The Community Development Division:
An Introduction
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Major Responsibilities
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Provide coordinated planning and
policy to guide the growth and

| development of the region.

Partner with regional park

: : : DA
Implementing agencies to plan forand @
fund the Regional Parks System.

Provide technical assistance to local
governments to implement region
policy In their local plans.

JP0 Facilitate community collaboration.

ﬁﬁﬁ Deliver state and federally funded rent

assistance to create and provide affordable
housing for low-income households.

Provide Livable Communities Act grants to
help clean up polluted sites, expand housing
choices, and build developments that connect
housing, jobs, and services.

ldentify, analyze, and report on issues of

< regional importance.
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Local Planning Assistance:
Review of comprehensive plans

Review local comprehensive plan updates and
amendments and other local planning
documents for:

— Conformance with regional systems plans
— Consistency with Council policy
— Compatibility with affected jurisdictions
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More detail about plan review, the Metropolitan Land Planning Act and the work of ,4!_‘
Local Planning Assistance will be provided at the March 20 Committee of the Whole ~ METROPOLITAN



L ocal Planning Assistance:
Technical Assistance to Local Governments

- Local Planning Sector .
Planning Grants _ Trainings Resources
Handbook Representatives : 4
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$1.9M for « Resource « One-on-one « Webinars * TOD Guide
comp_rehensive Library personal « Workshops e Climate
planning « Community assistance . Tutorials Vulnerability
assistance Pages . Podcasts Assessment
« Solar & Energy

More detail about plan review, the Metropolitan Land Planning Act and the work of L__
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Local Planning Assistance will be provided at the March 20 Committee of the Whole ~ METROPOLITAN
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What Is the Regional Parks System?

* Function as state parks for the
metropolitan area

* Focused on natural resources,

habitat and water bodies (lakes,

rivers, and streams)

* Provide natural-resource-based
recreation opportunities—
picnicking, hiking, swimming

* Serve regional audience

Y French Reglonal Park .
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Regional Parks System: Owned and
operated by 10 implementing agencies

SRS * Includes:
P S O N i i Y —44 Regional Parks
e = —12 Park Reserves
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—8 Speclal Recreation Features
—49 Regional Tralls

* 54,400 acres

* 389 miles of regional tralls

* 58 million visits in 2017
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Councll roles In Regional Parks System

Regional Master i HarePar e Regional
Parks Plans ‘ Parks
Policy Funding
Plan
* Distribute state and
regional funding to the
* Update the Regional * Review and approve implementing agencies
Parks Policy Plan Master Plans for operations,
every four years developed by acquisition and
* |dentify which parks Implementing agencies development projects
and trails are part of

the System
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More detail about the Regional Parks System will be provided on April 15, 2019 METROPOLITAN



Metropolitan Livable i
Communities Act programs §
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* Created by state statute in 1995 to
fund cities In creating compact,
connected development patterns

* Over $21 million to be awarded in
2019

Heart of the City, Burnsville

A

More detail about the Livable Communities programs will be provided on April 1, 2019 ——
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06 cities participate
In the Livable
Communities
Program

To participate, local communities must:
* adopt affordable and life-cycle housing goals
* establish a Housing Action Plan

* spend an “affordable and life-cycle housing
opportunity amount” (ALHOA)
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Metropolitan Livable Communities Act

Livable
Local Housing Communities Transit-Oriented

Tax Base
Revitalization

Incentives Account Demonstration Development
Account

Account

» Clean up polluted  Connect housing, « Ljvable

» EXxpand housing

land choices Jobs and transit Communities
+ Grow the localtax =~ . . » Promote compact Demonstration
Iase preserve affordable development Account projects -
. Living-wage jobs housing . Eunds orlen_ted to transit in
and affordable infrastructure and ransit station areas
housing placemaking

$6.4 million $2.5 million $7.5 million $5 million

METROPOLITAN



Council Research: Informing the Region

What types of data?

 Demographic: How many people live in our region? What are
their characteristics? Who uses our regional parks?

* Development: Where Is construction occurring? What are land
use patterns? Where Is affordable housing (existing and new)?

 Economic: How many jobs? At what wages? Which industries?
What commute patterns?

Scalable by geography: From parcel to census tract
to city to county to region

Scalable by time: From understanding where we’ e ben
In the past...

...to forecasting how we're most likely to develop
In the future

12 More detall about Council Research will be provided on April 15, 2019 S R



Counclil Research
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Analysis

Adding
value to
data
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What a difference a rate makes: population growth, housing
production, and vacancy in the Twin Cities region since 2010
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2017 Regional Parks System Annual Use Estimate

The saven-caurty Twin Gties MRGION 15 homa 10 a systom of regeonal parks and rads that are nationally renowned
for thalr boauty, sie and vanety of featuses. The sysiom noudes 55 regional parks and presonves {iotaing about
54 000 acres), approamatoly 400 mies of inerconnecind Yalis and oght speckl recraaton foxtuss it provicdes
2 waaith of opportuniBes 1o ROeXROn, MrcEe and st plan fun. t also presenves sigdcant green Space and
widi¥vie habitat

Metropoitan Councl has producad estimates of visits 10 the Regonal Parks Systam annually since 15694, We base
o park use eshimates on viat data collomed within sach of he 106 regional park and trals, with additonal
calculasons *

Xey * An estimavied 58.3 milion visils were made to the Reglonal Parks System n 2017 ~a 22% increase fom
Fodngs 2016 Most of this growth & attribuied %0 this year's apdate of the estimate’s seasonal nputs for fall win
fer 2ad spring vistation, winch had not bees wpdated since 2008

¢ (ne regond park (Abowe the Fals Regional Park) ang teo regional Tralls (Lake Links In Ramsey County
and Mianesota River Greemway = Dakota County) were added % the sysiem in 2097,

* Wi over seven melbon visits, Minneapoits Chan of Lakes was the most-visited park in the Reglonal Parks
System in 2017, Soliowed by Como Park, 200 and Conservatory 5.3 molbon visits)

Murresora Hver Sreonwoy Pogena Trow
Dby Sagwy Mowna

A b alor mark for visilts and system size in 201

! i W |
An psamated BE 3 milon vishs wara 'noj\. 1o the Ragional Parks Systam in 2017, Overall, 75.5% of vsits warn
0 regonal parks, park resenes and specal recreation loatures, whiie the mmarning visits ware 10 egional trals
Viith over seven milion vets, Minneapcls Chain of Lakns was e mostvisted park n the Regonal Parks System
In 2017, accounting for 12% of of visits system-wide. The region has M6 regonal parks and trads, bt the 1op 20
mastvisted regonal parks and trais account for noary Twothirds of ol visits s

Informing the Region

Dashboards, Apps, Data Portals

VISUALIZING REGIONAL RACIAL

DISPARITIES

The Community Development Research team has produced an annual analysis of disparities by race and ethnicity on key
economic measures since 2013. The findings of this research are largely consistent: While the 16-county Twin Cities metro area
continues to rank highly among other U.5. metros for our impressive employment and homeownership rates and low poverty rate. However,
the Twin Cities metro also has the nation's largest dispanties between white residents and residents of color in these measures.

Despite gains for some groups on some measures, there have
underscores the persistence of racial and ethnic dispanties in
undermine the region's prosperity and economic competitiven

This interactive tool is an invitation to the region’s stakeholder
strategies and solutions toward advancing equity and eliminat

-

TRENDS BY RACE

Despite gains for some groups on some measures, m¢
and residents of color in thest

MNotice that gaps differ by metro

e Employment rate
80% ——_—

60%

40%

20%

https://metrocouncil.org/data

COMMUNITY PROFILES

Community Profile for Hennepin County

Each chart in the Community Profiles can be saved in JPEG, PMG or POF formats or printed as a standalone page. To
sawve &5 an image, right-click on the chart and select a format oplion. Once the "capturing data” process is over, review the
saved charts on the CHART EXPORTS tab. Click the "save" button for any chart export listing you wish to save. Please
note that the data source is not included in the saved images.

Please Contact Us by Clicking_ Here

| nttps://stats. metc. state mn.us/profile/detail. aspx =053

COPY PROFILE URL TO CLIPBOARD

| OWERVIEW |( PEQPLE || ECONOMY AND JOBS || INCOME AND POVERTY | HOUSING || COMMUTING | LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT | CHART EXPORTS

|
Housing Type

Housing Units Permitted

Mew Affordable Housing

Heousing Tenure and Vacancy

Homeownership

Median Housing Value

Median Gross Rent

Count of Existing Home Sales by Price
Households Experiencing Housing Cost Burden

Select another area:

|Hennepin County v

Housing Type in Hennepin County

Cansus 1980

Census 2000

Estimates 2010

Estimates 2017

480,000 600,000
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Metropolitan Housing and Redevelopment
Authority (Metro HRA)

* Created by Minnesota Legislature in 1974 ' \J /‘\ |— h
to administer rent subsidy programs for low (7 6‘@ T
Income families A8

* Largest administrator of tenant-based
rental assistance (including federal Housing
Choice Vouchers) In the state:

— 7,200 program households
— $60 million annually in rent payments
— 2,000 active landlords

A
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Metro HRA Service Area |- -~ - |.&.

* 19,000 people housed each
— Including 9,500 children e at NEA N : Ry

* Average family size: 2.9 T Y e S
PEFSONS A s _ Plymouth | - a8 " | g o

* Average income: $16,000 | ”RA  indagbls | wasningor

* 46% of households have wage |« | s SRR
income A Y v e S N )

* 47% of households are elderly il - Bloomington !
or disabled

* Average tenant rent share: . I
$4OO X , | o Scott County CDA
* Average HRA rent share: $740

15 Miles | L



