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WEEKLY REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

August 18, 2016

Members of the City Council
ity of Tacoma, Washington

Dear Mayor and Council Members:

ITEMS OF INTEREST

i

At the August g™ Study Session, Neighborhood and Community Services (NCS)
staff and BERK Consulting, LLC presented the Community Needs Assessment
findings to the City Council. The purpose of the assessment is to help prioritize
human and social needs and to guide the development of future funding
strategias. Focus areas of the assessment aligned with the new NCS business
model off homelessness and household stability, social wellness; and,
opportunity and achievement. After receiving comments from the Community
Vitality and Safety Committee, the City Council and the Human Services
Commission, the assessment has been finalized and is attached for your
information.

The August 24, 2016 Public Utility Board Agenda is aftached for your
information. Please note the following items coming before the City Cauncil for
your consideration:

» 10872 — Authorizing acceptance of a Cable TV Franchise Agreement
between the City of Fircrest and Click! Network - to Council September 13,
20186.

= U-10873 — Authorizing the negofiated disposition of approximately 1.52
acres of Tacoma Water property located in Enumclaw for $325.000 - to
Council August 30, 2016 to set a public hearing on September 20, 2016.

STUDY SESSION/WORK SESSION

3.

The City Council Study Session of Tuesday, August 23, 2016 will be held in
Room 16 of the Tacoma Municipal Building North, at Noon. Discussion items will
include: {1} Equity and Empowerment Policy Update; (2} Equity and
Empowerment Biennial Budget Planning; (3) Other lfems of Interest (4)
Committee Repotrts; (5) Agenda Review and City Manager’s Weekly Report;
and, (6) Executive Session — Potential Litigation.

At Tuesday's Study Session, Office of Equity and Human Rights Director Diane
Powers will provide an update to the City Council on the Equity &
Empowerment Policy.
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In addition to the policy update, Julie Nelson, Senior Vice President of the Center
for Social Inclusion and Director of The Government Alliance on Race and
Equity, will provide an overview on how to apply an equity lens in the
budgeting process for the 2017-2018 Biennial Budget.

The updated Tentative City Council Forecast and Consolidated Standing
Committee Calendars are attached for your information.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/INQUIRIES

5.

At the last City Council meeting, Mayor Strickland requested the following
infarmation be provided in an upcoming City Manager's report:

» What are our cash reserve levels?

The 2015-2016 Adopted Budget included 15% in reserves which were
anticipated to be $32.23 Million by the end of 2016.

» What is our non-voter approved bonding capacity?

The City’s non-voter approved bonding capacity as of 12/31/15 (net of reserves)
was $520.9 Million.

e What is the balance of the City Council Contingency fund?

The City Council has approved the use of $ $450,500 of the $750,000 allocated
in the 2015-2016 Biennial Budget, which leaves a balance of $299,500. If the
two resolutions on Tuesday’s City Council agenda are adopted ($5,000 Murray
Morgan Bridge plaque installation and $50,000 Peace Community Center capital
campaign contribution) there will be a balance of $244 500 left in this fund.

MARK YOUR CALENDARS

8.

You have been invited to the following events:

. Tech Business Mixer and Panel Discussion to encourage tech
investment in Tacoma, on Wednesday, August 24™, 5:00 to 7:30 p.m.,
at the One Pacific Building, located at 621 Pacific Avenue.

. Joint Base Lewis NMcChord Airshow & Warrior Expo, with the U.S. Air
Force Thunderbirds and the U.5. Army "Golden Knights,” on Saturday,
August 27" and Sunday August 28", 8:00 a.m., at the McChord Field.
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Attachments

Hilltop Neighborhood History Walk along Martin Luther King Jr. Way
on Saturday, August 27", from 9:30 to 10:30 a.m. The walk led by
Council Member Keith Blocker will start at Pecple's Park, located at 900
Martin Luther King Jr. Way.

Hilltop Street Fair 2016 on Saturday, August 27", 11:00 a.m. to 7:00
p.m., from Souih 8 to 13" Street on MLK Way.

Tacoma Historical Society’s 2016 Destiny Dinner Hisfory and
Promise Celebrating the Revitalization of Commencement Bay on
Saturday, August 2?“", §5:00 p.m., and VIP reception at 4:00 p.m., at the
Point Ruston's Grand Plaza, located at 5005 Ruston Way.

Tacoma Community Boat Builders Launch the Future fundraiser on
Thursday, September 8™ at the Foss Waterway Seaport, located at 705
Dock Street. Social hour at 5:30 p.m. and program at 6:30 p.m.

Greater Tacoma Community Foundation Celebrating 35 years of
Bringing Passion to Life in Pierce County on Friday, September 9",
at the Greater Tacorma Convention and Trade Center, located at 1500
Broadway, Reception from 5:00 to 6:30 p.m. and Dinner and
Performance from 7;00 to 9:00 p.m.

Washington State History Museum’s A Revelution You Can Dance To
— Indie Music in the Northwest event on Friday, Sepiember g'" 5:30
to 8:30 p.m., at the Washington 5State History Museum, located at 1911
Pacific Avenue.

Fourth Annual Open Streets Event - Sunday Parkways: Downtown to
Defiance en Sunday, September 11", from 9:00 a.m. — 1:00 p.m., from
South 21% St. Park, along the Esplanade, Dock St., Schuster Parkway,
and Ruston Way, ending at the Point Ruston Waiterwaik.

Metropolitan Development Council’s Share Breakfast Overcoming
Adversity on Thursday, September 15", from 7:30 to 9:00 a.m., at the
Hotel Murano in the Bicentennial Pavilion, located at 1320 Broadway.

Sincerely,
>

(,‘#‘ -
| e
- /.

a0 :
A.C. Bebatinax
/ _City Manager
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The City of Tacoma’s community-triven Vislon of Tacoma 2025 s focused on economic opportunily,
education, and quality of life. While the majority of Tacoma residents cnjov these benefits of living in
Tacama, many community members struggle with homelessness, hunger, under- and unemployment,
limlted educational opportunity, and pocr life cutcomes,

Tacaoma is the third fargest city in Washington and has a strang network of soclal amd human service
organizalions that form a safety net to meet Lhe needs of community members. Aside from the operation
of [ty senior centers, the City /s not a direcl service provider. The City supports the social and human service
network as an active funder, convener, and partner. The social and human service needs of Tacoma’s
residents surpass Lhe available services and resources.

‘The City has worked dosaly with its pariners to create a IHuman Services Strategic Plan (1155P) for 2015
through 2019 to imprave the reach and effectiveness of existing service system. The City is also revising its
funding process lo proactively and efficiently fund strategies focused on residenl needs. The revised
funding approach aligns funding to the City's vision articulated in Tacoma 2025, and uses a systems
approach to improve the overall effectiveness of city funding.

This Community Needs Assessment will help the City pricritize funding for meeting human and social needs
and pravide comimon baseline information shared by the City and communily service providers. Many of
Lhe greatest social and health challenges impacting community members today are the result of a complex
set of factors that diminish health and well-being over time. These include historical patterns of income
segregation and racial disparities. In arder Lo help the Gty identify cffective points of intervention and
assess gaps in the current service system, the assessment attempts to identify causal factors thal lead Lo
the most urgent soclal and health challenges facing the community today. The assessment identifies
community needs related to individual and community safety, education and economic opportunity,
geographic and radal equity, and househeld stability. The broad range of topics investigated are organized
into three primary topics:

{1 Homelessness and Household Stability

How is homelessness changing, who In our commamity is at risk of homelessness, and what services
are needed to prevent and address homelessness?

) Workforce Development
What are the barriers community members face to econoimic advancemeant and whatl ave Lhe
services needed ta reduce those bariers!

£} Human and Social Wellness

What are the priority human and social health needs of residents and what are the harriers to
meeting those needs?

A parlicular individual may need different soclal and human service supports over the course of his or her
life and many may have unmet needs for social and health services that compound over time. For example,
mental health difficulties in adolescence can lcad to disengagement in school, thus limiting educational
opportunity. A lack of a high schoal diploma will reduce employability and diminish the opportunity to
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TACOMA CONMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
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develop work-based skills and experiences. ‘The diminished eaming potential will compound over time,
thus undermining economic security and potentially houschold stability in the long term. As a result, the
individual in this example needs mental health care, job skills Lraining, employment support, and housing
assistance. Each of these needs are real, related, and critical to address,

Understanding the interconnected nalure of these factors, the Needs Assessment identitied the following
priarity needs that undergird many of the social, econamic, and health challenges facing the community
today.

CHILDHOOD POVERTY

One in four children in Tacoma are [iving in poverty. Childhood poverty is a significant
barrier to social wellbeing and economic opportunity for many,

Childhoaod poverty' is the greatesl single risk factor for children, impacting everything from physical health
and environmerrial quality to economic opportunity arl social and cmotional health. The fink between
childhood poverly and its impacts on adolescent and adult outcomes is well founded, and new research is
shedding light on the impacl of poverty-related stress to children’s develapment and long-term functioning
{Ratcliffe & McKernan, 2012). Children living in houscholds with povertydevel incomes are extremely
vulnerable Lo income loss, health episodes, or houwsing status change. Many low-income {amilies with
children are likely still recovering from economic consequences associated with the recent recession.

*  One aut of every four children in Tacoma lives in poverty {26%). Childhaod poverty has trended
higher in Tacoma than in Plierce County and Washington State sfiice 2006, and i consistently
higher than adult or senior poverty (18% and 17%, respectively).

= Agreater portion of Tacoma's children live in poverty campared to Seattle (15%), Fife (17%), and
Renton (18%). Neighbaring Lakewood has a higher rate of childhood poverty (321).

®  Children of color, induding those whao ldentify as American Indian and Alaska Nalive and Black or
African American, as well as children of all races that identify as Hispanic or Latino, are wice as
likely to be Bving in paverty as children who identify as While.

* while recent enrollment in the National School Lunch Program has remained fairly consistent
since 2008 for the Tacoma School Districl, the number of meals served increased significantly
during the recession years (2009 - 2011). The number of meals served in 2014 came back down to
pre-recession rates of approximately 2.9 million meals served that year,

The rate of childhaod poverty is driven by limited earning potential of adults as opposed to
absence from the workforce,

Workforce parlicipation includes everyone who works for income or is currently looking for work
{unemployed). Workforce participation Is similar in Tacoma to Pierce Counly and Washington State, and is
relatively consistont across racial categories at hetween 64% and 7345 The exception is American Indian and
Alaska Malives, for which labor force participation is about 10 percentage points less, Lower participation
in the labor force is ohserved for those with less than a high school diploma as well as those older than age 5s.

' Data is from U.S, Census 2010 - 2014. A family of fuur ts considered to be living in poverly i thelr annual
household income is less than 424,230, The estmate for Tacoma children aged o - 17 years |s 26.3% with g5&
confidence range af +1-21.5%.

= AUgusi 2016
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Histarically higher unemployment and a greater displacement of jobs during the recent recession are
likely contributors to the depressed household income. Median household income in Tacoma trails Pierce
County and Washington State by approximately 510,000 {figure in 2014 dollars). Between 2009 and 2010,
Tacoma lost 3,800 jobs, aporoximately 3.9% of its employment base. lhis was a more significant
employment contraction than Pierce County which lost 2.3% of its employment base and Washington State
which lost 3.0%. Tacoma experienced greater annual losses of jobs and took longer to recover from the
recession than both Pierce County and the State. In 2014, Tacoma finally reached pre-recession
emplayment. However, while employment has regained its pre-recession levels, employment in higher
paying sectors such as manufacturing and construction has not achieved pre-recession levels.

The unemployment rale for Black or African American residents is significantly higher than for other races,
as is the unemployrent rate for individuals with less than a high school diploma. Unemployment for men
has lrended 2 to 4 percentage paints higher than for women.

One quarter of Tacoma’s homeless population is under the age of18.

Youth represent 23% of Tacoma®s homeless population according to recent polnl-intime counts. Nearly one
out of every four homeless individuals counted was younger than 18.

*  The number of McKinney-Vento qualified homeless students in Tacoma School District increased
an average of 4.9% every year since 2010, Far the 2014415 schoal year, 1,616 met the definition of
hameless. The majority of MeKinney-Vento qualified students report living “doublad up,”
meaning they are sharing housing with friends or family. Homeless students tend Lo be in
younger grades, indicating a larger shadow population of homelessness amoeng parents (lilkely
wiomen} and pre-school aged children,

Many children are born into households with characteristics that are predictive of more
severe and persistent poverty.

specific characteristics of households living in poverty are predictive of more severe and persistent poverty.
Educational attainment of parenls, particularly mothers, and attachment to the workforce are strong
predictors of economic stability and long-term outcomes for children. Children born in poverty to mothers
with less than a high school diploma are very likely to live in persistenl poverty and have poor aduit
Outenmes.

*  Between 2003 and 2014, across all income categories, about 5,000 children were born in Tacoma
to mathers with less than a high schoal diploma. This represents approximately 174 of all
children barnin the ten year period, a higher rate than both Pierce County and Washington State
{12% and 15%, respectively), Services such as carly parenting suppaort and low cost child care for
those still pursuing their high school diptoma are effective at improving eutcomes for these
parents and their children,

*  Tacoma is not hemogenous in terms of educational and professional attainment. Tacoma
exceeds Plerce County in both low and high ranges of educational attainment. In 2014, 9% of
| acoma adults 25 years and over had a graduate or professional degree, while 15% lacked a high
school diploma. This suggests Lhat Tacoma has an asset in lis highly educated workforce, as well
as the challenge of another segment facing significant barriers to the economic oppartunity
available i the Gy,

=i " = ' Mgt 20168 ﬂ
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Many children are missing timely educational benchmarks that are predictive of academic
achievement and future econamic independence.

Educational opportunity starts at birth and is significantly shaped by household economic factors and
maternal mental and physical well-being. Several studies have demonsirated the link belween economic
hardship and an increase in children’s sacial behavior development. Household food security in elementary
school has been linked to changes in reading and math test performance, adolescent welght for girls, and
social skill develnpment far boys {lyati, Frongille, & Jones, 2015). Children’s environment in the fivst years of
lite has been found te affect brain development. Children who are exposed to quality early-learning
enviranments are more likely to meet developmental milestones, and arrve at kindergarten with the
fundamental skills they need to thrive in school. Unlartunately, far too few children in Tacoma are meeting
timely academic benchmarks, fatling further behind, and thus facing diminished opportunity in the future.
Childiren from low-income households and children of color face even greater gaps in achievement.

"  About 50% of Tacoma's children entering school in 2015 met developinental benchmarks for
kindergarten. Students of color, low-income students, and students with limiled English
proficiency were even less likely to meet benchmarks {455, 401, and 35%, respectively).

*  p2% of third-graders in Lthe Tacuma School District met the Reading Standard in the 20132014
school year. This rate is nearly 6 percentage points lower than the statewide rate.

*  Thereis a persistent gap in Bth grade imath performance between Tacoma and Lhe statewide
average. 44% of eighth-graders met the Math Standard in the 2013-2014 school year as compared
to 6% statewide,

= After great efforts by the cammunity and schoaol district, Tacoma's an-time graduation rate {78%)
s I alignment with statewide rates for the first time since 2010

= Students’ academic struggles are linked to feelings of discouragemaent and isolation. Youth
Advisory Council members deseribe their strugale with bridging the racial and cultural divide
between themsclves and their teachers. Comments such as “the greatest challenge we face is
shifting the minds of our teachers about us” speak to the barriers they feel as children of racial
and ethnic minorities in Lthe school system.

Many adolescents are struggling and face diminishing economic advancement opportunities.

Youth whao are not actively engaged in school or the workfaorce face serfous challenges as they transition
to adulthoed. Not gradusting high school can limit Tulure economic success and indleate future
employment difficulties and poverly ax adults,

*  Tacoma's arn-time graduation rale was below 60% in 2010 and did not align with statewide rates
until 2014.

*  Since 2010, the portion of 18- to 24-year-olds in Tacoma who have enrolled in college or gracluate
school (30%) is less than that of the state (35%). Male college enrollment in Tacoma is nine
percentage points less that the statewide rate.

*  Since 201, Lhe unemployment rate for residenls without a high school degree is higher than the
rate of residents with a high school or college degree.

- : August Jmﬁ—m
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MENTAL HEALTH

Poor mental health and a lack of access to mental health support undermines houschold and commumity
resilionce and long-term outcomes for children.

On its own, adolescence is associaterd with increased risk of mental health disorders including depression,
social anxiety, disruptive behaviors, and substance abuse. Living in poverty adds to this risk through
disnipting parent-adolescent relationships, increasing exposure to stress, an increasing the risk of trauma
or vialence in childhood, Combined, these experiences negatively alfect health and well-being into
adulthood.

Children are vulneralds to the mental health of thelr parents, Nationally speaking, many new mothers suffor
from depression, and with unmet physical and emational necds of the parents, family stross filters down
to children. Emotional support and access to quality child care can imprave long term outcomes for children
living in poverty.

Tacoma youth report lower rates of mental wellness, less sense of personal safety, and
earlier and more consistent drug use than their statewide counterparts.

Youth depression, expasure to violence, and carly drug use reprasent multiple dimensions of risk to youth.
Adolescence is also a time when many significant psychological disorders present themselves. Life course
studlies of chrenically homeless individuals frequently repart physiological and mental health difficul ties,
often starting in late childhood. Furthermore, an ndividual’s first experience with Lthe mental health
services shape long-term attitudes toward mental health care and psychialric medication (Pattersan,
Markay, & Eibaff, 2012).

*  Tacoma School Dislrict students, especially middle schaolers, are less likely to report feeling safe
at schaol than their peers in Washington State.

*  Young adults between the ages of 18 and 34 years eaming less than 50,000 felt the least safe in
Tacoma comparet to other demographic groups (National Research Center, 2014).

=  Adalescent suicide and suicide attempts are significantly higher in Tacoma Lhan in Pierce County
or Washington State.

Early Drug Use

An individual's exposure to alcohol and drugs interferes with memary, positive emational and social
development, and is associated with low school performance and academic disengagement. Carly and
frequent use of marijuana during adolescence [s associated with the development of more psychialrie-
related problems than eccasional use or nonuse (Lubman, Cheelham, & Yucel, April 2015}, Early drug use is
also an Indicator of vulnerability to gang activity.

*  Tacoma students have higher rates of marijuana use than the siale wide averages. 1he
disproportionality is highest in 8th grade and 1oth grade. Tacoma student use of alcohol,
tobacco, and drugs other than marijuana largely follow statewide patterns, with slightly higher
use palterns in alcohol and preseription drugs.

®  Only half (54%) of 8th graders report that marijuana would be “very hard™ for them to get, as
compared to the stalewide rate of 662,

Tacoma residents have a higher rate of being a victim of violence or being exposed to
violence in the home than state averages.

Interpersonal violence, including child abuse and neglect, youth vislence, intimate partner violence, sexual
violence, and clder abuse, is both a criminal matter and a significant public health, seeisl and devalopmental
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threat. Exposure £o violence creates immediate physical waunds as well as risk for long-lasting mental and
physical health corditions (Summer, et al., 2015).

Domestic violence is higher in Tacoma than in Washingten State.

*  Since 2005, the rate of domestic violence offenses reported to the Tacoma Police Department is,
on average, 2.5 times the statewide rate.

*  Many domestic violence victims, especially those with few resources, find themselves homeless.
28% of homeless individuals, including children, in the Pierce County point-in-Lime count have
experienced domestic violence.

Violent crime rates have decreased since 2009 in Tacoma, yet remnain higher than comparable cities.

®  In 201y, Tacoma had 720 violent offenses per 1wo,000 people known Lo law enforcement. Rates
in Seattle and Spokane were 573 and 505, respectively.
= While overall incidents of viclent crime in Tacoma trended down between 2011 and 2013, the rate
of youth perpetrated violent crime is increasing {47.5% in 2011 to 48.7% in 2012). Much of this
crime may be explained by gang activity.
Mary adults have multiple Adverse Childhood Experlences.

Adverse childhood experience (ACE) is defined as a traumatic experience in a person’s life occurring before
the age of 18 that the person recalls as an adult. Communities with higher ACE scores are more [ikely to
experlence poor health outcomes. Individuals with mare ACE experiences are more likely to cxperience
social and interpersonal challenges and be at a higher risk for homelessness in adulthood,

* Averaged ACE scores are highest in Tacoma’s Soulh, Sound End, and Castside neighbarhonds.

* In Pierce County, communities of color and low-income communities experience more ACEs than
white, non-| lispanic, or higher income houscholds,

HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Stable housing is a foundation to many other important aspects of personal development. Research has
demanstrated the benefit of stable housing for children’s socio-emotional development and academic
achievement (WVoight, Shinn, & Mation, zo12). Unstable housing has a direct and profound impact on curent
and future health.

Tacoma has a broad range of affordable housing options, hawever, many residents struggle
to secure stable, quality housing in Tacama.

Tacoma has a more affordable housing market than other central Puget Sound cities,

= llousing in Tacama is more affardable compared to many neighboring communitios. The median
sales price i June 2016 was $230,350, significantly less than the median for Pierce County

{$251,500) and King County ($450,000).
*=  Rents in Tacama are also more affordable than ether jurixlictions. Current median rent in
Tacoma is $1,441 per month, much less than Seattle {($2,474) and Renton ($2,069).

* In addition to more affordable market conditions, 1acoma has approximately 8,000 subsidized
housing units, representing approximately 10% of its housing stock. This is higher than Seallle
(8%), Kent {6%) and Renton (6%) (2013 estimates).
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Many households cannot =fford housing under Tacoma's current market conditions, and costs are likely
to increase,

Tacoma has similar labor force participation rates as Plerce County and Washington State, with
approximately 8o% of the population being engaged in the workforce. However, while most
aclults worlk, their income is not enough to maintain stable housing.

- Tacomaunemployment rate trends have tracked slightly bigher than Pierce County anedl
Washinglon State, and have recouped to pre-recession levels, Tacoma residents with less
than a high school degree, Black or African Americans as well as Hispanic or Latino origin
experienced significantly higher unemployment during the recession and continue to
experience higher rates of uncmplayment.

Tacoma median income tracks about §10,000 hehind Pierce County and the State of Washington.

Tacoma has more than 10,508 households {175 of ali househalds) earning less than 30% of County
Median Income (Jess than 518,000 in 2014 dollars), 79% of which live in rental housing (about half
of all of Tacoma"s households live in renter-occupied housing). At this income level, many
households are challengedl bo meet their basic needs.

Tacoma has a higher rate of cost-burdened househaolds in rental housing than Pierce Counly or
the State. Twenty-seven percent (37%) of all rental households in Tacoma are severely cost
burdened. Since 2005, the percentage of Tacoma houscholds thal are cost-burdened has
tronded higher than the statewide percentage.

In Tacoma 6.7 homes are foreclosed {per 1,000). This is greater than the Seattle Melro value of
4.2 and also greater than the national value of 4.8 {Zillow.com eslimate),

Demand for emergency housing is increasing in Plerce Counly. Total calls recelved by Access
Point 4 Housing has increased an average of 17% per year since 2012, Nearly half of all screenings
for emergency housing resulted in a referral,

Tacoma School district has higher rates of studcnt maobility compared to other school districts.
On average, 1¥ of students enrolled in Tacoma schools an October 1 did not maintain their
enrollment in that schoal for the enlive year. This rate of student mobilily was higher than
Renton School District (g2), Lakewood School District (B%), and Seattle Public Schools {6%).
Tacoma’s district average was also higher than analogous school years for the two years prior.

South and East neighborhoods show greater social and economic instability,

Research has demonstrated the negative Impact that residential changes (or negative reasons, such as
needing to save money, eviction, or divorce, have on the education outcomes for children {voight, Shinn,
B Nation, 2012). Children who move for a negative reason are 7 percentage points more likely to not earn a
high school diploma by age 20. The effect grows to 11.2 percent for children who mave more than two times
for a negative reason (Ratclitfe & McKernan, 2012).

Barriers to sodial and economic mobility are clustered In Tacoma's South and East neighborhoods. This
disproportionally affects people of color in facoma.

Tacoma's South, South End, and Eastside neighborhoods have higher concentrations of familics
in poverty than other areas of the City,

Mearly two-thirds of all utility wamings and disconnects issued between June 2015 and May 20156
were for customers in South and East neighborhoaods.
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INTRODUCTION
The purpase of the homelessness and househald stability assessment is to identily how homelessness is
changing and who in the Tacoma community is al risk of homelessness.

We discuss Lhe annual Piarce County Polnt-In-Time count and the Tacoma School District’s studenls whao
gualify for the McKinney-Venlo Acl Lo explore how the number of individuals experiencing homelessness
in Tacoma and Pierce County has changed over time. |o cxamine how homelessness Is changing, we
consider the dlemographics of who is experiencing homelessness lacally and indicators of increased
housing instability.

GUIDING DOCUMENTS

TACOMA 2025
Homelessness, housing stability, and poverty are addressed in Objective 2: Human and Soclal Needs.

Community Priorities

2/ Increase housing security. Tacoma residents want everyane to have shelter arl Lo fee] seeure in
their housing agitions.

2C. Reduce poverty. Reducing poverty (s the best way to ensure that all |acoma residents have
resources to meet their needs.

Accountability Measures
*  Decrease Lhe percent of individuals and families who experience homelessness.
* Decrease the unmet need for mental health services.
* Decrcase the number of days thal residents report their mental health was not good.
®  Reduce the percent of Tacoma population in poverty.

*  Reduce the percent of households spending maore than 45% on heusing and transportation.

2015-19 CITY OF TACOMA HUMAN SERVICES STRATEGIC PLAN

Homelessness and household stability is addressed in the Tacoma Human Services Strategic Plan, Priority
12 Meet Basic Needs of Tacoma Residents, The 101519 Funding $aal, that every Tacoima resident should
have access to food, clolhing, shelter, and other basics, supports those experencing homelessness and
household instability, food insecurity, and domestic violence.

" Housing Stab ilization: Prevention of and pathways out of homelessness are available which
connect individuals and families with housing andjor supportive services tailored to their unique
needs.

*  Food security: Residents have access to healthy food and optimal nutrition year round.
®  Safety: Interpersonal and intimate violencefabuse is reduced.
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TACOMA COMMUMNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENMT
SECTION 1 - HOMELESSNESS AMND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Chronic Homelessness is addressed in Priority 4: Enhance Mental Health and Substance Use Disorder
Services.

1. Reduce Chronic Homelessness

a. Suppart innovative programming designed to reduce the impacts of chronic hameclessness

for Tacoma husinesses,

l3,  Support inmovative approaches that reach out to and engaga chronically homeless

individurals.

¢ Supporlinnovative programming designed to ensure chranically homeless individuals, once

housed, remain housed.

The TacomafLakewoodPierce County
Continuum of Care {CoC) conducts the

Point-in-Time (PIT) count annually as
reguired by the U.S. Department of
Howusing and Urban Development

(1IUD}. I he PIT affers a snapshot of the

rumber of peaple experiencing
hotnelessness in emergoncy shejters,
transitional housing, thase sleeping

outside, and in other places not meant

for human habitation. Homcless

individuals and families are included in

annual PIT count if they are willing to

complete a survey and sign their name.

Those who do not agree are not
counted. Far these reasens, the PIT

courts likely undercount the number of

homeless individuals,

The 2016 PIT indicated a 372
grawth in the homeless
population from 205,

The chronically homeless PIT
count doubled from 201s to
20106,

HUD Homelessness Definitions

1UD defines four categories of homelessness:

1.

Individuals and families whao lack a fixed, regular, and adequate
nighttime residence and includes a subset for an individual who s
exiting an institution where he or she resided for go days orless and
who resided in an emergency shelter or a place not meant far
huiman habitation immediately before entering that institution;

Individuals and families who will imminently lose their primary
nighttime residence;

Unaccompanied youth and families with children and youth who are
defined as homeless under other federal statutes who do not
otherwise qualify as homeless under Lhis definition; or

Individuals and families who are fleeing, or attempting to flee,
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, or other
dangerous or life-threatening conditions thal relate to viclence
against the individual or a family member.

A persan is cansidered chronically homeless if they have slept in a place
not meant for habitation, emergeney sheltar, or transitional housing
project for more than a year continuously ar have experienced faur
episades within the |ast three years and has a disability.

Community service providers report a portion of the growth in number of homeless individuals
may be attributable to homeless individuals coming inta Tacoma to access services not avallahle

in other jrisdictions.

Chronically homeless individuals are more likely to not stay in shelters. In 2016, approximately half of the
chronically homeless were unsheltered, compared to 384 of the total homeless population, Based on
conversallons with Tacoma Police Department Community Liaison Officers, chronically homeless
indivicluals cite several reasons for not staying in shelters, including the cleanliness of the facilities, the
lack of privacy, and the inabilily Lo stay with partners or fricnds of the nppasite sex, Maore flexible sholter

policies may better serve some homeless Individuals,
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TACOMA COMPUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Homelessness is growing in Tacoma and Plerce County.

Exhibit + Homeless individuals,
Plerce County

Saurce: Washington State Department
of Cnmmerce & Continuum of Care,
102016, BERK, 2016,

Suhibit » Chronically homeless
individuals, Pierce County

Saurce: Washington State Degartment
ul Lommerce & Continuum of Care,
100-2016, GERE, 2016
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The McKinney-Vento Education of Homeless Children and Youth Assistance Act is a federal law that
ensures immediate enrollment and educational stability for homeless children and youth. McKinney-
Vento enrollment data provides a broader measure of people experiencing homelessness or a distuption
in their usual place of sleeping, referred to as houschold stability. Similar to PIT counts, the MV-qualified
student rate had a slight downturn belween 2014 and 2015, | lowever, the general trend shows an
increase In students experiencing homelessness.

* Inthe 201415 school year, 1,616 students met the definition of McKinneyVento qualified. Thisis a

reduction from a recent high in the prior school year of 1,764,

" Tacema’s overall rate of McKinney-Vento qualilied students (5.5%) is similar to Seattle Fublic
Schoals {5.6%) and higher than neighboring school districts {Lakewood, 3.10%; Puyailup, 2.3%,

Federal Way, 1.0%].

* ‘lacoma School District has seen an avernge annual increase in MV-qualified students of 4.9%

since 2010. The average annual increase for the state has been greater at 6.4%.

®=  Themajority of MV-qualificd students report living “doubled up”, that is staying with friends or

family.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STARILITY

Lxhibit 3 McKinney-Vento qualified homeless students, Tacoma

School District
20CC
1,800 | Fotals Viotzl:  ®iIn-shelared LG4 .
o g falescl= ) Saalters :
I e | 486
1400 L
! 1154 2 1,247
1,200
) g
1,000 ) o e} §
800 e = -3
&0
20 - = =+ 3 [ =3

220e30 Py [ 5 b 20112 204213 MEA A4S
Sourec: Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction, SY 100910 — 2014-15.
BERK, 2016

The McKinney-Vento Act requires schools to reglster homeless children even if they lack nomally required
documents, such as immunization records or proof of residence. The Act emsures homeless children
transportation to and from school free of charge, allowing children to attend their schoo! of origin (last school
enrolled or the school they attended when they first became homeless) regardless of what district the family
resides in. The Act uses a broader definition of homeless children as “individuals who lack a fixed, regular, and

adequate nighttime residence,” for example,

Exhibit 4 McKinney-Vento
qualified homeless students
average annual change

Washington State

Tacoma School District

0.0% 50005 10.0%

Source: Office of Superiwendent of
Pubslic Instmicllan, SY 2014-v,. BERK,
1016,

s Children sharing housing due to economic hardship or loss of housing
« Children living in “motels, hotels, trailer parks, or camp grounds due to lack of alternative

accommodalions”
« Children living in "emergency or transitional shelters™
* Chiklren “awaiting foster carc placement”

e Children whaose primary nighttime residence is not ardinarily used as a regular sleaeping

accomimodation {z.g. park benches, ete.)

s Children living in “cars, parks, public spaces, abandoned buildings, substandard housing, bus or

train stations”
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TACGHMA COMMBUMITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HEMELESSMESS AMD HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

DEMOGRAPHICS

People across racial categories experience homelessness, though members of minority races
and multiple races are disproporticnately represented in the homeless population.

£xhibil 5 Self-reported data on race, percent of fotal = African Americans make up 1% of
homeless persons, Pierce County Tacoma’s population, but 18% of the
Unznawn, 8% AMmarican heimeless popuialion, Smilarly, consus
Indiar, data reports 8% of Tacoma's
3% population as being of two or more
races, but 26% of the homeless
Pacific population self-reported themselves to
Islander

: he multi-racial. Amercan Indians and

Alaska Natives make up 3% of the
fgisn, 1% homeless population, bul anly 1.3% of
the total poputation.

2%

= Whites and Asians are less likely to
appear propartionately in the
homeless population.

Source: Comtinuuere of Care, 2ot8, BERE, 1016,

A large propartion of the homaless population are living with a disability, and in many cases
riultiple, compounding health concemns,

Mental illness, in particular, is Exhibit & Self-reported data on disabilities, percent of total
associated wilh homelessncoss, hameless persons, Picrce County

= One out of three individuals
roported experiencing a e lprnendal [ Rxubilities %
mental illness, in additicon to o
reporting developmental
disabilities. Chronic Health Concitons

Flwsical Disobilifes

¥ Physical disabilities are also H SIS
carrmon among the homeless,
In many cases limiting the
ability of the individual to work
and also causing significant
disruplions Lo housing stability OG5 53 ISR RS MG 25T 309 35X
due to health crisies.

0.52%
Suflastance Arise 17%

rAertal MWness

Source: Conlinuem of Care, 2016, BERK, 1016,
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Children In particular are impacted by homelessness.

TACOMA COMBMUNITY NEEDS ASSESEMENT

SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

£xhibit 7 Proportion of homeless population by age, Pierce = ahout 1in 4 Individuals in the

Source: Continuom of Care, z016; RERK, 2016

Fxhiblt 8 Grade of McKinney-Vento qualified
students, Tacorna School District
Grade 12
Grade 11 T Ty
O El:urnelnsr.
Grade 9 ISR students
Grzde 3 TN
Grace 7 ETE
Grace 6
Grace 5 EEFTH
Grace 4
Grade 3
crade 2 NN T
Grade 1
X e [ 11
PK: Age 3-5 N
a 50 100 150

source: OMMce of Superintendent of Public Inslruction, SY
1415, BLCRE, 2016.

200

homelessness response system is
under 18,

Mata an the grade of McKinney-ento
gualified students shows a greater
frequency of children in elementary
sehools than middle and high schools.
Homeless rates are highest for those in
the lower grades, suggesting a significant
shadow population of homelessness of
women with children and pre-school aged
children.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

REQUESTS FOR SERVICES

Before becoming homeless, individuals will generally seek services Lo maintain housing, Stabilizing housing
is a more cost effective intervenlian than rehousing a househaold that has already become homeless.

The Unitad Way aperates 2-t-1, a phone number Lo connect community members with local health and
human services information, referrals, and other assistance Lo meet their needs. Between Jcloher 1, 2014
and Scptember 30, 2015, Soulh Sound 214 responded to 12,530 people in Tacoma. 5ix of the top ten
problems or necds reported by 241 callers in Tacoma relate to housing insecurity (indicated in by an
asterisk*}.

Zxhibit 9 Top 10 problem or needs reported during South Sound 211 Calls, Tacoma
Gas Mansy
Transportation - Lacal
Mave-in Assistance LT #
Transitioral Housing [IEC 0 *
Holiday Aszistanice 3%
Errergercy Shaltas/Motel Vouchar m*
Food A
Hous ng/Low Cost Housing [T
Rert *

, Heat/L'akbts 10% B

0% 5% 10% 15%

Source: United Way of Fierce County, October 1, 2014 - September 30, 2005 BERK, 2016,

£xhbit 10 Tap needs problem or needs reported during South Scund 2-1-1 Calls, top 3 Tacama zip codes

98404 984n5 98409

Heat/Lights 12.27% A58 A7

Rent 8.35% B.034 11.56%

Food 4.61% 5.05%

Emergency Shelter/Motel Vouchers 1382 ~.B8% 3.77%
Transitienal Housing 1.73% 3958

Housing/Low Cast Housing 5.6 FWTE

Saurce: United Way of Plerce Cauniy, Oclober 1, 2014 September 30, 20135, BRHK, 2016,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HORELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILTY

SCHOOL MOBILITY

School mability is an Indicatar of housing instabllity. When housing prices increase quickly, many families
are forced to relogate, A breals in emplayment ¢an also trigger a schoal change,

ELxhibit v shows the rate of school moves to number of students, The numbers represent total student
moves, not students that moved, thus some students are represented by more than one move in the
school year. In general, student mobility has trended downward since 2006 for maost schools.

Exhibit 11 Rate of School Moves, Tacoma School District
00%
1%
1E0%
1404

120

Ml _'u __ﬂ_..- MeCarver , 82%%

f‘lﬂw Larchmont, 59%

£0
LI1%h

e SAaMI, 23%

0%
2006-C6 200607 Adv<M 200809 2008 10 AMO11 20611-12 2012 14 200E-14  2014.15

Source: Office ef Superintencent of Puhfic Insoruction, 5 2005-06 — 2014-15. BERK, 1016,

txhibit 2 provides the number of students who changed schouols during a school year, meaning the
studlent did not complete the school year in the class in which they were enrolled as of October 1=
Tacoma School Distriet's average mobility has been consistently higher than analogous schaol districts in
recent years.

Exhibit 12 Dis'brict Maohility, Selected School Districts
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Source: Office of Superintendent of Public Instructlon, $Y 20m-42 - 2014-15. BEAER, 2016,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION L—-HOMELESSMESS AND HDUSEHOLD STABILITY

FORECLOSURES
As of April 2016, the Tacoma farcclosure rate was 0.1%. 1 in every 945 homes was In fereclosure,

®  Tacoma's foreclosure rate is:
- Slightly lower than the Pierce County foreclosure rate {Fieree County: 0.1%)
Higher than the Washington and national rates (WA: 0.06%, Nalional: 0,083%)

=  Tacoma's foreclnsure rates have decreased over the last few years. In May 2012 was 0182, 1in
every 542 Tacoma homes was in fareclosure,

Euhibit 13 Foreclosure rates, Tacoma zip codes  [xhibit 14 Foreclosure rates, by zip code, Tacoma
with highest foreclosure rates

030
11.25%
LU )
015%

0A0%

0.15%

a4

0,04,
DEALE 9445 S840 SBALY  9B408

Sources AealtyTrac, Aprill 2016

High i Lo

HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSING INSTABILITY

Structural factors determine why homelessness exists while individual factors explain who is most
susceptible to experiencing homclessness. Affordable housing supply and adequate wages are
necessary to support housing stability. Individual risk factors to homelessness include poverty, food
insecurity, mental illness, domestic violence, and substance use disorder,

STRUCTURAL FACTORS

AFFORDABLE HOUSING SUPPLY

Housing in Tacoma is more affordable than in ather Central Puget Sound cities, though prices have heen
increasing at rates comparable to other communities, Fh(bil 15 presents the median househaold sales
price in Tacoma and comparable cities since 2005.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 —HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STARILITY

Exhibit 15 Median Sales Price Jan 2005 - June 2016
SERILONG JUNE 2018

LEOD,O00

SAC0,000

$3C0.000

SLE3 00

s100,000 |
!
s’ 'hmmmmmwmmﬂmmm

2005 QOUG 2007 2008 2o09 00 J011 2002 201% 2014 2015 2uld

Sonrce: Fillow, 2015; BERK, 2016,

Tillow.com alse tracks current rental prices and provides annual midpoint estimates, presentedin Cuhibit
10, For June 2016, Zillow estimates the midpaoint rent in Tacoma to be $1,441, substanLially lower than the
King Caunly cities of Seattle (52,474}, Renton ($2,069), and Bellevus ($2,660). While Tacoma’s rental
prices are lower, Tacoma experienced comparable growth in rental prices from last year {a#).

Exhibit 15 Estimated Midpoint Rents, Selected Cities

June 2016 Annual mange
Seattle $2,474 104%
Tacoma  $1,441 [ 9.0 | '

Renton $2069 10.2%
Bellevue  $2,660 L0 10.2%
Everett  $1,629 [ 5.4%

Source: Lillow, 2015, BERK, 2016.

The American Community Survey (ACS) collects self-reported housing costs frorm households. Sclf-
reporled gross rents are based on what people pay, and therefore represent all of the housing subsidies
and other affordable housing available in the City. Exhihit 17 presents the distribution of monthly gross
rent in Tacoma including units of all sizes.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY MEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 ~ HORELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Ewhibit 17 Self-reported Gross Rent by Household, Tacoma

12,000
10,000
B,000
6,000 = ot
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1,040 = = - = i
e ] = i =
#1300 . E r

Logsthan S240-  S%00-  $750  SL000  S1,2%0- 51,%08- $2,0000r
5250 ot ] 5449 S099 51,249 51439 51,999 more

Soniree: US Census American Commianily Survey, § year estimates, 2000200 GFRE, 2016,

The bulk of rental units are in the 5500 - $1,249 per month range. |his data is the estimate (or 2014 using
204 dollars, the most recent estimate available from the ACS. Part of the difference in rental price
estimates is due to different reporting approaches. Zillow tracks advertised prices for rental units and
does not include any post market subsidies or discounts. The ACS tracks self-reported housing costs, that
is what people pay Tor housing, and thus reflects all discounts and housing subsides currently utilized in
(he market. A summary of units of subsidized housing made possible with federal, state, and local funding
sources, incentives, and subsidies is presented in Folinh 15,

Fwhibit 18 Tacoma Subsidized Housing Stoclk, 2013

WANMISO mAREY. EADMIGD @ AMISD AMIES AMIED

n 1020 2000 20dm M) 5000 6000 7030 HiEwr  90m 10,300
Source: PSAC, 2015; HERK, w6

* In 2013, approximately 10% of Tacoma's housing stock, roughly 8,900 unils, has a unit-based
housing subsidy attached to it. This is higher than Seattle (8%), Kent (&%), and Renton (62).

* Tenant-based housing choice vouchers add to the alfordable housing stock.

Fuhilbit 19 compares the current rental prices with household income distribution (2014 estimates based
on self-reporled income and self-reported housing costs). | his analysis is intended Lo llustrate the
relative gap In housing aptions in specific income ranges. Given data limitations numbers should be
interpreted with caution. Based on Lhese estimates, Tacoma has a gap of appraximately 7,300 units
affordahle Lo households earning [ess than 30% of AMI, Surpluses in units affordable to those eaming
between 30% and 1008 of AMI likely represent househaolids that are paying more than 30% of their income
on rent. Likewise, some higher sarning households are likely occupying housing that costs less than 30%
of Lheir monthly income.
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TACOMA COMAILINITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTIDN 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Fuhibit 19 Gap Analysis of Rental Households by Income and Rental Housing by Gross Rent, Tacoma

1209 ur Owerr &m = R Extimated Rental Unite

8 ?Hi Extimated Henber Househaolds

100 - 12064
A0 - 100%,

= Greatest unlt surplus,
typical market price

- parint
30-50% s N = Small unit surplus

Undler 300% 0 50 __}— Greatesi unit shortage

s

- 2000 4000 6000 3000 10,000 12,0 14,000 15,000 1H1000
Source: US Census Amerlcan Community Survey, § year eslimates, 2010 2014, BERK, 2016.

Income by Tenure

| his seelion compares Tacoma’s hausehold Income patterns to Picrce County's Area Median Income
{AMI} AMI is typically used to understand the fit of a jurisdiction”s housing supply to the workfarce. AMI
thresholds arc also used to determine eligibly to income resiticted housing units,

Tacoma has hoth renter and owner households in every income category, though it has a greater
proportion of households in the lower Income categories and a smaller proportion of houschaolds the
higher income categories than Pierce County.

80% - 120% of AMI includes households’ incomes ranging from 548,000 to 572,000 per year and is typically
considered to be “middle dass™. The distribution of Tacoma’s households is higher at both ends of the
spectrum than these middle categories.

Tacoma has more than 13,000 households earning less than 30 of AMI, 79% of which live in rental
housing. At this income level, many households will be challenged to meet their basic needs.
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TACOMA COMBIUMITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SELCTION 1 —HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Eahibit 2o Percent of Househaolds by Housing Tenwre and Income Ratio Area Median Income, Tacoma
and Pierce County

L s Tacema Renter-Oecupled
) s Tacomsa Owner-Occup'ed
~0% —— Pierce County Households
—— Al of Tacoma Households
G0N
30%
209
10X
0%
Usesr 3% 20 - 50% S0 - HU% A - 100 100 - 120% 1205 or Cver
Ratio to ’ Rounded [1,000s) Tacoma Cwner-
Plerce Colnty AR Income Ranges Occupiaed
59,711 Estimated
. Low High HHs Peroent  Estimated HHs  Percent
Undear 30% 50 518,000 2775 % 10,508 27
30 -50% 518,000 530,000 3,114 A% 6,742 175
50 - 80% 530,000 SA8,000 5893 i5% 7863 0%
80 - 100% S48,000 560,000 4,224 11% 3487 9%
100- 120% S60000  $72,000 4,238 11% 3,221 B%
120% or Over $72,000 19967 SO 6,729 17%
Total 40,211 100% 38,550 100%

* Percentlages Mor pooupancy type may nat sum ta 1004 due 1o roumding.
Source: US Consus Amerlcas Community Survey, 4 year estimates, 2c10-2014. BFRE, 2016,

HOUSING COST BURDEN

Tacoma has a higher rate of cost-burdened househalds in rental housing that the County
and State. .

1IUD defines cost-burdened familics as those who pay mare than 3o percent of their income for housing.
Severe rent burden is defined as paying more than 50 percent of one's income on housing. Individuals
experiencing cost burden may have difficulty affording necessities such as food, clolhing, transportation,
and medical care.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABLITY

Exhikit 21 Cost-Burdened Rental Households, Tacoma, Pierce County, and Washington
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Source: US Lenars Amarican Commumity Survey, 1 year sslimales, 1005-2014.
I§EHE, 1016,

In 2014, 51X of all rental
households in the City
were cost burdened.

Since 2005, the
percentage of Tacoma
rental households hat
are cost-burdenad has
trended higher than the
statewide perceniage.

Exhibie 27 Severely Cost-Burdened Rental Households, Tacoma, Pierce County, and Washington
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BERK, 2015,

Inn 2015, 27% of all rental
hausehalds in the City
were severely cosl-
burdened,

Since 2004, City pattems in
rental hausehalds that are
severely cost-burdened
have tracked with the
Fierce County and
Washington State
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTHON 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHCLD STABILITY

Exhibit 23 shows the distribution of cost-burdened houscholds across the City, Further consideration of
Income and assets is needed to understand cost-hurden’s role in housing instability.

Exhibit 23 Percent of Rental Households that are Housing Cost Burdened, Tacoma
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Source; US Census Arnarcan Cammunlly Survey, 5 vear estimates, 2o10-2005, BORK, 2016,
INDIVIDUAL FACTORS
INCOME AND POVERTY
Househald income in Tacoma is consistently lower than the County and the State.

|1 2or4, the median household income in Tacoma was §51,953, 15% lower than the state median income,
$61,366 (2014 dollars). The median household income In the City of Tacoma has been an average of 15%
lower than the State and Plerce County average since 2005,

POVERTY THRESHOLDS - 2014

The poverty Unréshold is established by the LLS.
Census Blreau tor statistical purpases. itis

One persas (unretatad individual)

calculated based or a family’s income and a :nderﬁgyzar?............... By
standard threshald of income according to the T R o
number af peonla iy the household. it is updated To PPl oreinisnsanas e

annually. i daes nat count nakcash benetits Householdar under BE years........., 15,853
such as faod stamps and housng subsidies. Hausehold=r 5t years and aver....... Liaog

Many assislance programs use other guidelines
for determining eligibility for henefits or
services.
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TACORAA COMMUMITY MEEDS ASSESSPMENT

SECTION 1— HOMELESENMESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Exhibit 24 Median Househald Income, in 2014 Inflation-Adjusted Dollars. Tacoma, Fierce County, and

Washington
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Exhibit 25 Population Living in Paverty,
by Age Group, Tacama
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w006-2014, BLRIK, 2016

Since 2005, poverty among Tacoma residents:

= Under 18 years old has trended upward;

Exhibit 26 Population Under 18 years
Living in Poverty, Selected Cities
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= 18 to 84 years ald has remained fairly constant, ranged betwoen 14-18%; and

= &5 years and over has fluctuated between 7-1774, Poverty increased from gi in 2013 to 17210 2014,

Fuivihit 27 shows the parcent of population below the federal poverty level across the City, Dark shades
indicate higher percentages of individuals Fving under the federal poverty line,

It 2014, the federal paverty level for a household of 4 was $23,850.
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TACOREA COMPAUNITY MEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSMNESS AND HGUSEHOLD STABILITY

Exhibit 27 Percent of the Population Below the Federal Poverty Level, Tacama
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FOOD INSECURITY

Food insecurity is a limited or uncertain availabilily of or inakility to acquire nutritionally adequate, safe
and acceptable feods due to financial resource constraints, Faclars that contrbute to food insecurity
include unemployment, poverty, and lack of access to food stamps. Research shows food insecorty is
associated with poor academic performance, mental health issues, difficulty interacting socially, and
ohasity,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY MEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 - HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHCLE: STABILITY

The Emergency Food Network
{EFoodNet) provides 16 million pounds
af food to 70 food hanks, hol meal sites,
and sheftars Lo low-ncome familics and £00,000
individuals throughout Plerce County. In
2015, EFoodNet was affillaled with 22
food banks and meal sites across 440,000
Tacoma. Total client visits to EFoodNet

foad sites in Tacoma has remained fairly

consistent since 201, decreasing by 42 200,000
between 2011 and 2015. 160,000

Exhibit 28 Total wisits to EFoodNet Affiliated food banks
and meal sites, Tacoma

500, 0000

300,000

524,083
512,560

Visits to Tacoma food banks and meal n
sites by resicents 55 years and older has 1011 1D 2013 2034 2015
increased since 2011, while visits among
younger clients has slightly declined or
remained fairly consistent during the
same time period. For more informatiom
about senior food insecurity, please see
the discussion of senior wellness in
Saction 3.

Spurce: Emergency Tood Network, 2a1-2015, BERK, 2016,

Exhibit 29 Total EFoodNet affiliated Food Banks, Meal Sites, and Client Visits, Tacoma

Total Food Sites Taotal Food Sites Total Client Visits Total Client Visits

Zip code
as of 2o as of 2015 a1 1015

93402 3 2 91,219 14,719
98404 1 6 157,510 182,579
98405 4 5 212,800 243,481
93408 3 3 21,12 13,536
98409 0 2 - 7,870
98465 1 1 24972 3474
aB466 1 2 20,508 31,072
58433 1 1 15,154 3,641
Total 17 2

521,773 503,372

Source: Fmergency Food Network, 2011 B 2015, BERK, 2016,

Natiomal School Lunch Program

The National School Lunch Frogram is a federally assisted meal program operating in public and nonprofit
jrivate schools and residential child care institutions. It provides nutritionally balanced, low cost, or free
lunches to children each school day.

Any child aL a participating school may obtain a meal through the program. Children from families with
incames:

= At or below 130% of the poverty line are eligible for free meals;
= Between 130-185% are eligible for reduced price meals {costing no more than $.40); and

*  Over185% may purchase meals at full price, though their meals are subsidized Lo some extent.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABIUTY

Since 2008, Tacoma School District parlicipation in the Program has remained fairly consistent. Total
meals served increased during the recant recession (2008 — 201a), and has since returmed to pre-recession
levels.

Exhibit 20 Natlonal School Lunch Pragram, Total Meals Served and Enrollment, Tacoma School District
Meals Served

Enrallment

J AN, e

= olal Vieals Scraed 34 A1
3,270,100 ses Eyr0l Vet 33.900
3,000,000 40,500
2 K00, R0
EXH TN FECO0
2 A 24,00¢
2,200,000 200
2,000,000 2NN

X 2008 2009 2010 000 w00 2013 1014
Enrollment 0,588 20,118 29,677 29,624 29,585 0,158 30,158

ileals Sarved 2477171 3,103 407 3163166 3139628 3133800 2970077 2,570,077
Source: Oifice of the ‘smerlrtrw of Fublic Instruction, 1002014, BERK, 2015.

The Washington State Department of Health (DOH) administers the Healthy Youth Survey (HYS) in
collaboration with the Office of the Superintendent of Public instruction, the Department of Health, the
Department of Social and Health Services’ Division of Behavioral Health and Recovery, and Lhe Liquar and
Canmabis Board. Students in grades &, 8, 10, and 12 answer questions about safety and viclence, physical
activity and diel, alcohol, tobacco and other drugs, and related risk and pratective factors.

Respondents in each grade level were asked “Did you eat breakfast today?"”, results are listedin C«hibit

3w
Ylae
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Exhibit 31 Percent of Students That Have Eaten Breakfast This Moming,
Tacoma Public Schools and Washington

100%
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Source: Healthy Youlh Survay, Available from OSPI, 2012 & 2014. BERE, 2008

MENTAL HEALTH

TACORA COPAMUNITY NEEDS ASSESENENT
SECTION | — HOGMELESSWESS AND HOUSEHOLD STARIITY

mi012 ®m2MA

= = =1Nashingtan State
2 year Average

A smaller
percentage of
Tacoma Public
School District
studenty reported
ealing brealkfast the
day they completed
the HYS than the
Stalewlde rate, in
bothzoiz and 2019
and across every
sampled grade level.

Menlal health is a state of well being in which an individual realizes his ar her own abilities, can cope with
stress, can work productively, and is able to make contributions to his or her community (Workl Health
Crganization, 2016). Mental illness and poor mental health s thought to be caused by a variety of genetic
anel ervironmental factors included inherited traits, environmental expoasures before birth, and brain
chemistry {Maye Clinic, 2015), Trauma and environmental stressors can alse cause the onset of poor mental
health including unemployment (Coldsmith & Dietle, 2012) and poverty (Mani, Mullainalhan, Shafir, & Zhao,

2013).

The Department of Health and CDC administer an annual survey, the Behavioral Risk Factor Survelllance
System (BHFSS), to measure how the health of Washingtordans changes over time. The fallowing 2013
BRFSS survey results were provided for Pierce County residents. Between 201-13, approximately one out
of five adults in Pierce County reporled more than 14 days af poor mantal health in the past month.
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TACOMA COPMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 — HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STARILITY

Fxhibit 32 Adulis Reporting more than 14 days of Poor Mental Health in the Last Month, Plerce County
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a

*  Females reporl higher rates of poor mental health in the preceding munth than males (24% and
14%, respectively)

= Adults with less than a High School or GED education report significantly higher rates of poor
mental health than those with higher levels of education.

= Adults fram households with househeld income less than 525,004 report significantly higher
rates of poor mental health than Lhose in houscholds with higher household income.

£xhibit 32 Percent of students reporting poor mental  “xhibit 34 Youth Depression, Plerce County

health, Tacoma Fublic Schools
4088
0%
Ao
108
%
e

Wikile, 4k ach, NH  Flizpanic only

Source: Tacoma Pierce Counly Health Department -
Health Equity Assessmeni, hased on Healthy
Yewilh Survey, Grade 10, 1014,

Saurce: Heallhy Youth Survey, Avaitable from OSP1, 2012 & 2014,

Analysis by the Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department shows that approximately two out of five
Hispanic and white, nen-Hispanic, and ten out of ten black, nan Hispanic, to™ graders felt so sadl or
hopeless for two weeks ar more that they stopped doing their usual activities,
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| TACORAA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTIONM 1 - HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Suicide and suicide attempts among adolescents are significantly higher in Tacoma than
County- and State-wide.

Exhibit 35 provides information regarding adolescents (age 10-17) who committed suicide or were
adimitted to the hospital for suicide attempts, per 100,004 adolescents. Suicides are based an death
certificate informatian. Suicide attempts are based on hospital admissions, but do not include admissions
to fedaral hospital.

Iy 2014, the Tacoma rate was 83% higher than the County ralke and £9% higher than the State rale, The
Tacoma adolescent suicide rate has generally been lrending upward since 2010,

Exhibit 35 Suicide and Suicide Attempts, Adolescents 10-17 years old. Rate per 100,000. Tacoma
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Source: [eparlmert of Sodal and Health Services Ressarch and Data Analysis, 2003-2014. BERK, 2016,

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

Domestic violence is abusive behavior in any relationship that is used by one partner to gain or maintain
power and control over another intimate partner, often Involving tactics such as physical assault, stalking,
and sexual ahuse.

Due to the direct relationship between domestic violence and housing, many domestic violence victims,
especially thoso with few resources, find themselves hameless. In 2015, 20% of cities surveyed by the U.S.
Conference of Mayors cited domestic violence as s primary cause of family homelessness (The United
State Conference of Mayars, 2013), Twenly-elght percent {28%) of homeless individuals ncluded in the
Pierce County PIT cxperiencad domestic violence,

The rate of domestic violence offences reported to the Tacoma Paolice Department is higher
than the rate reported statewide and to police departments of analogous cities.

Since 2005, the rate of domestic violence offenses reported to the Tacoma Police Department has been
an average of 250% higher than the Statewide rate.

The rate of domestic violence offenses reported in Tacoma was four times higher in 2014 than the rate
reparled in multiple analogous cities: Renton, Seattle, and Fife. Lakewood experienced a similar rate of
domestic violence offenses to Tacoma in 2014,
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TACORA COMMUNITY MEEDS ASSESSNENT
SECTION 1 — HORTELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Exhibit 30 Damestic Violence Offenses. Rate per 1,000. Tacoma Police Department and selected police
departments
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Source: Washington Assocfalion of Sheriffs and Police Chicts, 2005-2014. BERK, 20m4,

Mote: Prive te 2072, all dato was calcwiated using ke Sommeary LCR (5RS) reperting method, Daglnnlng with 2012 data is
calculoted using Lhe Notianal Incident-Based Reporting System (NIHRS . e to the significont differences n the reparing
inethods, SRS dota cannal ke campared to NIBRS data,

SUBSTANCE ABUSE

Carly drug use represents multiple dimensions of risk to youth. Exposure to alcohol and drugs interferes
with memaory, positive emotional and social development, and is assaciated with low school performance
anil academic disengagement.

Early drug use is also an indicator of vulnerability Lo gang activity.

Tacoma }I"l.'ll.lt.l'l report higher rates of marijuana use than similar aged children across Washinglon.
Statewide, 6  graders who use marifuana are more likely to report lower grades in school compared to
these who don't use. Lower grades in middle schoal are highly correlated with failure to complete high
school. Aboul 2% of Tacoma's sixth graders report having used marifuana in the last 30 days, twice as
many report having ever used marijuana.

Incielence of usc rises considerably Trom 6"to 8" grada and agaln from &" gm-:!e to 10 grade. Mo
increase in rate of useis dcmunstrated betweer 10 and 12" " arade, but this is Ekely explaine by students
leaving schoaol prior to the 12 grade.

Tacoma students have much hrgher rates of m'lrl}uana use than the state wide averages, The
disproportionality is highest in B grade and 10" ' grade, Tacoma student use of alcohol, tobacco and
drugs other than Marijuana largely follow statewide-patterns, with slightly higher use pallerns in alcohol
and prescription drugs.

A smaller percentage of Tacoma students report that adults in 1hE|r neighhorhaod think youth marijuana
use is “very wrong” compared to statewide norms. Only 54% of g™ graders report that marfjuana would
be “wvery hard” for hem to get (the statewide rate is 66%). These factors speak to the commonplace
nature of marijuana in some students’ lives,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 1 - HOMELESSNESS AND HOUSEHOLD STABILITY

Exhibit 37 Percent of Tacoma Students Whe Report using Marijuana in the past 30 days, Tacoma School

District
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Washington has experienced an increase in trends in rates of maternal opiate, marijuana,
and amphetamine use (Campo, 2016).

The Office of Financial Management investigaled rates of matemal use diagnosis for Washington state
from 2006 to 2016 (Campe, 2016}, Nationally, there was a 33% increase in the rate of matemal stays that
included a substance use diagnoses and a 71% increass in the rate of newborn stays with a diagnosly
related to subslance use. Rates in Washington have heen higher than those scen nationally. Belween
1990 and 2014, Washington State experienced a threefold increase in the rate of matemal hospital stays
and a three-fold increase In the rate of newbom hospital stays that included a substance use diagnosis. Of
the eight drug-related diagnoses that are recorded, opiale use is the most common diagnosis and
markedly trending upwards in Washington (1,529 cases).

Thcoma s & hiphes e enictid rati of Exhibit 38 Maternal Stays with an Opfate-Related
matemal stays with an opiate-related diagnosis Diagnosis, Washington

al 31.8 per 1,000 (though not as high as Lhe

Olympic Peninsula and Everelt environs), The Graphiz eacipied from (Larpo, 2:6)

rate for Western Washington s 6.9,

Data Lo reveal racial disparitics arc not availalile,
Madditional qualitative informatian may provide
more Insight into spatfal patterns and which
racial community groups are overly impacted.

Saurce: Olilce of Fmandial Management, Stays from 2012
— 2014,
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TACOMA COMBIUINITY MEEDS ASSESSMERNT
SECTION 2 —WORKFODARCE DEVELOPMENT

INTRODUCTION

The purpase of the workforce development assessment is to advance the underslanding of barriers
community members face to economic advancement. We cxamine Tacoma's workforce parlicipation and
unemployment rates demeographically, to better understand wha in the community is facing the greatest
barriers Lo workforce participation. We then discuss what the job appariunilles looks like in Tacoma,
reviewing the job market, educational opportunities, and resocurces and attributes that enahle job
retention.

GUIDING DOCUMEMNTS

Waorkforce development is addressed in two objectives:
Objective 3: Econemic Vibrancy and Employment.

Community Fricrities

3A. Increase the number and quality of jobs througheut Tacoma. Tacomans will have more
cconomic opportunities — partners will slrive bo recruit, retain, and cxpand job opportunities
throughout the community,

3E. Diversify Tacorna’s living wage business base. Providing jobs at living wages i a lop priority;
well-paying jobs help the community meet multiple goals,

3c. hmprave neighborhood business distriets, A diversity of neighborhoods with vital business
aclivity and housing options is essential to Tacoma.

30 Strengthen downtown Tacoma as a business care and residential option. A successiul
downtown Tacama is a driver of Tacoma’s economic health and quality of life.

Aceoumtabilify Measures

= Increase the number of jobs in Tacoma,

= Increase the percenlage af hausehaolds that meet or exceed living wage standards or are
economically self-sufficient.

" Incrzase business scctor diversity.

®  Increase the percentage of residents positively rating the qualily of neighborbaod business
districts.

" Jncrease the nember of dowvntown swarkers andd residents.
Objective 4: Education and Learning
Community Priorities

4A. Close the education achievernent gaps. Helping all of Tacoma’s youth succeed through quality
education is key for the community’s future.

4B. Prepare people to succeed in Tacoma’s workforce. All residents should be prepared to succeed
at jobs that are lacaled in Tacoma or anywhera,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSRIENT
SECTHON 2 ~WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

2015-19 CITY OF TACOMA HUMAN SERVICES STRATEGIC PLAN

Workforce Development is addressed in the Tacoma Human Services Strategic Plan, Priority 3: Increase
Employability, Self-Determination, and Empowerment of Adults. The objective to ensure access and
supports are available to allow residents to enter or progress in the job market, or when appropriate, to
have other positive and meaningful invelvement in the community supports Tacama’s labor force.

" Workforce Develaprent: Education, training, and indlividualized employment support services
are available that enable all residents, especially historically marginalized populations, to enter

andfor progress in the job market,

*  Seli-determination and Empowerment: Oppartunities for individuals to bulld upon their
strengths are available so that they can live as independently as possible and have options for
positive and meaningful involverment in the community.

i ICH

LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION

The labor force is defined by the Census as all people classified in the civilian labor force plus members of
the U.5. Armed Forces. High labor foree participation suggests a healthy and active local economy, where
citizers are earning wages to pay for goods, sorvices, and shelter.

One in four Pierce County adults (16 years and over) reside in Tacoma. The Pierce County labor force
participation rates include the work stalus of Tacoma residents.

By Age

Tacoma 25- to 44- years olds are equally active in the labor force as those in their age cohort across (the
state and slightly morc active than thase in Plerce County. Labor force participation is slightly lower for
Tacoma adults older than 45 compared to the county and state.

£xhibit 10 Labeor Force Participation, 25 to 64 years old, by age group, Tacoma, Pierce County, and
9%

Washington
Hirs :
oM §2% B1% B B0 1%
O | 64%
hit
L
30
203
10%
0%

25 10 A years 45to Sdycars 53 1 b5 years

mWashinglon @ Plerce ®Tacomo

Sourges LS Census American Community Survey, 5 year eslimalas, aoi0-2014. BERK, 2018,

— m.-'aunusl 20115 “



TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSIMIENT
SECTION 2 -~ WORNFORCE DEVELOPMENT

Exhibit 40 provides the labor force participalion of adults in the (ity in 2014. Darker shades represent
higher levels of participation. In the lightest areas, such as the areas neighboring Lincoln I figh School,
labor force participation is Jowver than 50%, meaning that 1 out of 2 percons over the age of 16 are working
or looking for worl.

Exhibit 40 Labor Ferce Participation of Adults, Tacama
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Source: US Census Amorican Community Survey, 5 yesr estimates, 2010-2014. BERK, am6.
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 2 — WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

By Educational Attainment

Euhibit 41 Labor Force Participation, 25 to 64 years old, by educational attainment, Tacoma
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Source; LIS Census American Commumity Survey, § year estiinal es, 21000-2014. BERK, 2016,

*  Pierce County and Tacoma individuals who did not graduate high schoal in are less active in the
labioor force than others with the saome level of educational attainment. | acoma residents who at
least graduated high school are equally, or slightly more, active in the labor farce as those with
comparable education across the county and state.

Exhibit 42 displays the propartion of the population age 25 years or alder with a bachelor's degree or
higher within the City. Darker shadey represent higher densities of adults with al least a bachelor's
degree, The populations in census tracts in the north portion of Tacoma have the highest propartion of
individuals with a bachelor's degree, which contrasts significantly with the census tracts in the south end
of Tacoma,

= 24.5% of Tacoma's population age 25 years or older has a bachelor’s degree or higher, similar to
Pierce County {24.2%) but lower than the statewide rate (32.3%).

*  The median eamnings of |acoma residents with a bachelor’s degree is approximately $20,000
higher than for Tacoma residents with only a high schoaol diploma (induding equivalency).

S August 2016



TACOMA CORMMUNITY MEEDS ASSESSIENT
SECTHON 2 — WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

Euhibit 1 Proportion of the Population age 25 Years ar Older with a Bachelor’s Degrea or Higher,
Tacoma
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Source: L5 Census American Community Survey, § yaar 2<limales, 201n-2014, BERK, 2016,

Lul¥bit 24 displays the proportion af the population age 25 years or older without a high schaol diploma
within the City, Darker shades represent higher densilies of adults withaut a high school diploma, The
populations in census tracts in the southeast portion of Tacoma have the highest propartion of citizens
without a high school diplama.
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TACORMA COMMUMITY MEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 2 - WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

Exthibit 43 Proportion of the Population age 25 Years or Older without a High School Diplema, Tacoma

Parcart Populstion wfthout High
Schooi Dipioma

. >40%

Seurce: U5 Censis Amorican Commiunity Sureey, § year astiniates, 20102014, BEREK, znid,

By Race and Hispenic Origin
The Tacoma labor force participation rates for American Indian and Alacka Natives and Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islanders reflect the relatively low population living in Tacoma.

Compiaring Tacoma participation rates to reflerence geographics:

White: Pierce County: -1%. State. oX,
Black or Alrican American: Pierce County: -3%. State: -2%.

American Indian and Alaska Mative: Plerce County: -5%. State: -4%, The margin of ervor for the
Tacoma rate is +/- 8.4%

Asian: Fierce Counlby: o, State: -3%

Native Hawaiian and Othey Pacific |slander: Pierca County; -2, State: o¥. The margin of amror far
the Tacoma rate is +/-9.7%.

Some other race: Plerce County: -14, State: 2%
Two or more races: Pierce County: +32. State: +4%
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTICN 2 - WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

Exnibit 44 Labar Force Participation of Adulls, 16 years and over, by race, Tacoma
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Source: LS Census American Community Survey, 4 year estimates, 2on0-2014. AFRK, 2016,

Labar lorce participation is slightly lower for individuals of Hispanic or Latino origin in Tacema and Plerce
County than stalewide. Tacoma residents who are white alone, not Hispanic or Latino, are as active in the
labor force as their cohorl statewide. Pierce County residents are slighlly more active than Tacoma or
Whashington as 2 whole.

Eahibit 45 Labor Force Participation of Adults, 16 years and over, by Hispanic origin, Tacoma, Pierce
County, and Washingtan
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Source: WS Consus Anarlcan Cotmitrunity Survey, 4 year estimates, 20102014, BREK, 20i0.

0%
Gl

UNEMPLOYMENT

The ACS unemployment rate is based on the work status of individuals age 16-years and over. A person
must report looking for work to be considered unemployed. While many individuals between 16 and 24
years old are enrolled in schaal and individuals 66 and over may be retired, youth and older adults tend ta
have higher unemployment rates and be unemployed longer. Many become discouraged and drop out of
Lhe labor force. The unemployment rate of the slale, county, and dity is lower among 25-65 year olds.

Between 2007 and 2014, the North American economy experienced a historically significant recession. The
economy has been in recovery since 2010, with unemployment trending downward toward pre-recession
levels.

The unemploymaent rates in Washington, Plerce County, and the City have been declining Lhe past five years,
but are slill higher than the pre-racesston rates, The City's unemployment rate has tracked closely with the
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Counly's rate. Yet, the City’s unemployment rate is consistently higher than the County’s by an average of
0.3%. The City's unemployment rate over the past five years has been an averagce of 2 percentage points
than the State's rale.

Exhibit 46 Unemployment rate, Tacoma, Plerce County, and Washington
Source: Aurean of Labor Statistics, 2o08-2015, BERE, 2016,
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The Bureau of Labor Statislics is widely considercd the official source of unemployment rate information
for jurisdictions across the county. |lowever, the Bureau does not report unemployment rates by
demographic classification for ¢ities. The Census asks survey respondents about thelr employment status
on the American Communilty Survey and provides estimates af unemployment rates based on
demographics. To explore how unemployment is experienced differently for | acoma residents by race,
origin, erlucational level, and gender, we examine ACS data in the following sections,

By Roce

From 2010-2015, unemployiment in Tacoma among Black or African American individuals has been on
average of 65% higher than the city-wide unemployment rate. ACS does not calculale the Tacoma
unemployment rate for the following race classifications: American Indian and Alaska Natives, Nalive
Hawaiian and Other, One race, Some other race, and Two or more races.

Suhibit 17 Unemployment rate, Total population, Black or African American, Asian, and White, Tacoma
550
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Sondrve: WIS Census American Communily Survay, | year estimates, zoog-20tq. BERIK, 1016,
*The Census reparled a 31.2% unemployment rate for Hleck or Alrican American incdivicuals In Tacoma [n 2008, The
tnarln of eoris 4f 2.8% The lowest estiimate (1.4%) i5 9.9 percentage puints higher han the 2009 citywide

nemproymend rode,
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Tacoma unemployment rate for individuals of Hispanic or Lating origin is available from 2011-2014. The
disparity in Tacoma unemplayment among | lispanic or Lating and white alone, non-Hispanic or Latino
individuals has decreasad over time.

Exhiblt 48 Unemployment rate, Total population, Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race), and White
alane, net Hispanic or Latino, Tacoma
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£%
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Source: LIS Census Amorican Cnmmunity Survey, | year cstimates, 201-1014. BFREK, 2018,
By Educotional Attainment

Since 2011, the unemployment rate for Tacoma residents with some college or assoclate’s degree has
been lower than the ctywide rale.

Fuhible 4o Unemployment Rate, Total population, Less than high school graduate, & High school
graduate, Tacoma
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Source: US Consus Anerlcan Community Survey, 1 year estimates, 10052014 BERK, 2016,

The job markel in Tacoma has recovered from the recession more rapidly for individuals who have
graduated high school than those who have not. In 2014, the snemployment rate for Tacoma residents
that did not graduate high school was 1.9X higher than the ditywide rate.

By Gender

Since 2006, the vnemployment rate for female Tacoma residents has been lower than the cilywide rate.
Unemployment for male Tacoma residents increased more rapidly between 2008 and 2010 than
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unemployment among female residents. Since 2009, female unemployment has been a average of 3.2%
lower than male unemployment in Tacoma.

Exhibit so Unemployment Rate, Total population, Male and Femnale, Tacama
185
185
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2005 2006 200¢ AMNYR M09 2000 # oan} 2013 2014
Somrens US Consus American Community Survey, 1 vear estimates, 2005-2014. BLRK, 2015,

JOBS
Covered employment includes all employees for the State’s unemplayment insurance pragram. The data
accaunts for go- g5% of all jobs, which includes part-time and seasonal employment.

Like all communities, Tacoma experienced a decrease in employmeant during the recent recession.
Between 2a0g9 and 2010, Tacoma lost 3,800 jobs, approxdmately 3.9% of its employment basc. This wasa
more significant employment contractlon than Pierce County which lost 2.27% of its employment base and
Washington state which lost 2.98%.

Tacoma experienced more losses annually, and took longer to recover from the recession than both
Pieree Counly and the State. 11 2014, Tacoma showed stranger gronvlh than both the County and Slale,
finally reaching pre-recession employment numbars.

Exhibit 51 Annual Change in Covered Employment, Tacoma, Pierce County, and Puget Sound Region
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Source: Puget Soursl Haglonal Councdl, 2010-2014. BF KK, 1018,
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Tacoma’s employment is dominated by jobs in the service sactor, followed by retall and
government employment. These three sectors represented more than 72,000 jobs in 2014,

Between 2009 and 2014, Tacoma lost jobs in the Manufacturing and Private Education fields, while
recovering In Construction and Resouwrces employment and Retail. By 2014, Tacoma's employment had
surpassed pre-recession levels, However, the rebound has been slower for Tacoma than Picree County
and the Puget Sound Region. Tacoma annual job growth slince 2004 has averaged .11% compared to .66%
for Plerce County and 1.24% for the Reglon.

Exhiblt 52 Covered Employment by Major Sector, Tacama
120,000
100,000

== i

BN . .
GO000 . ;

40,000
20,000
2000 20140 2011 2012 011 F4
W Const) Ras 3,155 2,686 2353 2581 2464 2,759
LR 6,445 6,195 h,141 551l &,087 Al
: Manufacturing 7216 b5 6,106 £,150 6,514 B304
o FIRE 5,97 5,307 4,227 4,751 4,830 £.845
® Educabion §,110 £,044 G192 Leg 6079 6,201
B Gove rniment 12,116 1298 17,042 132,635 12,501 14,748
Metail 10,232 158 10,308 10308 16,204 0162
B Sarvices 49,344 46,892 48 358 48511 44,180 S0.37T6
Souree: Pupet Sound Regional Coundl, 200g-2014. HEHEK, Y016,
Funibit =1 presents a breakdown of the services sector, Since 2010, the largest area of growth has been in

Accommaodation and Food Services (3,525 job), lollowed by Health Care and Social Assistance (1,419 jobs).
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Exhibit 53 Composition of Service Sector Jobs by Major Sector, Tacoma
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EMPLOYMEMT BARRIERS

Research shows that ability to speak English and access to reliable means of transportalion to work are
important factors for oblaining and retaining emplovment.

Langudge

In 2814, &% of Tacoma's workers only spoke English and 8.5% spoke English “less than very well.” About
7% of the population spoke Syranish, and another 12.1% spoke languages other than English or Spanish. In
addition Lo language barriers, speakers of languages other than English may face barriors to work due to
immigration status and cultural barriers to finding work.
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54 Abflity to Speak English, Tacoma

Parcent of workers

Ability to S i
Ayt Spasi Eaglish 16 years and over

Speak only English 81.0%
Speak Spanish: 7.0%
Speak English "very well" 3.8%
Speak English less than "very we(l" 3.2%
Speak other languages: az.2%
Speak English "very well" 5.6%

_Speak English less than “very well” - 5-4%

Acurca: LS Cersus Amerl:an Communily Survey, S-year astimates, zeio-2014, BERK, 1016,

Means of Transportation

I zo14, the majority of Tacorma resldents (86%) traveled to watl in a car, truck, or van, either driving
alone orin a carpoal. This high rate of reliance on personal vehicles indicates a barricr for these who do
nietl; have accass to arcliable personal vehicle orlacks a driver's license,

5 Means of Transportation to Werk, Tacoma

Parcent of workers
16 years and over

Means of transportation to work

Car, truck, or van - drove alone: 7E%4
Car, truck, or van - carpocled: 10%4
Public transportation {excluding taxicab): %%
Wafked: 4%
Taxicab, motorcycle, bicydle, or othar means: 2%
Weorked at home: - 3%

Source: LIS Census American Community Suneey, s-year esthrales, 20100014, BRAK, 2mi6.

Yauth in particular face transportation challenges for wark. In recruiting for Tacoma’s Irade Occupations
Opportunity Leaming (1001 program}, initial assessments indicate as many as bwo out of three cligible
applicants lacked a driver’s llcense. Others had a suspended driver's license due to an inability to pay
fines, Lack of access to a reliable car suitable Tor taking the driver’s license exam, as well as a lack of
suppart from adulis to teach and coach driving skills, are barriers lor earming a driver’s license for youth,
Imaddition to ability to drive, ather youth report difficulty in using public transportallon for waork, While
cost is a factar, the availability of service when and where vouth need access may be a greater barrier.
Many jobs available to youth are in the evening or at odd hours, Youth report ditficulty in using the bus
o work that is outside of the corporate warlk day of gam to gpim.

Other barriers ta work include homelessness, lack of cducational credentials, poverty, mental heafth
issues, and personal factors such as early parenthaod and lack of affardable childhood. These factors are

coverad in Sectiond.
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ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
Egrly Environments

Educalional opportunity starts at birth. Children who are exposed Lo guality early-learning environments
ara more likely to meet developrmental milestones, and arrive at kindergarien with appropriate
foundation skills Lo help them thrive in schoal. Waldids is Washington's whale-child assessment focused
on socialemotional, physical, cognitive, language, literacy and mathematics <kills.

Exhibit sa Percent Children Meeting Developmental Benchmarks
for Kindergarten, Tacoma School District and selected schaol

districts = |5 the fall of zu15, about goE of

lacama’s students met

Tacoma Schoal District benchmarks in all & domains. This
. . S
Puisllup Schos] DistHi rateis cgm;:arable to neighboring
school districts.
Renten School Distric 1k B Students of Color, Low Income
Seatti= Schosl District Students, and students with
N i i St AL, Limited English proficiency were
ngion State :
e less likely to meel henchrnarks in
TACOMA SUBGROUPS all six domains,

Students af Coler
Lews {reame Students

Lirnitzd Erglish 35%

Saource: (5P 2016; BLRK, 2015

August 2015



TACOMA COWMUNITY MEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 - WORKFORCE DEVELOPMEMT

K-12 Eduration

Exhibit 57 3rd Graders Meeting Reading Standard
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Soqrce; Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction, 5 2004 o0& - 2095 15, BERK, 2016

Mata: The calcufarion &f the peveent of 35 graders meeling e readlag stanctard changeed dunng the 200415 schoal year,
The deta prior o that schoal vear cannat be compared $o the 2014 1y vafue,

*  Since the 2005-06 schaol year, the percentage of 3 graders meating reading standards has
trailed the State rate by an average of 6%, annually. In the 201415 school year, the percent of
lacoma students meeting standards was 10% lower than the Stale average.

" During the 2014 15 school year, alesser proportion of Tacama School District students met the
3 grade reading stanclard than four analogous schoaol districts: Renton School District, Puyallup
School District, Lakeweood School District, and Sealtle Schaol District.
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= Asmaller percent of Tacoma 8th graders meet the 8th grade math standard than the State as a whole.

£xhibit £ 8 8th Graders Meating Math Standard
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Souirce: OIMice of Suporintendent of Public Instruction, 5¥ »005-06 - 2015-16. BERK, 1016
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Mater The calcwdation af the pererd of 8 graders meeting the math stan dard changaed during the so1g 15 school year.

The data prior to thal <chanf yedr cannot be compared to the 2014-15 vaile,

In the 2013-14 school year, 442 of Tacoma 8th graders met the 8th grade math standards. This trails
the statewide rate by 1 percentage points, This gap has been relatively persistent aver time,

In pre-employment testing for the TOOL program, as much as haff the applicants do not have
sufficient math skills for the pre-apprenticeship program. Recruitment specialists report that
applicants have feelings of discouragement and insecurity around their ability in math, However, most
program participants gain the necessary skills through applied math training and report improved
confidence with math in post-program assessments.
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High School Graduation

Exhibit 55 On-Time Graduation, Tacoma, Pierce County, and
Washington
= Tacoma's on time
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*  Tacoma exceeds the County in both Exhibit 60 Educational Attainment of Adult 25 Years and
the low and high ranges of the Over, Tacoma and Pierce County

educational attainment spectrum.
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Graduate, or Professional degree) is g 18%
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Exhibit &1 Enrolled in college or graduate school, Population 18 to 24 vears old, Tacoma, Pierce County,
and Washington
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Sanrce: 1S Census American Community Survey, § yaar ostimates, 2004204, BERK, 2016,

£xhibit 52 Enrolled in college or graduate school, by gender, 18 to 24 vears old, Tacoma, and Washington
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Source: LS Census American Community Survey, | pedr estimates, 2005-14; BERE, 2016,

= Since 2014, a smaller portion of Tagoma 18- to 24- year olds have enrolled in college or graduate
school than across the Stale as a whole,

*  Male college enrolliment in Tacoma has been lower than the State rate since 2007, In 2014, male
enrollinent in Tacoma trailed the Stale rate by g percentage points

*  Fanale college enrollment in Tacowna lagged behind the State rate fram 2005 through 2007,
Since 2007, female college enrollment in Tacoma has been a median of 1.5% higher than the State
rate
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INTRODUCTION

The objective of the human and social wellness assessment is to idenlily priority social and health needs
and opportunities to reduce barriers fo services, We first discuss social determinanls of health and the
populations most susceptible to poor heallh in Tacoma. Then, we discuss the unigque wellness and health
challenges laced by the two mast vulnerable populations in Tacoma, senjar citizens and children.

GUIDING DOCUMENTS

FTACOMA 2025

Human and social wellness is addressed in two objectives:

Objective 1: Health and Safety

Community Priorities
1A Improve neighborhood safety. Tacoma residents want to feel safe. This means that the rate of
crime falls and peaple feel secure in thelr neighborhoods.

i, Improve overall health. Tacama residents value an integrated system of wellness programs and
henlth carc as ameans of supporting communily health and wellbeing.
Accountability Measures
®  |ncrease reskdents’ fecling of safety.

*  |mprove self-reported health status among residents.
Objective 2: Human and Social Needs

Community Prioritics
2B, Improve services to youth and vulnerable populations. Tacoma cherishes its youth and other
vulnerable residents; providing services to them [s a priority.

Accountability Measures
B Decrease unmet need tor mental health services.

2015-19 CITY OF TACOMA HUMAN SERVICES STRATEGIC PLAN

Childhood Risk and Crime is addressed in the Tacoma Human Services Strategic Plan, Priority 2: Prepare
Children and Youth for Success. The objective to ensure children and youth receive the support they neer!
to be successful in school and to be prepared for self-sufficiency and success in life, is supported by goals
that address individuals whe experience Adverse Childhood Experiences (Childhaod Risk) and those
susceptible to gang involvement (Gang Prevention and Interverition)).

®  Children, Youth, and Family Development: Parents/caregivers have the skills to provide quality
environments lor children andfor have the skills to recognize, intervene in, and reduce the
effects of negative childhood experiences and trauma.

*  Gang Preventicn and Intervention: Gang prevention, intervention andjor suppression services
are availahle in Tacoma neighbor-hoods that are disproportionately impacted by gang crime.
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Carly drug use is addressed in the Tacoma Human Services Strategic Plan, Priority 4: Enhance Mental
Health/Substance Use Disorder Services.

Programs Targeted to Help Youth

= Increase support for Tacoma Public Schoals’ elementary students struggling with mental
health andfor substance use disorders,

= [Expand prevention and early intervention for youth struggling with mental health and/or
subslance use disorders,

~  Support innovative programming designed to strengthen the family unit where youth are
identified to have a mental health and/or substance use disorder,

Community-based Care

~  Programs focus on addressing the unmet needs of at risk/vulnerable populations strupgling
with mental health anvlor substance use disorders.

= Meet the needs of Tacoma citizens struggling with co-occurring disorders (mental #liness and
substance use) andfor dually diagnosed (co-occurring intcllectual and developmental
disabilities {IDD) and a mental liness).

SOCIAL DETERMINANTS OF HEALTH

The Tacoma — Plerce County Health Deparlment recently published a heallh-equity assessment to
tletermine whether there are racial and neighborhood disparities in health (Tacoma - Pierce County Health
Department, February 2016). The analysls supports other studies that demonstrate social, economic, and
environmental factors make the largest contributions to whether or not a person is likely to be healthy.

In Pierce County, people living in communities with more than 20X poverty are 16 times as likely
to dic before the age 75 compared to people living in comnmumities with less than 104 poverty.

Access Lo economic means and self sufficiency is a primary concern among community health
partners,

Access to health care is a concern for many Pierce County residents, In 2011, 20,18 of Pierce
County adulis reported there was a time in the past year when they could not afford to see a
eloctor,

Access to health insurance is one limiting factar, thaugh many with health msurance still face
cost barriers to quality health care due to co-pays, deductibles, and lack of coverage far certain
services.

Long-term disparities in opportunity and structural racism creale significant disparities in health
outcomes for communities of color. In Pierce County, coinmunities with a higher percentage of
people of color {20% or more) are significantly less likely to live to 77 years than communities
with a lower percentage of people of color (10% or less nomwhite).

August 2015



TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 — HUMAN AND SDCIAL WELENESS

Exhibit 61 Life expectancy vs. Percent of People Whose Income in the past 12 months is below the
Poverty Level, by Census Tract, Pierce County

ﬁ SRR R _
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rcarne it the pasl 12 monib i bolew the poverty fevel:
By URLE bray, Pléoce Canty, 1005 HIN)

Source: Facoma — Plerce County Health Departmant, 1a0g-3013. Graphic reproduced from (Tacoma - Plerce Cocnty Health
Diepartment, Fehiruary 2016),

Seniors
While Tacoma’s children are more likely to be living in poverty than Tacoma’s seniors, seniors in Tacoma
are twice as likely to live under the paverty linc than their peers across the County and State.

Tacoma has more than 24,000 older adults aged 65 and older, of which about 16.5 % live in poverty (more
than 4,000 individuals). Older adults living poverty are al a higher risk for homelessness, poor access to
health care, and poar mental health. Natianal trends in the aging population indicate future growth in
seniors living in poverty with poor health. Tead bank utllization among seniors has been increasing over
the past 5 vears in Tacoma, indicating increased ecanomic hardship for some seniors.
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Exhibit 64 Ratio to Federal Poverty Threshold, Less than 1, Ages 65 and older,
* Agreaterpercentageof  washington, Pierce County, and Tacoma
seniors live under the
poverty line in Tacoma
than the State and County  22%
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Lrnrce: LIS Census American Commnnily Survey, 1008-t4; BERK, 20fé.

£xhibit 65 Ratio to Federal Poverty Threshold, Ages 65 and older not living in group gquarters, Tacoma
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Exhibit 65 presents the number of individuals ages 65 and older by the ralio of income to the federal
poverty line. The federal poverty line is equivalent to 1.00, or approximately $14,070 tor a single persan
over Lhe age of 55. Approximate 2,000 senfors have below 75% of the poverty ling, approximataly $3,400.
These seniors are likely challenged to mect thelr hasic needs.
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FOOD SECURITY

Access (o nutrition is a challenge to older adults fiving in poverty. A first indicator of difficulty in meeting
one’s basic needs is use of emergency food services such as foodbanks.

= Visits to Tacoma food hanks and meal sites by residents 55 years and older has increased by 163
since 2011 (EFoodNet, 2016), while visits among younger dclients have slightly dedined or
remained fairly consistent during the same lime period.

" Maore senfors have been visiting sites located in the greater Pierce County as well, with a large
yoar over year increase in senfor usc of foodbanks.

Eihibit 66 Visits to Tacoma food banks/meal Exhibit £7 Visits to Pierce County food
sitas, Clients 55 years and older bartks{meal sites, Clicnts 55 years and older
148000 MO0
110,000 s
pUTE s
P R0
s L
i neto
5% 20060
: il Y g2 2015 and Ak q
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Source: EfoodMel, 201115, BEREK, 2u16, Sourge: EfoodNet, 2011-15. BERK, 2016,

Exhibit 68 Cancentration of Seniors and Visits to food banks/meal sites by Clients 55 years and older
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TACOMA COMMUMITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 - HUMAN AND SOCIAL WELLNESS

CHILDHOOD POVERTY

Children in Tacoma are more impoverished than older age groups within Tacoma as well as their peers
across the County and State. A greater portion of Tacoma students report drug use than their peers
statewide in the Health Youth Survey. Safety risks that are unique to children include experiencing
Adverse Childhood Expetiences (ACEs), being victim to commercial sexual exploitation, and security at
schoal.

Childhood poverty is the greatest single risk factor to children, impacting everything from
physical health, environmental quality, economic opportunity, and emotional and social
health.

Childhood poverty has trended higher in Tacoma than Pierce County and Washington State since 2006,

Exhibit 69 Ratio to Federal Peverty Threshold, Less than 1, Under 17 years old, Washington, Pierce
County, and Tacoma
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Source: US Census American Community Survey, 2006-14; RFRK, 2016,

Approximately 11,491 children In Tacoma are living in poverty, representing 1in 4 children (ages o 17).
Childhood poverly increased from 24% in 2013 to 26% in 2014. Childhood poverty is consistently higher than
adult or senior poverty (see Exhibit 15), See Sectlon 1 for discussion of childhood poverly in Tacoma.

Early Drug Use

Early drug use represents multiple dimensions of risk to youlh. Exposure to alcohol and drugs interferes
with memaory, pesitive emational and soclal development, and is associated with low school performance
and academic disengagement. Early drug use is also an indicator of vulnerability Lo gang activity.

Tacoma youth report higher rates of marijuana use than similar aged children across
Washington.

See discussion in Section 1 for patterns of early drug use.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

I'raumalic experiences in childhood negatively impact health and well-being into adulthood. Communities
with higher ACE scorcs are more likely Lo experience poor health outcomes. Communities of color and low-
incoime communities suffer from mare ACES,
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TACOMA COMMLUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 - HUMAN AND SOCIAL WELLNESS

Living in poverty is a risk factor for increased exposure to trouma in childhood. A greater percentage of
youlh 17 years and under live under the poverty line in Tacoma than the State and County rate.

Exhihit 70 Prevalence of ACEs, Pierce County Adults
hart excerpied from Youth Heaith in Pierce County Equity Health Assessment
Percentage of people with ACE score of at least 3

58 -
= B White - MH
wy oy
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: &=
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75K =
I T
Race Houzchold Income

Source: Larnma-PMerce Lounty Health Departrent, 201t 2013 Graphic excerplad from ( lacoma - Fierce County Flealth
Bepmtmant, Febirnary 201

Exeepted from “Fairness Across Places? Your Health in Plerce County, 2015 Health Equity Assessment” by
Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department

Kaiser Permanente and the Centers Tor Disease Control and Prevention {CDC) interviewed mare than
17,008 peopls betweon 1995 and 1997 to study the effecis of childhood trauma on long-term health
outcame. They defined an adverse childhood experience (ACE) as a braumatic experience in a persen’s fife
occurring before the age of 18 thal Lhe person recalls as an adult.

®  Physical abuse. = Sexual abuse,
" Witnessing a mother being abuszed. = A fawily member whe is in prison,
= Afamily member addicted to alcohol ar ®  Physical neglect.

another substance.

®  Laosing a parent to separation, divorce, or = Afamily member who is depressed or
other reasan. diagnosed with mental illness,
= ‘erbal abuse, = Emotional neglect.

The Kaiser Permanenta study found thal adults with higher ACC scores have an increase in risk taking
behavior and health problems. People whe have an ACE score of four are seven times mare likely to e
alcoholic, ard 12 Lliemes more [ikely to commit suicide. In addition to these issues, studies have shown that
exposure to multiple risk factors is associated with higher rates of tobacco use, Micit drug use, sexuaily
transmitted discasas, obesity, diabetes, heart disease, stroke, lung discase, gastrointestinal disorders, and
cancer. Peaple with an ACE score of six or more are at risk of their lifespan shortened by 20 years.
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TACOMA COMIVIUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 —-HUMAMN AND SO0IAL WELLMESS

Exhibit 71 Average ACE score, by 2ip code, Tacoma Area

Averaged ACE's
R
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-39
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Source: |acoma-Pierce County Health Depariment, aomb.

PERSONAL SAFETY

Tacoma students are kess fikely bo report feeling safe at schoal than thelr peers in Washington State.
When students do not feel safe, it compromises learning, teaching, and healthy development.

34% of sixth grade students report they were bullied at schoal in the past maonth, higher than the

statewide ratc of 30.9%. The rate decreases with advancement Lo upper grades, which s
caonsistent with state patterns,

Studenls whao report they do not feel safe at schoal peaks in 8 grade at 23%. Lower rates in 10"

grade and 12" grade may be explained by attrition from school rather than a change in student
experience.

- Mol feeling safe at school hinders academic engagement and school participation. In both 8™

and 10" grades, 11% of students report missing school because they did not feel safe. The
state wide rale is 8.5%
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TACCKA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTHON 3 — HUMAN ANG SOCTLAL \WELLNESS

Exhibit 72 Percent of Tacoma Students who Report they Feel Safe at School

® 2008 w2010 o 2012 m2014 - ———- State Four Year Average
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Commercially Exploited Children

Commercial sexual exploitation accurs when individuals buy, trade, or sell sexual acts with children.
According to a report published in 2012 by the Center for Children and Youth Justice, the greatest number
of commercially sexually exploited children in the State are concentrated in large metropolitan areas,
including Tacoma, Seattle and Everett,

Risk factars for sexual exploitation of children are;

*  Ahislory of emotional, physical, ar sexual *  History of exploitation in the community ar
abuse family
*  Parental alcohol and substance abuse = Lack of supervisian, care, and basic

necessitics lilke food, clothing, and shelter

= Exposure Lo domestic violence *  Sexual abuse s a particularly common
characteristic among female victims

®=  Schoaolrelated problems, such as truancy *  History of wealfare agency Involvernent,
and learning disabilities including child protective services (CPS)
investigation and faster care placement

Youth who experience sexual abuse are >8x more lilely to be arrested for prostitution at some point in
Lheir life than children who did not.

CRIME

RBetween 2014-2016, the majority of crimes committed in the Gty of Tacoma were property related,
including burglary, breaking and entering, destruction/damagefvandalism of properly, Lheft from a motor
vehicle, or shuplifting,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
SECTION 3 — HUMAN AND SOCIAL WELLNESS

Since 2014, the monthly average of property crime has increased by 13% and incidents of personal crime,
fraud, and violations (including weapon law viclations and violations of no contactfprotection order) have
decreased.

Exhibit 73 Monthly average of crime incidents in the City of Tacoma, By type of crime

Type of crime 2014 2015 26
Pra pert:,'-  [o132 170 12538
Petsanal 173 161 152

Fraud Ag Bo 62
Violation {12 19 : 16
Drug 1 q 1z

 —— - —
Saurce: City of Tacoma, 2014-2016. BERK, 206,

Exhibit 74 Property crimes in Tacoma, June 1-14, 2016
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Appendix A

APPROACH

Based on the Tacoma's human services budgeting process, we structured the needs assessment by
focusing o throe research Lopic areas.

*  Homelessness and Househaold Stability. We sought to understand haw homelessness is
changing, whe in our community is at risk of homelessness, and what services arc needed (o
address andfor prevent homelessness, To gain insight, BERK analyzed local homelessness,
household instability, foad security, and mental health data, Envirclssues interviewed and
gathered data with Positive Interactions and Healthy Homes.

*  Human and Social Wellness. We sought to identify barriers to health services and opporlunities
10 reduce those barriers, BERK analyzed the wellness of Tacoma's sendor citizens, risk factors
facing the community’s children and youth, domestic violence, and mental health trends.

*  Workforce Development. We sought to understand the barriers community members face to
economic advancement and the scale and location of those barriers in the community. BERK
analyzed the demaographic barriers local residence arc facing to economic advancement,
education, cmployment, and mental health trends within the Jty,

METHODS

POLICY AND PLAN REVIEW
* ity of lacoma. 201 Gang Assessment,

*  (ily of Tacoma. 2015-2019 City of Tacoma Human Services Strategle Plan. June 2014

= (ity of Tacoma. A Community Mental Health and Chemical Dependency Assessment. December
2012

*  City of Tacoma. Equity & Empowerment Framework.
= (ity of Tacoma. Tacoma 202§, 2015
= (ity of Tacoma. The National Citizen Survey™: ) acomis, Wh. 2014

“  City of Tacoma, City of Lakewood, Plerce County. Tacama, Lakewaoad, Plerce County Continuum
of Care: Plan to End Homelessness, April 2012

®  {unningham, Bruce. The TOOL Center - Trade Occupatians Opportunity Learning Pre-
Apprenticeship Program: An Evaluation of TOOL Center January — December 2014. January 2015

*  Leadership ICMA 2015 - Team Tacoma, Washington. Human Services Funding: A Framework for
improved Outcomes Through Strategic Investments.

*  Tacoma- Pierce County Health Department. Falrness Across Places? Your Health In Plerce
County: 2015 Health Equity Assessment. February 2016

*  Pierce County. The 2015 Homeless Point-In-Time Report. July 2015

= ‘Washington State Department of Social % Health Services. Risk and Protection Profile for
Substance Abuse Prevention in Plerce County, uly, 2015,
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TACOMA COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
APPENDIX A - APPROACH AND METHODS

Washington State Department of Social & Health Services. Risk and Protection Profile for
Substance Abuse Prevention in Washington Locales: | ocale 64, July, 2015,

Washington State Office of Finandial ManagemenL. Washington State Data Book: Human
Services, 2015

SECONDARY DATA SOURCES
The report relies on the most current data avallable; hewever, there is frequently a lag hetween the time
the data Is collected and processed and the time of the analysis for this report,

Specilic sources include:

Poverty and Income: U.5. Census Bureau American Community Survey, Tacoma-Plerce County
lealth Department

Homelessness and Household Instability: Department of Commerce, Continuum of Care, Office
of Superintendent of Public Instruction, Access Point 4 Housing, Unifed Way of Picrce County,
RealbyTrac

Education and Employment: Office of Superintendent of Puhlic Instruction, Tacoma-Pierce
County Health Department, 11.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, Puget Sound
Regional Council

Mental Health, Substance Abuse, and Wellness: Tacoma Picrce County Health Department,
DSHS Research ancl Data Analysis, [1ealthy Youth Survey, Tacama Schoal District

Crime and Domestic Violence: Washington Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs, City of
Tacoma

Food Insecurity: Emergency Food Network, Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction

STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

To inform the comtent of the report, BERK and Envirolssues conducted a series of interviews or attended
meetings with City of Tacoma staff and key stakeholders. In some instances, those interviews identified
data sources that could he analyzed further to provide a more complete assessment of communily needs.

Specific interviewees far the report include:

Homelessness and Household Stability

Calin Defurrest, Clty of Tacoma

- Jaime Jacksen, City of Tacama

= Carol Wolfe, City of Tacoma

- ChiQuata Elder, City of Tacama

= Healthy Homes

- Positive Interaclions

- lacoma Avenue business district meeting

- Tacoma Police Department Communily Linison Officer focus group
Hurnan and Social Wellness

- Melissa Cordiero, Cily uf Tacoma

= Kim Dodds, City of Tacoma
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TACOMA CONMMILINITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
APPEMDM A — APPROACH AND METHODS
Cang Reduction |ask MNarce meeting
City of I'acema Youlth Advisory Council
Jacques Colon, Health Equity Coordinator, Tacoma-Pierce County |Health Deparlment
Workforce Development.
Christopher Wrighl, City of Tacoma
Bruce Cunningham, Evaluatar for TOOL, PSESTY
Tashiko | lardy, SureHouse Open Bible Chureh

Julia Brooks, RESCARE
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Source: TLE, Cansus Buraan, Census 3010 Sammary File 1. Esn forecasts for 2015 and 2024, Estl converled Census 2000 data
into 2ote geography. Compiled by BERK, 2014

August 2016 [



i

=i e |

=l [ e |

el —— =

TACDHA TAZOMA TACOMA
PQWER WATER anlL
TACOMA FUBLIC UTILITIES

City of Tacoma
Public LHility Board Meeting
August 24, 2016; 6:30 p.m.
Tacoma Public Utilities Auditorium
{3628 South 35th Streef)

Call to Order

Roll Call

A. Approve Minutes of Previous Meetings
B Comments by the Public

C. Consent Agenda

D Regular Agenda

Departmental
D-1  Resolution U-10870 — Award contracts and approve purchases:

1. Increase contract to Tetra Tech, Inc., for the performance of the Part 12D,
independent consuitant safety inspection, and reports of the Wynoochee,
Nisqually, and Cowlitz Hydroelectric Projects ($201,800, sales tax not
applicable. Cumulative total $396,122, sales tax not applicable);

2. Award contract to Rognlin's Inc., for the construction of the Potlatch Switching
Station ($1,148 361, plus sales tax);

3. Award contract to Day Wireless Systems for the construction of the new Pearl
Street Substation communications tower ($327 962.55, plus sales tax);

4. Award three-year contract to Anixter, Inc., for the purchase of 15kV fused
disconnect switches on an as-needed basis ($392 698, plus sales tax and the
option for two additional one-year renawal periods);

5. Award contract to Miles Resources, LLC, for the construction of ductile iron
water mains and street paving in North Highland Street from North 21%' Street
to North 301 Street ($495,150.29, plus sales tax).

Tacoma FPower

D-2 Resolution U-10871 - Approve Declaration of Surplus Wility Specific
Edquipment no longer needed for Tacoma Power's current or future needs and
authorize the sale of surplus specific equipment to the highest responsive
bidder.

B-2  Resolution U-10872 — Authorize acceptance of a Cable TV Franchise
Agreement between the City of Fircrest and Click! Network,
(To Council September 13, 2016)



Tacoma YWater
-4  Resoclution U-10873 — Authorize the negotiated disposition of approximately

1.52 acres of Tacoma Water property located in Enumclaw for $325,000.
(To Council: August 30, 2016 to set a public hearing on September 20, 2016)

i Reports of the Director
1 June 2016 cash projections for Power, Water, Rail
-2 June 20186 financials for Power, Water, Rail, Fleet, Self-Insurance

LTI I

| The City of Tacorma does not discriminale on the basis of disashility in any of itz programs,

‘ activities, or seqvices. To request this informaticn in an altematlve farmet or to request a
(_,- reasomahle eccommodation, please contact the TPU Diractars Office at 253-502-8201. TTY or

speach to speech users please dial 711 to connect to Wasningten Ralay services,




City of Tacoma 2016
City Councll Forecast

AUgudt 23, 2016 | Study Session Equity and Empowonnest Policy Lpdate CRIR o
Fulty and Empowerment Biennial Budpet Planning CEH R ulin Melzo
Executive Sesian -Palentlal Litgation [
August 20, 2016 | Study Session Tocara Unk Extonsion Projms Lpdele Snund Transit
ALTPU Auditordum [y Coundll Meetdn
T WAER
Soptember 13, 20068 |5o.dy Sczsion Uncain District Bovitalizlion Uadale CTTy, MCS and CMU
At TPU Auditedum |[City Coungl Mectng
Septembor M, 2006 |Siody Sesslon [Fearhval of Satlc CED
AL TPU Auditorium |y Coumell Meating
September 27, 2006 | Study Sesdon Tacvnva Mall Neighbarhood Subarea Plan and ES L
At TPU Audtonium ity Counil Meeng
October 4, 2006 |Study Session 20143018 Froposed Biannial Pudgs| Cuerubess Fil nani T dige 00
Lty Loundl Masting
Oceobar 11, 2006 | 51utly Sesslon Capi Lol Nudgat, Publlc Works, Public Assermbly Favitllles,
and Planning & Doeyvelop mant Servlces Budget Presentationy MMM, P, A, & PRS
Clty Coundl Meeting
Octobar 16, 2016 | iofnt Unllty Board Stody Sessicn Mlﬁ:m Praliminary Tacema Pukbilic Utlilies Sudget Overviaw TPLU
City Cowncil Sludy Sesslan Eun:_ru.l Gagwerpment Ltlltles Budeet and Rabes Oy viow 51
City Cound) Blveting
Dctoler 76, 2046 |Study Session Liin Fund Kevenues/Cost Drivers, Pallce & Mre Bodget i'resentation] OME, Polive & Fire

{3ty Cound| Meeting

er i, 2016

Shudhy Sasclon

Munl Court, kibrary, NCS wd Inleral Servces dudget Precentationy

uni L1, i il RS,

Gity Councl Meetng

November 8 2006 | Study Scssion Community Sorvioes/Genaml Nund Bodget Wrap-up (AR
City Coundll Hmtif!
Nowoinkier 15, 2016 | lodnt Uitlity Board Stuwdy Scesdon it (o tarky IMeeting TPL
|Gy Coumall Study Sesshon |Bodget Wrap-up if reeded . jowme
|City Counil Morting A1 72018 Beninid Pudget and E5 Rates Ordinances First Reading | Fle nes/Ciil
Movember 12, 2016 |S-idy Session
1% Councll Mesting 2¥17-201¢ Biennial Budpet Crdinance Finad Reading Fina e, MG

Novembar 23, 2015

5.uily Srsslon

Crecembar 6, 2016

City Councll Meating

Study Sesdon

Lty Council Meeting

December 13, 2016

Slucly SRaxlnn

AW T=analfian Plan

City Counci fraling

_|Hurnan Resources

Ea

e

B/LE/I016

Thils Mowxnant is m Tanilalive Schedule and Subjoct fe Changs



CBC Assignments:

Comimunily Virahly end Salety
Committas Members: Woodards (Chai), Campboll, Lonergan, Blocker, Allernata-hella
Exacutiva Liaison: Madia Chandler-Hardy, Stalf Suppart - India Adams

2nd and 4th Thursdays

4:30 pom,
= Room 248
« Citizen Police Advisory Comrmilled * Commlsgion on Cisahilities
* Human Services Commizsion = Librery Bowrd

* Homan Righls Commissinn
= Housing Authority

* Tuporma Community fta:leﬂ:lnn.ment Aysthionily

August 25, 2016 Human Sw#ivices Commission Int2rviews

Future:
September 8, 2046 Hillop Equily Caucus Interdiows

Seplember 22_ 2016 Affordable Huising Update

Doils Sorum, Cify Clerk’s Offfee

Carol Wolfs, Supervisar, Community and
Econonic Devalopmant

Caray Sonking, Housing Division Manager,
Commrunity and Economic Development

Ecancmic Developmeant Comnitce
Committas Members: Camphell (Chair, Strickland, Mella, Thoms. MeCarthy (alternate)

Znd, dth, and 5th Tucsdays

Executive Liaison: T.G, Oroadnax; Staff Suppor - Brad Farbes 10:00 a.m.
Room 248
CBC Asslgnments: - Tacoma Ars Commizsion » Foas Walanvay

« Greater Tacoma Regionat Convention Center Public
Facilttes District

August 23, 2016 Relail Secior Hresanlation

Futura:
August 30, 2018 Transit Oriented Development Updats

Septomber 13, 2016 Multi-family propaiiy {ax ecamptions uptate

= Cily Events and Recognifion Committes

Pat Beard, Project Manager, Comumunlty and
Economic Developmean

Fat Beard, Profoct Marager, Community amd
Econonifc Developrrent

Debbie Bingham, Program Development
Spacialist, Communify and Economic
Development




Government Perfprmance and Finance Commitiss

Committee Members: Lonergan {Chair), Campbedl, Thoms, (bsen, Allemaste-Sinckdand 1st, 3rd, and 5th Wednaesdays
Executive Lialson; Andy Cherullo; Siaff Support - David Nash-Mendez 4:30 p.m.
Room 248
CBC Assignments: - Public Lhility Board » Audil Advisory
+ Board of Kthics * Civil Service Board
[ August 31, 2016 CANGELLED
Futurge:
September 7, 201E Tyter Aithen and Christing Watts,
02 2018 Budgat Initiative Tracker Managemaont Analyats, Offfee of Wanagement
and Budget
- . Jared Eyar, Management Analyst, Office of
22 2016 24/7 Parfonmanca Management Reports Managerient aid Budyet
ES Rate Revenuo Projacilons Mike Slevin, Director, Environmental Services
i Scptembar 21, 2048

Committes Membars: Malla (Chair),

Infrastructure, Planning and Sustainability Commitiee

Ibaen, Thoms, MeCarthy, Alténae-Blocker

Execulive Linison: Mark Lauzicr, Stall Suppo! - Rebecca Boydston

2nd and 4th Wednesdays
4:30 p.m.
Room 16

CBEC Asglgnmants:

« Systainahble Tacoma Commission

« Planning Commission

- Lendimarks Freservation Commissicn
* Plannirg Commisslen

August 24, 2018
Fulure:
September 14, 20M6

Saptamber 28, 2016

- Board of Building Apprals
+ I'ransportation Commissian

CANCCLLED

Environmental Action Plan

Wastewater Fraalinent FlantTAGRO Tour OFM-SITE-
Whastewater Treatment Mant, 2201 Panland Avenue,

Tacoma
Sate Routes to School Update

North 21st Design

Jim Parvey, Assistant Division Manager,
Emvironmental Services

Stephen Schmidt

Jannffar Kammarre, Engineer, Pubifc Works

Josfrua Diekmann, PW Division Manager,
Pubtic Warks

Flanning Commission Accomplishments 2015-20M6 and  Lihvang Wung, Planner, Planning and

Planning Waork Pragram 2016-2018

Devefopment Services
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