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INTRODUCTION 

This Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) provides a narrative describing 

the City’s progress toward carrying out the goals and objectives identified in the 2005-2009 Consolidated 

Plan and 2009 Action Plan.  It includes discussion regarding:  

 Assessment of five-year goals and objectives;  

 Affirmatively furthering fair housing;  

 Affordable housing; 

 Continuum of care;  

 Other actions; 

 Leveraging resources; 

 Self-evaluation; and 

 CDBG-specific reporting requirements.   

For each section, HUD’s requirements for the CAPER are quoted in italics. Any citizen comments 

received regarding the program or the CAPER are also included.  

ASSESSMENT OF FIVE-YEAR GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

"All Grantees must demonstrate how activities undertaken during the program year address pertinent 

Strategic Plan objectives and areas of high priority identified in their three to five year Consolidated 

Plan.  Narrative information should be provided that describes how activities address these objectives so 

that overall performance in meeting Consolidated Plan goals can be addressed." 

This section discusses the City’s goals, strategies, and priority areas as identified in its 2009 Annual 

Action Plan and 2005 – 2009 Consolidated Plan. Table 1 summarizes the 2009 annual numerical goals 

and the degree to which the City met or exceeded its annual goals. This table also summarizes numerical 

goals for the 2005 – 2009 planning period, the progress made in 2009, the progress made in previous 

years, the total numerical achievement and the numerical amount remaining to accomplish or the excess 

accomplished. 

HOUSING GOALS AND PROGRAMS 

In its 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan, the City identified these housing goals:  

 Enhance the quality and safety of the existing housing stock; and 

 Provide programs that assist first-time homebuyers in order to stabilize homeownership rates and 

to increase the level of resident investment in neighborhoods. 
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 TABLE 1 

ANNUAL GOAL ACHIEVEMENT AND PROGRESS TO MEETING FIVE-YEAR GOALS 

Category 2009 Annual Goal 2005-2009 Five-Year Progress 

  Project/Service Type Completed Goal Over/(Short) Completed Goal Over/(Short) 

Housing 11 24 (13) 152 162 (10) 

  Housing Rehabilitation (all)1 7 17 (10) 104 88 16 

  Acquisition and Rehabilitation - - - - 24 (24) 

  Downpayment 4 7 (3) 48 50 (2) 

  Permanent Supportive - - - - - - 

Homelessness 264 262 2 1,289 420 869 

  Homeless Assistance 18 15 3 268 300 (32) 

  Homeless Prevention 246 247 (1) 1,011 120 891 

Public Facilities - - - - - - 

  Neighborhood Facilities - - - - - - 

  Neighborhood Parks2 - - - - - - 

  Domestic Violence Intervention2 - - - 

1 house 

purchased - - 

Infrastructure Improvements 

    

- - 

  Streetlighting2 Completed - - 1 - 1 

  Public Safety2 Completed - - 1 - 1 

  Accessibility2 

In 

Progress 1 (1) 1 - 1 

  Sidewalks Completed - - 1 - 1 

  Neighborhood Revitalization2 - - - - - - 

Public Services 1,141 1,370 (229) 8,643 - 8,643 

  Housing Crisis3 246 247 (1) 1,135 - 1,135 

  Fair Housing Services2 510 625 (115) 3,659 - 3,659 

  Employment Training2 - - - - - - 

  Senior Services2 385 498 (113) 2,843 - 2,843 

  Youth Services2 - - - 913 - 913 

  Other Services2 - - - - - - 

Special Needs (all programs)2 999 - - - - - 

  Female Headed2 380 - - - - - 

  Senior (62+)2 390 - - - - - 

  Disabled2 154 - - - - - 

  Large Family (5+)2 75 - - - - - 

Total Persons/Households 1,170 - - - - - 

Low-Mod 1,113 - - - - - 

Percent Low-Mod Served 95% - - - - - 

 
Notes 

1  Includes Owner-Occupied Rehabilitation Program, Access Grant Program and Mobile Home Repair Program. 

2 Numerical goals in these categories were not identified in the Consolidated Plan, but have been included here 

for reporting purposes. 

3 Provided as a part of homeless prevention. 
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The City identified assisting owner-occupied housing units at very low-, low-, and moderate-income 

levels as a high priority.  Extremely low-income and low-income elderly renter households, small-family 

renter households, and large-family renter households were also categorized as high priority. In its 

Consolidated Plan, the City committed to assisting approximately 18 owner-occupied households per 

year, a five-year housing goal of 88. Housing rehabilitation of both single-family and multi-family units is 

a key community development strategy to preserve and to enhance low-income and deteriorating 

neighborhoods in Citrus Heights.   

Housing Rehabilitation Programs 

In its tenth year as an entitlement community, the City continued its housing rehabilitation program, 

which provides grants and loans to extremely low-, low-, and moderate-income households. Housing 

rehabilitation is a key community development strategy to preserve and enhance low-income and 

deteriorating neighborhoods in Citrus Heights. This program has addressed the City’s first housing goal 

of enhancing the quality and safety of the City’s existing housing stock.  This program is funded with 

CDBG and CalHome grant funds.  

The City's housing rehabilitation programs in 2009 included the Owner-Occupied Housing Rehabilitation 

Loan Program, the Access Grant Program (senior/disabled home repair and retrofit), and the Mobile 

Home Repair Loan Program.  For loans and grants made in 2009, the total financial commitment was 

$322,892, and this amount covered repairs to the homes of 7 families.   The average financial 

commitment per household was $46,127 for the housing rehabilitation programs.  In 2009, CDBG 

Recovery funds were also allocated to this project.  The majority of these funds will be spent in 2010.  

Table 2 provides demographic details on the types of households assisted by the various housing 

rehabilitation programs. 

TABLE 2 

HOUSING REHABILITATION DEMOGRAPHIC SUMMARY 

Category Housing 

Repair 

Program 

Percent of 

Total HH 
  Subcategory 

Total Households 7 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income Households 7 100% 

  Moderate-Income 3 43% 

  Low-Income 2 29% 

  Extremely Low-Income 2 29% 

Special Needs (duplicated)     

  Female-headed 4 57% 

  Senior (62+) 4 57% 

  Disabled 4 57% 

  Large Family (5+) 0 0% 

Race/Ethnicity     

  Hispanic (all races) 1 14% 

  Caucasian 5 71% 

  African American 0 0% 

  Asian 2 29% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native 0 0% 

  Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 0 0% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native & Caucasian 0 0% 

  Asian & Caucasian 0 0% 

  African American & Caucasian 0 0% 
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  Indian/Alaskan Native & African American 0 0% 

  Other 0 0% 

  Did Not Respond 0 0% 

Homeownership Programs 

A key strategy of the City to stabilize and increase homeownership is to assist first-time homebuyers 

through down payment and mortgage assistance programs. The California Department of Housing and 

Community Development (HCD) awarded the City a CalHome grant of $600,000.  $400,000 of these 

funds will be used to provide downpayment assistance loans to first-time homebuyers. Downpayment 

assistance funding also is provided through the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency HOME 

Consortium, and program income from a 1998 HOME grant from the California Department of Housing 

and Community Development.  Downpayment assistance loans of up to $40,000 were offered as a fully-

deferred 30-year loan with three percent simple interest.  In 2009, a total of $111,075 was expended to 

assist 4 households with down payment assistance.  An average assistance amount of $27,769 was 

provided to each household. 

In 2009 the City experienced a decrease in executed homeownership loans for a variety of reasons.  The 

City’s CalHome grant, one of the main sources of funding for the program, was frozen due to the dire 

financial condition at the state level.  Prospective clients for the program also found themselves being 

beaten out by investors with ready cash for properties.  Job loss and the restriction of the credit market 

also hindered the program.  The City anticipates making more loans in 2010.  

Table 3 provides information on the demographic characteristics of individuals provided with down 

payment assistance in 2009.  

TABLE 3 

FIRST-TIME HOMEBUYER ASSISTANCE DEMOGRAPHIC SUMMARY 

Category 
Total 

Percent of 

Total HH   Subcategory 

Total Households 4 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income 4 100% 

  Moderate-Income 4 100% 

  Low-Income 0 0% 

  Extremely Low-Income 0 0% 

Special Needs (duplicated)     

  Female-headed 4 100% 

  Senior (62+) 0 0% 

  Disabled 0 0% 

  Large Family (5+) 0 0% 

Race/Ethnicity     

  Hispanic (all races) 0 0% 

  Caucasian 4 100% 

  African American 0 0% 

  Asian 0 0% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native 0 0% 

  Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 0 0% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native & Caucasian 0 0% 

  Asian & Caucasian 0 0% 

  African American & Caucasian 0 0% 
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  Indian/Alaskan Native & African American 0 0% 

  Other 0 0% 

  Did Not Respond 0 0% 

 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT GOALS AND PROGRAMS 

In its 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan, the City identified the following community development goals:  

 Work collaboratively with the wide variety of social service agencies in Citrus Heights to develop 

programs that fulfill unmet needs in the community; 

 Encourage the provision of services to assist target-income individuals and families, including 

those with special needs;  

 Assist in the provision of services for target-income young people in the community; 

 Support services for the elderly, including the frail elderly, in Citrus Heights; 

 Promote facilities and services that directly benefit residents of target-income neighborhoods; and 

 Support the provision of fair housing services in the community, to ensure equal access to 

housing for all segments of the population. 

Public facilities that serve neighborhood needs were a high priority in the consolidated planning process, 

as were public services focusing on homelessness, domestic violence intervention, housing crisis 

intervention, seniors, and youth. 

Public Improvements 

In 2009, the City had three open public improvement projects in CDBG target areas.  Projects include the 

2009 and 2008 Accessibility Improvements Projects and the Sunrise/Sunhill Sidewalk Infill Project. 

The 2008 Accessibility Improvements Project and the Sunrise/Sunhill Sidewalk Infill project were 

completed in 2009.  The City anticipates beginning the 2009 Accessibility Improvement Project shortly. 

Public Services 

The City funded several types of public services in 2009, including senior services, homeless counseling 

and shelter services, housing crisis intervention and case management services and fair housing 

information services.  Each public service program is described in more detail in the following sections. 

SENIOR PROGRAMS 

In 2009, the City provided senior services via the Sacramento County Department of Human Assistance 

Senior Nutrition Services. The Senior Nutrition Services program includes both meals provided at 

community center sites (congregate meal program), and meals home-delivered to seniors (home-delivered 

meal program or Meals on Wheels). The City supplements CDBG funding to the DHA Senior Nutrition 

Services program with local funds.  
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In 2009, $100,227 was expended to assist 385 seniors in this program. $23,242 of the total was CDBG 

funding, with the remainder being local funds.  Table 4 offers a summary of the demographic 

characteristics of senior persons served by these programs.   

TABLE 4 

SENIOR PROGRAM DEMOGRAPHIC SUMMARY 

Category 
Total 

Percent of 

Total HH   Subcategory 

Total Households 385 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income 385 100% 

  Moderate-Income 177 46% 

  Low-Income 208 54% 

  Extremely Low-Income 0 0% 

Special Needs (duplicated)     

  Female-headed 180 47% 

  Senior (62+) 334 87% 

  Disabled 9 2% 

  Large Family (5+) 2 1% 

Race/Ethnicity     

  Hispanic (all races) 13 3% 

  Caucasian 354 92% 

  African American 8 2% 

  Asian 7 2% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native 8 2% 

  Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 1 0% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native & Caucasian 0 0% 

  Asian & Caucasian 0 0% 

  African American & Caucasian 0 0% 

  Indian/Alaskan Native & African American 0 0% 

  Other 7 2% 

  Did Not Respond 0 0% 

 

FAIR HOUSING SERVICES 

In 2009, the City continued to provide fair housing services through a contract with the Human 

Rights/Fair Housing Commission. The Commission provides information on tenant/landlord law and 

investigates housing discrimination. Funds are used for the general services of the Commission, and to 

provide fair housing hotline services, investigate claims of fair housing discrimination, engage in fair 

housing testing, and conduct an annual fair housing audit.  

In 2009, $40,211 was expended to assist 510 persons, of which $20,211 was CDBG funding and the 

remainder was local funds.  Table 5 provides a demographic summary of the beneficiaries of the Human 

Rights/Fair Housing Commission. 
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TABLE 5 

FAIR HOUSING PROGRAMS 

Category 
Total 

Percent of 

Total HH   Subcategory 

Total Households 510 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income 456 89% 

  Moderate-Income 98 19% 

  Low-Income 112 22% 

  Extremely Low-Income 246 48% 

Special Needs (duplicated)     

  Female-headed 93 18% 

  Senior (62+) 14 3% 

  Disabled 75 15% 

  Large Family (5+) 42 8% 

Race/Ethnicity     

  Hispanic (all races) 36 7% 

  Caucasian 415 81% 

  African American 35 7% 

  Asian 7 1% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native 2 0% 

  Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 1 0% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native & Caucasian 5 1% 

  Asian & Caucasian 0 0% 

  African American & Caucasian 0 0% 

  Indian/Alaskan Native & African American 1 0% 

  Other 19 4% 

  Did Not Respond 25 5% 

 

HOMELESS SERVICES 

In 2009, the City provided funding to three programs that provide services to the homeless and near 

homeless.   

The City provided funding to the Sacramento County Department of Human Assistance for use in its 

Homeless Continuum of Care. The County provides comprehensive homeless services, including 

counseling, meals, transportation to shelter, and assistance with locating and obtaining permanent shelter.  

In 2009, $30,316 was expended to assist 18 persons.  Presumably more Citrus Heights clients benefitted 

from this service, however the Continuum of Care has found it difficult to obtain reliable last known 

residence information from people served.  Volunteers and staff strive to obtain as much information as 

possible. 

The City also funded homelessness prevention services for the near homeless through Sacramento Self-

Help Housing.  Sacramento Self-Help Housing provided counseling to at-risk low-income households, 

helping them to identify and address the barriers that prevent them from obtaining stable housing. Clients 

were also educated regarding fair housing and landlord/tenant law. Self-Help Housing also provided 

assistance to tenants facing relocation as the result of the sale or dilapidation of their housing. In 2009, 

$13,642 was expended to assist 228 households.  
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The City also funded homelessness prevention services for the near homeless through Kids First.  Kids 

First provides counseling to at-risk low-income households as well as comprehensive case management 

services to aide in maintaining stable housing.  In 2009, $9,095 was expended to assist 18 households. 

Table 6 provides a demographic summary of persons served by each of these programs. 

TABLE 6 

HOMELESS PROGRAMS DEMOGRAPHIC SUMMARY 

Category 
DHA SSHH KF Total 

Percent of 

Total HH   Subcategory 

Total Households 18 228 18 264 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income 18 225 18 261 99% 

  Moderate-Income 1 8 3 12 5% 

  Low-Income 0 32 2 34 13% 

  Extremely Low-Income1 17 185 13 215 81% 

Special Needs (duplicated)           

  Female-headed 6 90 3 99 38% 

  Senior (62+) 1 37 0 38 14% 

  Disabled 3 63 0 66 25% 

  Large Family (5+) 0 25 6 31 12% 

Race/Ethnicity           

  Hispanic (all races) 0 39 13 52 20% 

  Caucasian 14 106 13 133 50% 

  African American 4 58 1 63 24% 

  Asian 0 7 0 7 3% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native 0 3 0 3 1% 

  Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 0 3 0 3 1% 

  American Indian/Alaskan Native & Caucasian 0 1 0 1 0% 

  Asian & Caucasian 0 0 0 0 0% 

  African American & Caucasian 0 4 0 4 2% 

  Indian/Alaskan Native & African American 0 0 0 0 0% 

  Other 0 7 1 8 3% 

  Did Not Respond 0 39 3 42 16% 
1 DHA households not reporting an income are presumed to be extremely low-income, as per HUD. 

REDEVELOPMENT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT GOALS 

In its 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan, the City did not identify specific economic development goals, other 

than employment training, which is considered a public service and falls under the community 

development goals.  The City may consider economic development activities in the event that a specific 

need arises.  

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION 

In 2009, all CDBG-funded activities, with the exception of public improvement projects, were available 

to benefit persons and households on a city-wide basis.  The 2008 Accessibility Improvements Project 

and the Sunrise/Sunhill Sidewalk Infill project were completed in 2009.  The locations of public works 

projects have been included as Exhibit A.   
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AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHERING FAIR HOUSING 

"Actions taken to affirmatively further fair housing include actions taken regarding completion of an 

analysis of impediments to fair housing choice, a summary of impediments identified in the analysis, and 

actions taken to overcome the effects of impediments identified through the analysis." 

In the year 2009, the City did not identify any additional impediments to fair housing choice beyond those 

identified in the 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan. Actions taken to promote fair housing include continuing 

to provide funding for fair housing counseling, the investigation of housing discrimination complaints, 

and the provision of fair housing materials free of charge.  

The City contracts with the Sacramento Human Rights/Fair Housing Commission to investigate claims of 

discrimination, educate the public on fair housing, and to resolve cases of fair housing violation. The 

Commission undertakes an analysis of impediments to fair housing each year. The analysis is typically in 

the form of an audit that employs clandestine testers. The Commission also acts as an adviser to the City 

on matters of fair housing.  

The City displays fair housing materials at City Hall and on its Web site. Copies of these materials are 

free to the public. They are mailed free of charge to anyone who requests it and available for download on 

the City’s Web site. In addition, the City promotes fair housing awareness in its housing programs and 

works with housing providers in the City to ensure the fair and equitable treatment of persons and 

households seeking housing in the City.  

AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

"Evaluation of progress in meeting its specific objective of providing affordable housing, including the 

number of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-income renter and owner households 

assisted during the reporting period and the number of households assisted with housing that meets the 

section 215 definition of affordable housing for rental and homeownership.  This summary of progress 

should include a comparison of actual accomplishments with proposed goals for the reporting period, 

efforts to address 'worst-case needs,' and the needs of persons with disabilities." 

Many of the City’s efforts to provide affordable housing have been addressed previously under the 

section Assessment of Five-Year Goals and Objectives, and specifically the Housing Goals and Programs 

section. The housing rehabilitation and homebuyer assistance programs assist very low-, low-, and 

moderate-income households. The 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan includes as a high priority goal the 

preservation of the existing stock of affordable housing. 

Overall in 2009, the City assisted 11 households with their housing needs. Assistance to renter households 

was given through the City’s first-time homebuyer assistance program. This program uses various 

funding sources to provide downpayment assistance. Assistance to owner households was provided 

through the City’s housing rehabilitation programs.  Table 7 provides a summary of the types of 

households served by each of the housing programs.  

To address "worst-case" housing needs, the City has a senior/disabled household retrofit loan/grant 

programs. The City's housing rehabilitation loan program also allows for loan forgiveness, reduction, or 

further deferral of payments in the case of hardship.  

The City continues to update and publish its housing resource guides. These guides provide local 

reference sources for households seeking information on rental housing, housing for senior and disabled 
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households, and home ownership. In addition, the City has developed several flyers to market its 

programs and call attention to the resources available in the locality. 

TABLE 7 - HOUSING 

Category Renter 

HH 

Owner 

HH 
Total 

Percent of 

Total HH   Subcategory 

Total Households 7 4 11 100% 

Total Low/Mod-Income 7 4 11 100% 

  Moderate-Income 3 4 7 64% 

  Low-Income 2 0 2 18% 

  Extremely Low-Income 2 0 2 18% 

 

CONTINUUM OF CARE 

"Actions taken to address the needs of homeless persons and the special needs of persons that are not 

homeless but require supportive housing, (including persons with HIV/AIDS and their families).  This 

narrative should include a summary of actions taken during the program year to develop and implement 

a Continuum of Care strategy for the homeless, i.e., actions taken to prevent homelessness, to address the 

emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless individuals and families (including 

significant sub-populations such as those living on the streets), to help homeless persons make the 

transition to permanent housing and independent living." 

The City of Citrus Heights has established a set of strategies and priority actions to expand the City’s 

homeless programs and services and to provide supportive housing opportunities and services to the 

elderly and persons with special needs.  During program year 2009, the City continued to focus on 

funding service providers that offered regional programs benefiting the homeless and special needs 

groups.   

The City has identified the following populations as having high priority needs: elderly, frail elderly, 

persons with alcohol/other drug abuse, victims of domestic violence, and homeless. Additionally, the City 

identified the following as high priority special housing and service needs: housing rehabilitation and 

emergency repair, homeless prevention, senior nutrition services, domestic violence intervention, and 

substance abuse counseling.  

LOCAL SERVICE PROVIDER ASSISTANCE 

During the 2009 program year, the City identified local service organizations that provide assistance to 

the homeless, households at-risk of homelessness, seniors, and other special needs groups. Several of 

these groups were selected to receive 2009 CDBG funds and will contribute to providing a broad 

continuum of care in the upcoming program year.  

SENIOR SERVICES 

In 2009, the City funded senior meal services through the Sacramento County Department of Human 

Assistance (DHA). The City funded a congregate meal program (where meals are provided at community 

center sites), and a home-delivered meal program for homebound seniors. These programs jointly served 

385 persons. The program offers meals five days per week (250 days per year), and the total number of 

meals served in Citrus Heights amounts to approximately 40,000 meals each year.  
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HOMELESS AND HOMELESS PREVENTION SERVICES 

The City provides CDBG funds to the Sacramento County Department of Human Assistance (DHA) for 

their Continuum of Care. This program addresses the needs of homeless and at-risk populations by 

providing services and shelter, including detoxification from alcohol, treatment of drug and alcohol 

addictions, medical evaluation and assistance, mental health counseling, meals, shelter, and referral to 

other supportive services as needed.  

As most of the County's homeless migrate to the County's urban core (the City of Sacramento) when they 

become homeless, it is difficult for the City to determine exactly what its homeless population is. Based 

on historical reporting, approximately 1.30% of the county-wide homeless services are used by persons 

reporting the last home as being in Citrus Heights. 

The City is represented on the Sacramento City/County Board on Homelessness that serves as the 

governing board for the Sacramento City/County Continuum of Care. The City maintains an active role in 

the direction of County-wide and regional efforts to end chronic homelessness. 

The City also contracts with Sacramento Self-Help Housing and Kids First to provide counseling to low-

income households at risk of becoming homeless.  The counseling helps individuals and households to 

maintain housing stability.  These programs are intended to prevent homelessness. Self-Help Housing 

also provided assistance to tenants facing relocation as the result of the sale or dilapidation of their 

housing or other catastrophe. 

OTHER ACTIONS 

"Other actions indicated in the strategic and action plans.  These would include actions to address 

obstacles to meeting under-served needs, foster and maintain affordable housing, eliminate barriers to 

affordable housing, overcome gaps in institutional structures and enhance coordination, improve public 

housing and resident initiative, evaluate and reduce lead based paint hazard, ensure compliance with 

program and comprehensive planning requirements, and reduce the number of persons living below the 

poverty level." 

ACTIONS TO ADDRESS OBSTACLES TO MEETING UNDER-SERVED NEEDS 

The need for affordable housing for lower-income households and supportive housing for persons with 

special needs continues to exceed the available resources.  The City has provided services, discussed 

previously under the Continuum of Care narrative, and has worked to afford housing opportunities to 

under-served groups, including individuals with severe disabilities.   

The City has a grant program available to assist households with a permanently disabled member. These 

grants may be used to make housing accessible to the disabled person by retrofitting or installing adaptive 

equipment.  

FOSTERING AND MAINTAINING AFFORDABLE HOUSING   

The City of Citrus Heights’ Strategic Plan identifies a first-time homebuyer program and housing 

rehabilitation programs as the primary components of the City’s housing strategy. The City developed a 

first-time homebuyer program that has been funded consistently since 1998. The program provided 4 

loans during the 2009 program year. The City’s housing rehabilitation program provided 7 loans and/or 

grants during the program year to low- and moderate-income households.  
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These two programs have provided affordable units to eligible households purchasing a home and have 

allowed low- and moderate-income households to maintain housing affordability while improving and 

rehabilitating their homes.  

BARRIERS TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

Available data on housing costs and supply show that Citrus Heights has an adequate supply of affordable 

housing to meet the needs of its very low-, low-, and moderate-income residents.  A continued supply of 

housing affordable to all household income levels is essential to meet the needs of the residents of the 

City. The City is largely “built-out,” so this supply is dependent not only on production, but also on the 

preservation of existing affordable housing. 

Governmental and non-governmental constraints 

To assure the continuing production of affordable housing, the City has examined possible constraints and 

barriers. Constraints to affordable housing are both governmental and non-governmental. Governmental 

constraints include land use controls, entitlement processing, fees, and building codes.  

Land use controls are necessary to ensure orderly and appropriate development and growth in the City. 

Fees, land dedication, and public improvements are usually required as part of land development and 

entitlement processing to ensure an adequate supply of infrastructure, parks, and schools to serve the 

development.  To facilitate the development of affordable housing, the City may consider waiving fees or 

assisting developers in locating resources for funding affordable housing.  Building and housing codes are 

implemented to ensure the safety of the community (housing residents, specifically).  It is unlikely that 

the City will waive building or housing code requirements as a method of increasing affordability. 

Non-governmental constraints include the supply and cost of vacant land. The City has undertaken an 

inventory of vacant property suitable for housing development.  This inventory indicates the need for re-

zoning, lot consolidation, and other entitlements to create a sufficient supply of land for the needs of the 

City. The City's General Plan allows for these entitlements to be granted for the development of 

affordable housing, it also allows for multi-family affordable housing to be constructed in certain 

commercial zones.  

In 2004, the City of Citrus Heights was awarded a $1,000,000 matching grant from the state of California. 

This grant matches the balance of the City’s Housing Trust Fund. In 2006, the City committed $2.2 

million to full rehabilitation of two public housing projects owned by the Sacramento County Housing 

and Redevelopment Agency.  These funds will ensure that these valuable housing resources remain 

available and affordable to extremely-low and low-income households.    

General Plan 

In 2000, the City adopted its first General Plan. The plan contains specific policies reduce constraints to 

the supply of affordable housing. These policies include: 

 Promoting the development of a variety of housing types in terms of location, cost, design, style, 

type, and tenure;  

 Promoting the fair distribution of special needs facilities throughout the City to avoid over-

concentration in any particular neighborhood, including assisted housing, below-market-rate 

projects, and senior housing;  
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 The pursuit of all available strategies and procedures to preserve government-assisted units that 

are at risk of conversion to market rate;  

 The pursuit of necessary resources for the development, maintenance, and preservation of 

emergency housing, transitional housing, and housing to accommodate other special needs; and  

 Minimizing government constraints on the production of housing to the extent feasible, while 

meeting public facility and service needs.   

The City identified actions to implement each of these policies.    

Every five years, the state of California requires that localities update the housing goals and programs in 

their general plans to reflect changes in regional needs. The City of Citrus Heights adopted its first 

General Plan in the year 2000, including the City's housing goals and programs. The City revised the 

General Plan in 2002 to reflect the new regional housing needs projected by the Sacramento Area Council 

of Governments (SACOG) and completed the third housing element update in 2008.  It also evaluated the 

success of the City’s efforts and revised goals and actions as necessary. 

Regional Housing Needs Allocation 

In 2007, the City received its 2006-2013 regional housing needs allocation from the local Council of 

Governments. The allocation indicated the continued need for a supply of affordable housing and targets 

these needs by income group. In summary, the allocation calls for 41.2% percent of new housing 

production to be affordable to low- and moderate-income households. This reflects continued balanced 

production. The City has made progress toward meeting this goal. Please see Tables 9 for details.  

TABLE 9 

2006-2013 REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS 

 

Income Group % AMI bracket Total Housing 

Units 
Per year 

Very Low 50% or less 78 11 

Low Greater than 50%, up to 80% 20 3 

Moderate Greater than 80%, up to 120% 10 1 

Above Moderate Over 120% 154 22 

TOTAL  262 37 

Source: SACOG RHNA 2006   

 

PUBLIC HOUSING AND RESIDENT INITIATIVES 

The City of Citrus Heights does not own any public housing. The 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan does not 

include plans to construct or operate public housing. The City does have several public housing 

developments within its boundaries. These are owned and operated by the Sacramento Housing and 

Redevelopment Agency (SHRA). The City works with SHRA to ensure the continued quality of public 

housing in the City.  

Very Low

30%

Low

8%

Moderate

4%

Above 

Moderate

58%
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LEAD-BASED PAINT 

The City contracts with a third-party firm to administer its housing programs. This firm has staff members 

who are qualified to conduct lead-based paint identification, assessment, and clearance services to reduce 

lead hazard. As per its Transition Implementation Plan and as required under Title X, this firm provides 

lead-based paint identification, assessment, and clearance services to reduce lead hazard. These services 

were used in the City's housing rehabilitation programs in 2009.  

Four of the homes participating in the rehabilitation program in program year 2009, were identified as 

being at-risk for lead-based paint contamination. Grant funds were provided to assess the risk.  One home 

was found to have a lead-based paint hazard and provided with an abatement grant. 

COMPLIANCE AND MONITORING 

City staff meets with the subrecipient staff responsible for each activity prior to beginning activities. For 

continuing subrecipients these meetings identify any past performance issues and develop strategies to 

address them. New and continuing subrecipients are informed of the obligations to collect the required 

information on income, household composition, and race and ethnicity.  

Quarterly, staff examines the progress the subrecipient is making toward performance targets. 

Subrecipients must report their service population with each billing. Each subrecipient agreement 

contains provisions for reductions to or suspensions of payments in the event that targets are not being 

met (without valid reason) or past performance issues have not been resolved.  On-site monitoring of 

subrecipients is conducted based on an annual risk assessment performed. 

The City has placed a strong emphasis on its subrecipients gathering complete and accurate information 

on the persons and/or households they serve, and regularly reporting on progress. 

ANTI-POVERTY STRATEGY 

During the program year, the City provided housing services that preserved housing affordability for very 

low- and low-income households.  The City’s housing rehabilitation programs provide grants and low-

cost loans to low-income households for necessary improvements to the home. This allows the household 

to maintain housing affordability while having a safe and decent living environment.   

The City’s Senior Nutrition Services programs ensure that the City’s elderly receive adequate nutrition at 

a nominal cost. This preserves the limited income that many elderly have. 

The City also provides code enforcement services to ensure that lower-income households have a safe and 

decent place to live. The City provides transitional housing opportunities to homeless and at-risk 

households to reduce the incidence of homelessness and provide counseling and job training so that the 

households may become self-sufficient and not be forced to live in homeless or transient conditions.  

LEVERAGING RESOURCES 

"Describe progress in obtaining ‘other’ public and private resources that address needs identified in the 

plan.  The report should also discuss how Federal resources made available from HUD leveraged ‘other’ 

public and private resources, including how any matching requirements were satisfied." 
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There is no federal requirement for the City to match CDBG funds with other non-federal program 

resources. In 2009, the City provided local funding toward senior nutrition services and fair housing 

services.   

With respect to public services funded with CDBG funds, the City requires all subrecipients to identify 

other resources they will utilize during the program year to operate and implement CDBG-supported 

activities.  It is the City’s intent to ensure adequate non-federal and private funds are available, thus 

minimizing the dependence on federal funds.  To best leverage the City’s available resources, the City 

will continue to layer private and non-federal resources with federal resources. 

The City has also applied for EDI Special Allocation funds and been successful in receiving those grants.  

The City’s 2003 EDI grant was used to make streetscape improvements to Sayonara Drive. Sayonara 

Drive is a distressed area with poor housing conditions and low-income renter households. It experiences 

an inordinate about of crime and nuisance code violations.   

The City is also in the midst of spending a $600,000 CalHome grant awarded by the California 

Department of Housing and Community Development.  These grant funds have been allocated to the 

City’s Housing Rehab and First-Time Homebuyer Programs. 

In 2006, the City committed funding from its Affordable Housing Trust Fund to a public housing 

rehabilitation project.  The Affordable Housing Trust Fund contains $1 million in funding received 

through the Local Housing Trust Fund program.  Though the funding has been put on hold temporarily 

because of the State budget crisis, the City hopes to move forward with this project in the near future.  

The City intends to continue to pursue such grants when possible. 

SELF EVALUATION 

"The Consolidated Plan is a concept that is designed to enable officials and citizens to become more 

aware of the larger picture and the extent to which all related programs are effective in collectively 

solving neighborhood and community problems.  Moving beyond the compilation of program outputs, 

there must be a focus on results that will allow a community to assess progress in meeting the priority 

needs and specific objective identified in the strategic plan and action plan in order to help make the 

community’s vision of the future a reality. 

"The overall goal of the community planning and development programs included in the Consolidated 

Plan to develop viable communities by providing decent housing and a suitable living environment and 

expanding economic opportunities principally for low and moderate income persons.  An evaluation of 

accomplishments, as well as plans for the future, should be developed with this overall statutory purpose 

in mind.   

"As grantees proceed through this process of self-evaluation, there are certain questions which may be 

considered.  Are the activities and strategies making an impact on identified needs?  What indicators 

would best describe the results?  What barriers may have a negative impact on fulfilling the strategies 

and the overall vision? What is the status of the grant programs?  Are any activities or types of activities 

falling behind schedule?  Are grant disbursements timely?  Do actual expenditures differ substantially 

form letter of credit disbursements?  Are major goals on target?  And, based on the answers to these and 

other questions, what adjustments or improvements to strategies and activities might meet your needs 

more effectively?" 
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The City’s Consolidated Plan identifies the following goals: 

 Enhance the quality and safety of the existing housing stock;  

 Provide programs that assist first-time homebuyers in order to stabilize homeownership rates and 

to increase the level of resident investment in neighborhoods; 

 Encourage a range of services to help people move from homelessness to permanent housing, 

including more emergency shelters, as well as transitional and supportive housing; 

 Work collaboratively with the wide variety of social service agencies in Citrus Heights to develop 

programs that fulfill unmet needs in the community; 

 Encourage the provision of services to assist target-income individuals and families, including 

those with special needs;  

 Assist in the provision of services for target-income young people in the community; 

 Support services for the elderly, including the frail elderly, in Citrus Heights; 

 Promote facilities and services that directly benefit residents of target-income neighborhoods; and 

 Support the provision of fair housing services in the community, to ensure equal access to 

housing for all segments of the population. 

Program Year 2009 was the City’s tenth as an entitlement community and its twelfth as an incorporated 

City.  Over the years, the level of need for CDBG-funded programs has become clearer in areas such as 

housing rehabilitation and senior and youth services.  These needs were noted in the 2005-2009 

Consolidated Plan.   

Housing rehabilitation programs to preserve our housing stock, fair housing services, and service 

programs to assist the homeless, youth, and seniors remain high-priority needs in the community. The 

City will continue to fund these programs in the 2009 program year. The City also continues to use the 

majority of its CDBG funds to benefit low- and moderate-income households and persons. 

HOUSING 

In the area of housing, the City fell short of meeting its annual and five-year goal for housing. The City’s 

programs’ annual goal for 2009 was to assist 24 households, and the City was able to assist 11 

households. Over five-years the City was able to assist 152 households with a goal of assisting 162.  The 

City falling short of its annual and five-year goals can be largely attributed to the affects of the recession 

in recent years. 

The City’s housing rehabilitation program had an annual goal of assisting 17 households and was able to 

assist 11.  However, over five years the program assisted 104 households, surpassing its goal of 88 by 16 

households.  One notable trend in 2009 was the decrease in the number of loan repayments, which reflects 

the current housing market, and may affect program funding in future years. In addition, many 

homeowners lost a significant amount of equity in their homes, which prohibited the City from providing 

them with a repair loan.  However, the housing repair programs continue to be popular, and the City 

continues with marketing efforts for the coming year. The City is doing targeted advertising to 

homeowners who have owned their homes for an extended period of time with the hopes that they still 

have retained enough equity in their homes to allow encumbering it with a loan.  

In 2009, the City’s First-time Homebuyer Program assisted 4 households using Home Consortium funds. 

Over the five years planning period the City only fell short of its assistance goal of 50 by two households.  

The shortfall can be largely attributed to the affects of the recession.  The program was put on hold for a 
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portion of the year while CalHome funds were frozen at the state level.  The City is currently moving 

forward with issuing several loans with Home Consortium funds and anticipates a much higher number 

served in 2010.  With the decline of housing prices, affordable housing for first-time homebuyers is 

within reach. 

The City faced a significant obstacle in 2006 in finding an appropriate project to expend $2 million in 

Affordable Housing Trust Funds.  The requirements associated with the state of California grant of $1 

million require that 30 percent of the units in any project must serve people at or below 30 percent of area 

median income as adjusted for household size.  This requirement, along with another stipulation that 

disallows use of the Multifamily Housing Program, has made it difficult to attract developers to a project 

that could use this funding.  After many project considerations, the City committed $2.2 million, the full 

balance of the Affordable Housing Trust Fund, to a public housing modernization project that will allow 

the continued occupancy and affordability of rental units in the Mariposa and Tiara complexes.  The City 

hopes to complete the project in 2010. 

HOMELESSNESS 

In the area of homelessness the City is in a partnership with the County Department of Human Assistance 

to participate in the County's Continuum of Care. Recognizing that it is difficult to identify the "point 

source" of homelessness, the City participates on a "fair share" basis. The City has committed to 

providing assistance to persons from Citrus Heights who enter the Continuum. The Continuum of Care 

will meet the specific needs of those it serves regardless of the type of services needed. Examples include 

emergency housing, transitional housing, and treatment for substance abuse and addiction. The City will 

fund the Continuum as a means of meeting those variable needs in the community.  

The City also maintains representation on the Sacramento City/County Homeless Board. This Board 

serves as the County’s Continuum of Care Board. The City continues to advocate for a regional approach 

to solving homelessness and works to foster an open and cooperative inter-jurisdictional approach. 

The City contracts with Sacramento Self Help Housing and Kids First to provide counseling to “at-risk” 

low-income households to identify barriers to stable housing and to provide counseling to remove these 

barriers. This program is intended to prevent homelessness. Self-Help Housing also provided assistance to 

tenants facing relocation as the result of the sale or dilapidation of their housing or other catastrophe.  

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Of the three open public improvements projects, two were completed in 2009.  The completed projects 

were the 2008 Accessibility Improvements Project and the Sunrise/Sunhill Infill Sidewalk projects.  The 

open project is the 2009 Accessibility Improvement Project. 

Numerical five-year goals for public facilities and infrastructure improvements were not included in the 

Consolidated Plan, and the City may consider funding one larger project or several smaller projects 

during the planning period. 

PUBLIC SERVICES 

The Strategic Plan did not contain numerical five-year goals for public service activities.  The City fell 

short of its annual goal for senior services by a total of 113 persons, however over a five-year period the 

program served 2,843 seniors. This can most likely be attributed to the changes in the local senior 

population.  The City provides meals to seniors in a community center dining room and by home delivery. 

The City partners with the Sacramento County Department of Human Assistance (DHA) to provide these 
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services. This program receives not only CDBG funding but local general funds that are matched by 

County and federal funds.  

The Human Rights/Fair Housing Commission served 510 Citrus Heights residents during 2009, of which 

89 percent were low- or moderate-income.  Most of these residents were provided with information on 

fair housing law via the fair housing hotline. 

Seniors, the disabled, and substance abusers continue to be high priority need populations. The City's 

housing programs each have specific components to meet the needs of the elderly and the disabled. The 

City will continue to fund senior nutrition and the County's Continuum of Care to meet the needs of these 

populations, and will consider funding other organizations which provide services targeted to these 

groups. The Continuum has specific components that address the needs of substance abusers and addicts, 

and also victims of domestic violence.  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT  

The City’s Consolidated Plan and each Annual Action Plan contain specific goals. From year to year 

resources are allocated according to what is needed to meet the remaining unmet goals, unless there is a 

specific reason not to do so. 

Each year the City reviews past accomplishments and remaining needs when determining the priorities 

for the next year. The City solicits proposals to provide services as well as develops internal proposals for 

the use of CDBG funds. Each proposal must have clearly defined goals, identify the means to meet those 

goals, and state how the achievement of those goals will be measured. If a proposal is awarded funding, 

those goals, performance standards, and reporting requirements are incorporated in to the subrecipient 

agreement. 

The City’s Housing and Grants Division also has agreements with other divisions of the City regarding 

performance and reporting expectations.  It is made clear in all these agreements that failure to perform 

can lead to the rescission of an award and will likely effect future funding opportunities. 

The City requires quarterly reports from all subrecipients.  Subrecipients who are not making adequate 

progress must address this and describe a program to get back on track. 

The City’s annual CAPER reports accomplishments by activity as well as aggregates the 

accomplishments in the current consolidated planning period and measures them against the goals to 

determine remaining need.  IDIS reporting provides much of the same data in a standardized format. 

CDBG-SPECIFIC REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

Assess the relationship of the use of CDBG funds to the priorities, needs, goals, and specific objectives 

identified in the Consolidated Plan, including an analysis of the extent to which CDBG funds were 

distributed among different categories of housing needs identified in the Consolidated Plan.  Special 

attention should be given to the highest priority activities identified and evaluation of the extent to which 

CDBG funds were used for activities that benefited low and moderate income persons. 

The narrative provided under Assessment of Five-Year Goals and Objectives details the use of CDBG 

funds related to priorities, needs, goals, and specific objectives identified in the Consolidated Plan.  

Additional information is provided under the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing, Affordable Housing, 

Other Actions, and Continuum of Care sections.   
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LOW-MOD BENEFIT 

During the 2009 program year, 95 percent of funds expended went to activities benefiting documented 

and presumed low- and moderate-income households. It is likely that more the actual percentage is 

higher, being that some citizens served did not feel comfortable reporting their income. 

Several programs provided assistance on a presumed benefit basis, including Senior Nutrition Services 

and the Department of Human Assistance-Homeless Services.  

Those who participated in an LMI activity based solely on evidence of public assistance but who did not 

provide an income figure are not reported as “low-income.”  

The City’s fair housing services, including the fair housing telephone hotline and fair housing handbook, 

are funded using both CDBG and local general revenue. In 2009, 41 percent of those served were 

reported as low-income or below.  Approximately 89 percent were considered moderate-income or below. 

CHANGES IN PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 

Describe the nature of and reasons for any changes in program objectives and indications as to how the 

jurisdiction would change its programs as a result of its experiences. 

There were no changes to program objectives. 

ACTION PLAN 

Assess grantee efforts in carrying out the planned actions described in its action plan as part of the 

grantee’s certifications that it is following a current HUD-approved Consolidated Plan.  This should 

include a narrative analysis to show that the grantee: (1) pursued all resources that the grantee indicated 

it would pursue; (2) provided requested certifications of consistency for HUD programs, in a fair and 

impartial manner, for which the grantee indicated that it would support application by other entities; and 

(3) did not hinder Consolidated Plan implementation by action or willful inaction.  To the extent that 

these points are covered in other parts of the performance report, appropriate cross-reference will 

suffice. 

2009 was the City's tenth year as an entitlement jurisdiction. The City was generally successful in 

implementing its Action Plan in 2009 (see the sections Three to Five-Year Goals and Objectives, and Self 

Evaluation).  

Pursuit of Resources 

The 2005-2009 Consolidated Plan and the 2009 Action Plan indicate that the City will utilize CDBG 

entitlement funds, program income and recaptured funds, HOME Consortium funds, CalHome funds and 

local funds to meet the identified needs (p. 3-2 of the Consolidated Plan, p. 1 of the 2009 Action Plan). 

With the exception of CalHome for a portion of the year, these funds were all available to the City.  The 

City plans to apply for new funds as they become available. 

Certifications of Consistency  

In 2009, the City was not requested by any entity to provide a certification of consistency for an 

application for any HUD program. The City did not indicate that it would support any such application. 

Nonetheless, the City would do so in a fair and impartial manner if requested. 
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Plan Implementation 

The City did not hinder plan implementation by action or willful inaction. Both the Self-Evaluation and 

CDBG-Specific Reporting Requirements sections of the CAPER discuss hindrances to the 

implementation of the Plan. None of these hindrances is related to the action or willful inaction of the 

City. 

Local Provider Capacity 

The City continues to affirmatively solicit proposals from other outside agencies for the use of CDBG 

funds although increasing competition for public funds has made it difficult to funds new agencies or new 

programs. 

The City’s policy of giving significant weight to “readiness” in the proposal review process and not 

awarding funds to agencies that cannot demonstrate the capacity to deliver services and expend funds in a 

timely manner has been successful in the timely expenditure of funds and in maximizing the amount of 

funds expended for public services.  

City staff continues to be available to work with community agencies who hope to use CDBG funds in 

the future and the City is prepared to commit “seed money” using local general revenues. 

Use of Funds 

Total CDBG expenditures in the program year amounted to $458,546.  Of that amount, $221,221 was 

expended from prior year allocations and $31,012 in program income was received and $12,074 

expended. The total amount of funding available in program year 2009 was $1,079,136 with $620,590 

remaining at year-end in unexpended CDBG funds with $183,245 of that amount being allocated in prior 

years.  

Total planning and administration expenditures amounted to $128,730 or 19% percent of 2009 

entitlement. Total expenditures on public services in 2009 amounted to $96,506 or 13% percent of 2009 

entitlement plus 2008 program income.  $36,104 was expended on capital projects in 2009. $427,399 of 

funds committed to capital projects remained un-expended at year-end. 

The housing rehabilitation programs expended $197,205 in 2009, including $185,131 in prior year funds. 

$64,179 remained at year-end.  The annual allocation to housing rehabilitation programs was increased by 

$32,955 in 2009 program income and $2,143 in interest income. 

At the end of the program year, the City had $620,590 in unexpended CDBG funds or 91% of the 2009 

annual funding (which includes the annual award and program income). $183,245 remained in 

unexpended prior year funds. The City has expended CDBG funds in a timely manner. 
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TABLE 10 

SUMMARY OF CDBG EXPENDITURES FOR 2009 BY GRANT YEAR 

Category 

Year Funds Allocated 

Total 
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 Recovery 

Planning & Administration -    -    -    -    128,730.00  9,177.45  137,907.45  

Public Services -    -    -    -    96,506.00  -    96,506.00  

Housing Rehabilitation -    -    -    185,131.43  12,074.40  450.00  197,655.83  

Public Improvements -    -    -    36,079.61  25.00  -    36,104.61  

Total -    -    -    221,211.04  237,335.40  9,627.45  468,173.89  

YE Funds Remaining 90,789.75  -    30,375.00  62,081.16  437,344.11  163,620.55  784,210.57  

YE Unliquidated Obligations -    -    -    -    -    -    -    

YE Net Remaining 90,789.75  -    30,375.00  62,081.16  437,344.11  163,620.55  784,210.57  

 

Total 2009 Annual Funding   

2009 CDBG Award 643,667.00 

Housing Repair Loan Repayments Received in 2009 32,955.75 

Total other income (2009 interest earned) 2,143.10 

Total $678,765.85 

 

Timely Expenditure Calculation (150% max)   

Total 2009 Annual Funding 678,765.85 

Total Funds Remaining at Year-End 620,590.02 

Percentage of total funds remaining 91% 

 

Planning & Admin Calculation (20% max)   

Total 2009 Annual Funding 643,667.00 

Total Planning & Admin Expenditures 128,730.00 

Current Year Program Income 35,098.85 

Planning & Admin Percentage 19% 

 

Public Services Calculation (15% Max)   

Total 2009 funding award plus prior year program income 765,518.12 

Total 2009 Public Services Expenditures 96,506.00 

Public Service Percentage 13% 
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TABLE 11 

CDBG EXPENDITURES FOR 2009 BY ACTIVITY AND GRANT YEAR 

 

Grant 

Year 
Activity Description 

2009 Beg. 

Allocation 

2009 

Reallocations 

2009 

Expenditures 

YE 

Remaining 

YE 

Unliquidated 

Obligations 

Net YE 

Remaining 

2005 In-Fill Streetlights     90,789.75                      -                       -    90,789.75  -    90,789.75  

                

2007 Sayonara Public Safety     30,375.00                      -                       -    30,375.00  -    30,375.00  

                

2008 Accessibility Improvements     37,035.36                      -     (28,013.71) 9,021.65  -    9,021.65  

  Sunrise/Sunhill Sidewalks     28,249.00                      -     (8,065.90) 20,183.10  -    20,183.10  

  Planning & Administration       7,846.36                      -                       -    7,846.36  - 7,846.36  

  Owner Occ Rehab   206,075.14                      -    (181,045.09) 25,030.05  -    25,030.05  

  Housing Loan Repayments & Interest                  -    4,086.34  (4,086.34) -    -    -    

                

2009 Accessibility Improvements   398,220.00                      -     (25.00) 398,195.00  -    398,195.00  

  Homeless Services     30,316.00                      -     (30,316.00) -    -    -    

  Senior Nutrition     23,242.00                      -     (23,242.00) -    -    -    

  Housing Crisis Services     13,642.00                      -     (13,642.00) -    -    -    

  Housing Crisis & Case Management Services       9,095.00                      -     (9,095.00) -    -    -    

  Fair Housing Services     20,211.00                      -     (20,211.00) -    -    -    

  Planning & Administration   128,730.00                      -    (128,730.00) -    -    -    

  Housing Repair Program     20,211.00                      -                       -    20,211.00  -    20,211.00  

  Housing Loan Repayments & Interest                  -    31,012.51   (12,074.40) 18,938.11  -    18,938.11  

                

Recovery Housing Repair Program   155,924.00                      -     (450.00) 155,474.00  -    155,474.00  

  Planning & Administration     17,324.00                      -     (9,177.45) 8,146.55  -    8,146.55  
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NATIONAL OBJECTIVES 

If grantee funds are not used exclusively for the three national objectives, or if the grantee did not comply 

with the overall benefit certification, then narrative explanation must be included to address these issues.  

The narrative should address how the use of funds did not address national objectives and how future 

activities might change as a result of the current experience. 

Programs and activities funded during the Program Year all met the national objective of principally 

benefiting low- and moderate-income persons.  No additional narrative is required. 

RELOCATION 

If any activities specified for the program year involve acquisition, rehabilitation, or demolition of 

occupied real property, a narrative must be submitted that identifies the activities and that describes (1) 

steps actually taken to minimize the amount of displacement resulting from the CDBG-assisted activities, 

(2) steps taken to identify households, businesses, farms, or nonprofit organizations who occupy the site 

of a CDBG-assisted project subject to the requirements of the Uniform Relocation Act (URA) or Section 

104(d) of the 1974 Community Development Act, as amended, and whether or not they were displace, and 

what the nature of their needs and preferences, and (3) a description of the steps taken to ensure the 

timely issuance of information notices to displaced households, businesses, farms, or nonprofit 

organizations. 

None of the activities undertaken during the program year displaced or required relocation of any 

businesses, farms, or nonprofit organizations. The City temporarily relocated 2 households this year while 

rehabilitating their house under the Owner-Occupied Housing Rehabilitation Program.  The households 

were provided with a relocation grant to cover their expenses (hotel, etc) during the duration of the 

repairs.  The City does have an Anti-Displacement and Relocation Assistance Plan that is consistent with 

the Uniform Relocation Act and 1974 Community Development Act in outlining the necessary steps and 

actions to be taken in the event that relocation is necessary. 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

If during the program year there were economic development activities undertaken where jobs were made 

available to low- or moderate-income persons but were not taken by them, then the grantee must provide 

(1) a narrative of actions taken by the grantees and the businesses to ensure first consideration was or 

will be given to low/mode persons and (2) a listing by job title of all the permanent jobs created/retained 

and those that were made available to low/mod persons.  If any of the jobs claimed as being available to 

low/mod persons require special skill, work experience, or education, include a description of the steps 

being taken or that will be taken to provide such skills, experience, or education. 

No economic development activities were undertaken during the program year. 

PRESUMED LIMITED CLIENTELE ACTIVITIES 

If the grantee undertook activities during the program year which served a limited clientele not falling 

within one of the categories of presumed limited clientele low and moderate income benefit, then the 

grantee must provide a narrative description as to how the nature, location, or other information 

demonstrates the activities benefit a limited clientele at least 51 percent of whom are low- and moderate-

income. 
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All activities were required to provide evidence in the form of client records that the clientele served were 

low- and moderate-income. Clients were allowed to self-certify in some cases.  In the case of the 

Department of Human Assistance Continuum of Care program, many clients elected to not state their 

income.  Because this program provides shelter and care to the homeless, it is presumed that those 

persons not specifying an income are extremely low-income, consistent with HUD direction.  The 

housing rehabilitation programs require third-party verification of income. 

PROGRAM INCOME 

If activities were undertaken during the program year that generated program income to revolving funds; 

program income from float-funded activities; income from the sale of real property; other loan 

repayments, prior period adjustments; loans outstanding or written off; parcels of CDBG-acquired 

property available for sale; or lump sum draw-down payments, then narrative information must be 

provided in accordance with provisions of CDBG Handbook No. 6510.2 REV-2 pages 3-8 and 3-9 and 

exhibit 3b. 

The City received $32,955 in CDBG program income in 2009 from the repayment of loans made under 

the City’s housing programs.  The City also received $2,143 from program interest.  There were no other 

sources of program income in the program year.  The CDBG program income was committed to the 2009 

housing rehabilitation program. 

REHABILITATION ACTIVITIES 

For each type of rehabilitation program for which project/units were reported as completed during the 

program year, provide a narrative description that identifies the type of program and number of 

projects/units completed for each, the total CDBG funds involved in the program, and other public and 

private funds involved in the project. 

The City operated an Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation Program that provided loans, deferred 

loans, and grants to extremely low-, low-, and moderate-income households.  7 projects (single-family 

homes) were completed, expending $197,205.   

NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION STRATEGIES  

All grantees that have HUD-approved Neighborhood Revitalization strategies will report progress 

against benchmarks for the program year.  For grantees with Federally-designated EZs or ECs that 

received HUD approval for a neighborhood revitalization strategy, reports that area required as part of 

the EZ/EC process shall suffice for purposes of reporting annual progress. 

The City of Citrus Heights does not have any Neighborhood Revitalization strategies. 



 

EXHIBIT A ï GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION 

Sunrise/Sunhill Sidewalk 

Infill Project  

2008 and 2009 Accessibi lity Improvement Projects 

consist of multiple sites city -wide.  



 

EXHIBIT B ï EVIDENCE OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

Enclosed is evidence of public participation includes: 

 Public hearing notice with affidavit of posting 

 Published notice with declaration of posting 

 Agenda notice, agenda of public hearing will be provided at a later date. 

 Meeting minutes will be provided at a later date. 



 

EXHIBIT C ï PUBLIC COMMENT 

NO PUBLIC COMMENT WAS RECEIVED.



 

EXHIBIT D ï IDIS REPORTS 

 


