

HM                                              ___________             _______________

Counsel                                 ___________             _______________

CPD                                             ___________             _______________

1/If an application receives a "not acceptable" recommen-

dation, it should not be considered by the Rating Panel.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

MULTIFAMILY HOUSING REPRESENTATIVE (MHR)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                                                 , MHR

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor's Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and the MHR's

findings are as follows:

1.The proposed facilities and intended occupants are eligible

under the Section 811 program.

Yes        No       If No, the application must be rejected.

Comment :

2.The Sponsor has previous experience in developing and/or

operating housing, medical or other facilities, such as, but

not limited to, rehabilitation centers, clinics, day care or

treatment centers and/or the provision of services to

persons with disabilities, the elderly, families or minority

groups, preferably, but not necessarily, among those in the

low and moderate income categories.

        Yes       No       If No, the application must be rejected.

Comments:

(Technical Processing - MHR) - continued

Project No.

3.The Sponsor/Co-Sponsor submitted a board resolution stating

        its commitment to cover the required minimum capital

        investment, estimated start-up expenses, and the estimated

        cost of any amenities or features and (operating costs

        related thereto) which would not be covered by the approved

        capital advance.

        Yes        No       If No, was a board resolution provided

                         by another organization to furnish these

                         funds or a combination thereof?

        Yes        No       If No, the application must be rejected.

                         If Yes, name of organization

        Comments:

4.      The Sponsor submitted properly executed Exhibits including

        Certifications.

        Yes       No       If No, the application must be rejected.

        Comments:

5.The likelihood that the Sponsor will have site control (if

not already in control of a site) within six months of

receiving a notice of Section 811 Capital Advance.

        Yes       No       If No, the application must be rejected.

        Comments:

6.Did the State/local agency certification indicate that the

provision of supportive services is well designed to meet

the special needs of the persons with disabilities the

housing is intended to serve?

        Yes       No       If No, the application must be rejected.

(Technical Processing - MHR) - continued

Project No.

7.Did the State/local agency certification indicate that the

proposed facility is consistent with the agency's

plans/policies governing the development and operation of

facilities to serve the proposed population?

Yes        No       If No, and the agency will be a major

funding or referral source for the proposed project, the

application must be rejected.

8.   Did the State/local agency certification indicate that the

        necessary supportive services will be provided on a

        consistent, long-term basis?

        Yes _____ No_____  If No, the application must be rejected.

     Comments:

NOTE:  Any application that must be rejected based on a "No"

response to any of the above questions, must be rated.  However,

the application will not be ranked.  The applicant will not be

notified of the rejection until technical processing has been

completed.

RATING FACTORS

1.The Sponsor's ability to develop and operate the proposed

housing on a long-term basis, consider:

        ( 57 points) (47 base points plus 10 bonus points)

(a)The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

experience in providing housing or related services to

those proposed to be served by the project and the

scope of the proposed project (i.e., number of units,

services, relocation costs, development, and operation)

in relationship to the Sponsor's demonstrated

development and management capacity. (32 points

maximum).

Recommended rating:

Comments:

(Technical Processing - MHR) - continued

Project No.

     (d)The extent of local community support for the project

and for the Sponsor's activities, including previous

experience in serving the area where the project is to

be located, and Sponsor's demonstrated ability to

enlist volunteers and raise local funds ( 15 points

maximum).

Recommended rating:

Comments:

     (e)  The Sponsor's board is comprised of at least 51%

                persons with disabilities. (5 bonus points)

          Recommended rating:  ________

          Comments:

(f)The Sponsor has involved persons with disabilities

(including minority persons with disabilities) in the

development of the application and will involve persons

with disabilities (including minority persons with

disabilities) in the development of the project.

                (5 bonus points)

                Recommended rating:  _________

                Comments:

        In summary, the subject application is acceptable.

        Yes        No

        Comments:

Signature of MHR                                                   Date

NOTE:ALL OF THE EXHIBITS WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

       TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, AND COST BRANCH (A&E)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                                , Chief, Architectural,

                   Engineering and Cost Branch

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor's Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and Architectural,

Engineering and Cost's findings are as follows:

RATING FACTORS

2.In determining the need for supportive housing for persons

with disabilities in the area to be served, the extent to

which the Sponsor has site control, suitability of the site,

and the design of the project, consider:

        (20 points)

(d)The extent to which the proposed design will meet any

special needs of persons with disabilities the housing

is intended to serve and will accommodate the provision

of any necessary on-site services for the proposed

residents ( 10 points maximum).

NOTE:  If the proposed population does not have any

special needs requiring special design features and

there will not be any on-site services, give the

application the full 10 points.

        Recommended rating:

        Comments:

(Technical Processing - A&E) continued

Project No.

        The application is acceptable from an Architectural,

Engineering and Cost viewpoint.

        Yes        No

Comments:

Signature of Reviewer                            Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1 and 4(a),4(b),4(e)(1)(iii) WERE REVIEWED TO

       DETERMINE THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM -

 VALUATION BRANCH

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                    , Chief Appraiser, Valuation Branch

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and Valuation's

comments are as follows:

The Sponsor has:  site control      or identified a site     .

NOTES:  1) If the Sponsor did not submit either evidence of

site control or an identified site, the application must be

rejected.  The application will still be rated as a whole but

will not be ranked.  The applicant will not be notified of the

rejection until technical processing has been completed.

2) If the Sponsor is proposing a scattered-site project with

some sites under control and some identified, the application

must be treated as a site identified application and rated

under Criterion 2 (b) and (e) below.

RATING FACTOR

2.The need for supportive housing for persons with

disabilities in the area to be served, the extent to which

the Sponsor has site control, the suitability of the site,

and the design of the project, consider:  25 points

        (b)Proximity or accessibility of the site to shopping,

medical facilities, transportation, places of

worship, recreational facilities, places of

employment and other necessary services to the

intended occupants, adequacy of utilities and streets

and freedom of the site from adverse environmental

conditions (site control projects only) and

compliance with the site and neighborhood standards.

(15 points maximum)

                Recommended rating:

(Technical Processing - Valuation) - continued

Project No.

   (e)The application contains acceptable evidence of

      control of an approvable site. (10 bonus points)

                Recommended rating: ____________

                Comments:

The following additional findings have been made:

(1)The number of units and bedroom sizes are marketable.

Yes         No

Comments:

(2)The proposed site is located outside the 100-year

floodplain (or 500-year floodplain if ICF).

Yes        No         If No, the 8-step process must

                      be initiated.

Comments:

NOTE:  Six steps of the 8-step process

identified in 24 CFR Part 50.4 must be completed, if

an application is recommended for funding.

(3)The Form HUD-92013-E has been reviewed and is

acceptable.

Yes         No

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Valuation) - continued

Project No.

(4)For applications with site control only, the proposed

project meets Environmental Assessment requirements,

including Compliance Findings (including SHPO

comments and HUD's historic finding) set forth in

attached Form HUD-4128 or 4128.1, as appropriate.

Yes         No        N/A

If No, the application shall NOT be rejected.  It

shall receive 0 points for Criterion 2 (b) and (e)and

will remain in the competition provided the Sponsor

indicated its willingness to seek an alternative site

(Exhibit 4(e)(1)(v), it meets all other requirements

and scores at least 50 points).

Comments:

        (5)Is the site located in a floodway, Coastal High

Hazard Area, and/or within a designated Coastal

Barrier (Coastal Barrier Resources Act P.L. 97-348)?

                Yes         No

If Yes, the site must be rejected.  The application

shall receive 0 points for Criterion 2 (b) and (e).

        (6)Was the Transaction Screen Checklist and/or Phase I

Environmental Site Assessment submitted?

                Yes         No

                If no, the site must be rejected. If yes, check one

                of the following:

                     No further study was indicated.

                     Further study was indicated and the Phase II

                        Environmental Assessment was completed.

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Valuation) - continued

Project No.

(7)The proposed construction or rehabilitation is or

will be permissible under applicable zoning

ordinances or regulations.

Yes         No

Comments:

        In summary, the subject application is:  ÚÄÄÄ¿ Acceptable

                                              ÀÄÄÄÙ

                                              ÚÄÄÄ¿ Not

                                              ÀÄÄÄÙ Acceptable

Explain:

        (Signature or Appraiser)                        Date

Attachment:  Form HUD-4128 or 4128.1, as appropriate, with

             supporting documentation.

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 4 and 8 WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

       TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

 ECONOMIC & MARKET ANALYSIS

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                               , Director, Economic &

      Market Analysis

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and EMAS's

findings are as follows:

1.Taking into consideration the information available,

including the Sponsor's evidence of need, current and

anticipated housing market conditions in assisted housing

for persons with disabilities and comments from the

ARHEDS, is there sufficient demand for the number and type

of units proposed?

     ÚÄÄÄ¿ Yes   ÚÄÄÄ¿ No

        ÀÄÄÄÙ       ÀÄÄÄÙ

If No, the application is a technical reject and is to be

given zero (0) points on rating criterion 2 (a) below.

Explain basis for the finding:

2.The proposed location is acceptable and desirable for

persons with disabilities taking into consideration the

proximity or accessibility of public facilities, health

care and other necessary services to the intended

occupants.

     ÚÄÄÄ¿              ÚÄÄÄ¿

ÀÄÄÄÙ   Yes        ÀÄÄÄÙ  No

Comments:

NOTE:  EMAS should complete this question only if it has

available relevant information on the site and location.

(Technical Processing - EMAS) - continued

Project No.

RATING FACTOR

2.The need for supportive housing for persons with

disabilities in the area to be served, the extent to which

the Sponsor has site control, suitability of the site, and

the design of the project, consider:  8 points maximum

        (a)The extent of the need for the project in the area

based on a determination by the HUD Office.  This

determination will be made by taking into

consideration the Sponsor's evidence of need in the

area based on the guidelines in Section

890.265(b)(18) as well as other economic, demographic

and housing market data available to the HUD Office.

(8 points maximum)

                Note:  If a determination has been made that there is

                a need for additional supportive housing for persons

                with disabilities in the area to be served, the

                project is to be awarded 8 points.  If not, the

                project is to be awarded 0 points.  Awarding of

                points between 0 and 8 points is not permitted.

        Recommended rating:

     Comments:

Based on the EMAS review, the application is:

ÚÄÄÄ¿ Acceptable              ÚÄÄÄ¿ Not Acceptable

     ÀÄÄÄÙ                         ÀÄÄÄÙ

Explain:

        (Signature of Economist)                      Date

NOTE:EXHIBITS 1, 4(a) and 4(e) WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE

THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

FAIR HOUSING & EQUAL OPPORTUNITY (FHEO)

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                                , Director, Fair Housing

       and Equal Opportunity

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEO)

has reviewed the subject application in accordance with the

rating criteria as outlined in this Handbook and applicable

notices and in accordance with applicable civil rights

requirements.  FHEO's recommended ratings and comments on the

acceptability of the application are as follows:

1.Based on the application submission, even without the

benefit of a site visit, the proposed site meets site and

neighborhood standards.

Yes        No

If No, without proper justification, site is rejected and

application receives no points for Criterion 2 (b) and

(e).

Comments:

2.Sponsor is in compliance with civil rights laws and

regulations, i.e., there is no pending Department of

Justice civil rights suit, or outstanding finding of non-

compliance with civil rights statutes, executive orders,

or regulations (as a result of formal administrative

proceedings), or Secretarial charge under the Fair Housing

Act which has not been resolved; and, there has not been a

deferral of the processing of applications from the

Sponsor.

Yes        No

Comments:

(Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

3.  The Sponsor's Certifications are acceptable in connection

        with compliance with civil rights laws, regulation,

        Executive Orders, and equal opportunity requirements.

(NOTE:  FHEO shall accept the Certifications unless

        there is documented evidence to the contrary.)

        Yes        No

        Comments:

NOTE:  Any application that would require rejection based

on a "No" response in any of the above questions (with the

exception of question #1) must be rated.  However, the

application will not be ranked.  The applicant will not be

notified of the rejection until technical processing has

been completed.

RATING FACTORS

1.The Sponsor's ability to develop and operate the proposed

housing on a long-term basis, consider:  13 points maximum

        (b)     The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

                        experience in providing housing or related services

                        to minority persons or families (8 points maximum).

        NOTE:   If the Sponsor has no previous housing

        experience, all relevant supportive services

     experience should be examined.

        Recommended rating:

        Comments:

        (c)     The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

                        experience in providing opportunities for minority

          and women-owned business enterprises participation

                        (5 points maximum).

      Recommended rating:

Comments:

(Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

2.The need for supportive housing for persons with

disabilities in the area to be served, the extent to which

the Sponsor has site control, the suitability of the site,

and the design of the project, consider:(7 points maximum)

        (c)The suitability of the site from the standpoint of

promoting a greater choice of housing opportunities

for minority persons with disabilities. (7 points

maximum)

                Recommended rating:

Comments:

The following additional findings have been made:

(1)The project addresses a low participation rate and an

identified need for housing for very low income

minority disabled persons.

        Yes       No

        Comments:

        (2)     Based upon data submitted in Exhibit 3(b), the

Sponsor indicates ties to the minority community.

                        Yes       No

                        Comments:

(3)The Sponsor's project is consistent with the

affirmatively furthering fair housing provisions of

the jurisdiction's Consolidated Plan/CHAS

                        Certification.

        Yes      No

        Comments:

(Technical Processing - FHEO) - continued

Project No.

(4)For projects with relocation indicated, is the

information submitted in Exhibit 8 acceptable?.

        Yes       No            Not Applicable

        Comments:

(5)The Sponsor submitted the required racial and ethnic

data on the persons/businesses to be displaced.

                Yes      No            Not Applicable

                        Comments:

The subject application is acceptable from a FHEO

viewpoint.

Yes       No

Explain:

  (Signature of FHEO Reviewer)                       Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1, 3(a), 3(b), 3(c), 3(d), 3(f), 4(a), 4(e),

       8 and 11(a) WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE ABOVE

       FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

 MANAGEMENT

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                                , Director, Housing

   Management Division

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The Housing Management Division has reviewed the subject

application according to outstanding instructions and the

findings are as follows:

RATING FACTORS:

1.The Sponsor's ability to develop and operate the proposed

housing on a long-term basis, consider: (32 points maximum)

(a)The scope, extent and quality of the Sponsor's

experience in providing housing or related services

to the persons proposed to be served by the project

and the scope of the proposed project (i.e., number

of units, services, relocation costs, development,

and operation) in relationship to the Sponsor's

demonstrated development and management capacity.

          (32 points maximum).

                Recommended rating:

Comments:

NOTE:  In arriving at recommended ratings,

consideration must be given to evidence provided by

the Sponsor that it has organizational continuity and

will be able to continue its support to the project

for at least 40 years.

(Technical Processing - HM) - continued

Project No.

The following additional findings have been made:

(1)Housing Management's experience with the Sponsor has

been satisfactory, if self-management or identity of

interest management is proposed.

                        Yes        No       Not applicable

    Comments:

                (2)Is project likely to affect adversely other HUD-

insured and assisted housing?

      Yes        No       If yes, application must be

                                        rejected.

        Comments:

        The subject application is acceptable from a Housing

Management viewpoint.

Yes        No

Explain:

    Signature of HM Reviewer                      Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1, 3(b), 3(c), and 5 WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE

                  THE ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

FIELD OFFICE COUNSEL

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                               , Field Office Counsel

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed and the Field

Office Counsel's comments are as follows:

1.The Sponsor is an eligible nonprofit entity, no part of the

net earnings of which inures to the benefit of any private

party and which is not controlled by or under the direction

of persons seeking to derive profit or gain therefrom.

Yes        No

Comments:

2.The Sponsor has the necessary legal authority to sponsor

        the project, to assist the Owner and to apply for the

        capital advance.

Yes        No

Comments:

3.The Sponsor has an IRS Section 501(c)(3) tax exemption

ruling, a blanket exemption with the Sponsor specifically

named in the list, or a copy of the letter from the

national/parent organization to the IRS requesting that the

Sponsor be included under its blanket exemption.

    Yes        No

Comments:

(Technical Processing - Counsel) - continued

Project No.

4.The Sponsor has submitted documentary evidence of site

control which does not contain restrictive covenants or

        reverter clauses unacceptable to HUD.

    Yes        No         N/A

Comments:

5.The Sponsor's board has adopted a resolution which:

        (a)     Certifies that no officer or board member of the

Sponsor, or of the Owner when formed, has or will be

permitted to have any financial interest in any

contract or in any firm or corporation that has a

contract with the Owner in connection with the

construction or operation of the project, procurement

of the site or other matters whatsoever.

NOTE:  This prohibition, as to the Sponsor's officers

or board, does not apply to any management or

supportive service contract entered into by the Owner

with the Sponsor or its nonprofit affiliate.)

                        Yes        No

                Comments:

        (b)Lists all the Sponsor's duly qualified and sitting

officers and directors, their titles, and the

beginning and ending date for each of their terms of

office.

                Yes        No

                Comments:

NOTE:  If the answer to any item is checked "No,"

with the exception of Question #4, Counsel will check

"not acceptable" below and the application will be

rejected.

(Technical Processing - Counsel) - continued

Project No.

RECOMMENDATION:

ÚÄÄÄ¿The subject Application is acceptable.

     ÀÄÄÄÙ

ÚÄÄÄ¿The subject Application must be rejected for the

     ÀÄÄÄÙ following reason(s):

(Signature of Field Office Counsel)               Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1, 2, and 4(e) WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

       ABOVE FINDINGS.

SECTION 811

TECHNICAL PROCESSING REVIEW AND FINDINGS MEMORANDUM

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (CPD)

RELOCATION REVIEW

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Director, Housing Development Division

FROM:                              , Director, Community

       Planning and Development

SUBJECT:  Technical Processing Review and Findings Memorandum

Sponsor Name:

Project Location:

Project No.:

Proj. Type/# of Struct.:          # of Units per Struct.:

        The subject application has been reviewed with regard to

displacement and acquisition and finds the following:

1.  (a)         Sponsor has completed the information required

                by Exhibit 8, Data on Project Occupancy,

                        Displacement and Real Property Acquisition.

           ÚÄÄ¿  Yes           ÚÄÄ¿ No

             ÀÄÄÙ                ÀÄÄÙ

            (b)         Sponsor has identified persons occupying the

                        property on the date of submission of the

                        Application (or initial site control, if

                        later).

                                     No. not to be   No. to be

                                      Displaced      Displaced

 Households (families

   and individuals)

 Business and Nonprofit

             Organizations

Farms

        Totals

2.  (a)   Estimated costs for relocation and real property

                        acquisition, if applicable, are reasonable.

               ÚÄÄ¿ Yes   ÚÄÄ¿ No

               ÀÄÄÙ       ÀÄÄÙ

(Technical Processing - CPD) continued

Project No.

            (b) The source of funding for such costs has been

                        identified.

               ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

                     ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

            (c)         There is a firm commitment to provide funds for

                        relocation costs (Section 811 funds or other

                        sources).

                        ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

                        ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

3.  Organization to administer relocation has been

            identified.

         ÚÄÄ¿ Yes    ÚÄÄ¿ No

         ÀÄÄÙ        ÀÄÄÙ

4.  Certification of compliance with Relocation and real

            property acquisition requirements has been provided.

         ÚÄÄ¿ Yes     ÚÄÄ¿  No

         ÀÄÄÙ         ÀÄÄÙ

        5.Will the project be located in an Empowerment Zone,

Urban Supplemental Empowerment Zone, Enterprise

Community, or Urban Enhanced Enterprise Community?

                ÚÄÄ¿ Yes (5 bonus points awarded)   ÚÄÄ¿  No

          ÀÄÄÙ                                ÀÄÄÙ

        In view of the above, the proposal is acceptable to

Community Planning and Development.

    ÚÄÄ¿ Yes     ÚÄÄ¿  No    If No, identify the

         ÀÄÄÙ         ÀÄÄÙ        conditions for acceptability.

Conditions, if any, for approval:

    (Signature of CPD Reviewer)                     Date

NOTE:  EXHIBITS 1, 4(e), and 8 WERE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE THE

       ABOVE FINDINGS.

