March 12, 2010
Office of Sustainable Communities

Department of Housing and Urban Development

451 7th Street, SW, Room 10180

Washington, DC 20410





Re: Docket No. FR-5396-N-01

Dear Sir/Madam:

On behalf of the National Community Development Association (NCDA) and the National Association for County Community and Economic Development (NACCED) we are pleased to submit the following comments on the Advanced Notice for HUD’s Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Program.  NCDA is a non-profit national association composed mainly of the city government practitioners that administer HUD’s Community Development Block Grant, HOME, and ESG formula grant programs.  NACCED represents mainly county government practitioners that administer these same programs.  Thus, the associations have a keen interest in the Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Program.
1.
Maximum Funding Levels

•
Reduce the size of the small metropolitan or rural area population to a maximum



of 199,999 and reduce the grant amount to $500,000.  This will allow for



sufficient funding of small metropolitan planning grants, while providing the



opportunity for more applicants to be served by the program  NCDA and 




NACCED support reservation of 25% of the funds for allocation to small 



metropolitan areas (under 499,999).


•
Create a new category for medium metropolitan areas with a population of 



200,000 to 499,999 with a maximum grant amount of $2 million.


•
Maintain the population threshold of 500,000 for large metropolitan areas, but 



reduce the maximum grant amount to $4 million.


We further support the expectation that at least 20% of the overall costs of the planning effort 
funded by the grant will come from non-federal sources and particularly support the eligibility of 
in-kind contributions.  We further support the set-aside of $2 million in program funds to provide 
technical assistance to successful applicants.

Funding should only be provided to those regions that have a demonstrated positive climate 
for implementation, primarily the experience, political will and expected 
resources to execute the 
plan.  Furthermore, the program needs to give consideration to what geographic areas are 
considered regions.  Some large cities and counties constitute their own regions.  Large cities and 
counties that can demonstrate they have large-scale sustainability projects and plans contained 
within their borders should be permitted to apply for the Category 2 and Category 3 grants alone.

2.
Category 1: Regional Plans for Sustainable Development

What specific types of eligible activities would support this effort and which parties should be part of the regional planning process? 


Eligible activities should include those indicated in the advance NOFA along with 
administrative costs of local staff and consultants involved in the grant.  Local government 
agencies responsible for affordable housing development, community development, planning, 
economic development, transportation development, infrastructure development, and 
environmental planning within the region should all be involved in the planning process; 
however, there should not be a requirement for a minimum number of participants in the planning 
process.     
What elements should be part of the plan, such as a region-wide vision and statement of goals, long term development and infrastructure investment map, implementation strategy and/or funding plan? 


All of these items should be included in the plan as well as data analysis, urban design and 
outreach efforts to achieve broad consensus among groups, citizens, and decision-makers for a 
single vision/scenario and to have the plan once finalized adopted by all appropriate 
governmental bodies.
How can citizens best participate, such as through a requirement for participation in a


minimum number of public meetings to ensure broad regional consensus? 


Public participation should occur at meetings around the region, once a draft plan has been 
created.  However, it is not the number of meetings held but rather the mechanism utilized to 
solicit meaningful input that should be the measure here.
Should regional plans for sustainable development be expected to harmonize and be

consistent with HUD, DOT, and EPA-required plans and, if so, how?  Should regional plans for sustainable development show a linkage to local formula-based programs supported by HUD, DOT, and EPA; and, if so, to what extent should such linkage be required? 


The Sustainable Communities Planning Grant does not provide a significant amount of funding 
and will need to be leveraged with other resources.  Therefore it should be consistent with local 
formula-based programs like those covered by the Consolidated Plan.  HUD, EPA, and DOT 
programs should be targeted at, and coordinated with, projects and initiatives that were begun or 
enhanced as a result of the planning grant.  For example, HUD’s Choice Neighborhood Initiative, 
Catalytic Competitive Grants and rental housing initiatives fit perfectly into this regional 
approach.


3.
Category 2: Detailed Execution Plans and Programs 
What specific types of activities should be eligible for funding in this category?


All of the implementation activities listed within this category are the appropriate 
activities to focus upon: inter-jurisdiction affordable and fair housing strategies, regional 
transportation investment programs, corridor transit-oriented development plans, sector 
or area 
plans, land banking and acquisition strategies, revenue sharing strategies, economic development 
strategies, plans to improve access to community amenities, and 
other specific activities that help 
insure that the goals of the regional vision are implemented.  We believe that the amount of 
contributed resources to support, expand, and enhance the development of implementation 
strategies should be rewarded in application scoring.
4.
Category 3: Implementation Incentives

Ways in which the Program can reward and further incent further action by cutting edge regions?


Applicants that have adopted a Regional Sustainable Development Plan and appropriate 
implementation programs could usefully be pre-certified for other HUD, DOT, and EPA 
discretionary programs such as the Catalytic Competitive Grant program, once that 
program is authorized/funded by Congress.  This Program funding should be that which 
leverages other funding to help ensure that scalable projects are brought to completion.  
A 
catalytic project is one that, but for the funding from this and other programs, would not become 
a reality. 

4.
Entities Eligible for Funding

Should certain entities be required partners in multi-jurisdictional regions?


In order to be consistent with, and build on, the plans required of HUD (e.g. consolidated 
plan) , 
DOT, and EPA programs those entities responsible for creating these program plans should be 
required participants in developing the Regional Sustainable Development Plan and its
 
implementation strategy. 

What units of government should be allowed to serve as a lead agency for funding purposes? 


Local governments and the agencies they choose for implementation, such as their housing and 
`community development agencies, and redevelopment agencies.  
What should demonstrate commitment on the part of each member organization, and whether there should be a minimum number of member organizations? 


HUD should develop a capacity threshold to demonstrate that the requisite experience, 
resources, and infrastructure exists to implement the grant.  For example, applicants that 
can 
demonstrate that they have successfully re-zoned land or financed transit-oriented 
development should demonstrate capacity.  There should not be a requirement for a 
minimum number of applicants.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit our views.

Sincerely,

National Community Development Association

National Association for County Community and Economic Development

