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Affordable Housing Gap: State of Utah, 2011-2015

State of Utah's Renter Households by State of Utah's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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e i U — ]
- vey  [NLA7,5900
Low Income 126,780
(30-50% Hamr)) | 53,500 ’
iy 276’710 (ssoos avr) |ANEGE
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extemely 04,0908

Low Income 36,395
(<30% HAMF) [l 620
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(280% HAMIF) State of Utah's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
State of Utah's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e 25
(<80% HAMFI) 1460
= L Vlery 9,190
5= S ow Income
° § (<50% HAMEI) -
Extremely -27.695
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= (<30% HAMFI) -
~
Lr) -
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Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Comparison of State of Utah and United States's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

143.4

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL StaeofUtah  UnitedStates  StateofUtah  United States Very
Low Income Low Income 107.8
(<80% HAMF) 1434 1311 100.8 9.7 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘glnmme 56.8
(<30% HAMF) 5.8 50 25 01 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
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Affordable Housing Gap: Beaver County, 2011-2015

Beaver County's Renter Households by Beaver County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Beaver County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 145.9
Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL BeaverCounty ~ StateofUtah  BeaverCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 1855
(<80% HANF) 1459 1434 1153 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income
(<30% HAME) 47 5.8 1000 25 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

407.7


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Box Elder County, 2011-2015

Box Elder County's Renter Households by

Income Level
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Comparison of Box Elder County and State of Utah's Attordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL BoxElder County ~ StateofUtah  BoxElder County  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 111 1434 1099 1008
VeryLow Income
(<500% HAMF) 1990 1078 1026 63.3
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HANFI) 1027 5.8 5.6 05

Box Elder County's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Gap
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Very
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199.0

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

102.7

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Cache County, 2011-2015

Cache County's Renter Households by Cache County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Cache County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 1375
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL CacheCounty ~ StateofUtah  CacheCounty  State of Utah Very
LowIncome Low Income 134.6
(<80% HAMF) 1315 1434 1013 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 57.7
(<30% HAME) 5.7 5.8 21 25 (<30%HAMA)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Carbon County, 2011-2015

Carbon County's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Comparison of Carbon County and State of Utah's Afordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households
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Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Daggett County, 2011-2015

Daggett County's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Comparison of Daggett County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL DaggettCounty  StateofUtah  DaggettCounty  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 155.6 1434 1222 1008
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1000 1078 1000 633
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 100.0 %.8 100.0 215

Daggett County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
Affordable Units
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Daggett County's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters
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Low Income 100.0
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Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

100.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Davis County, 2011-2015

Davis County's Renter Households by Davis County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

m Extrelmely 5,620 Low Income 21,090
ow Income <80% HAMFI !
e 25.3% S )
Very Ve _
1y
Low Income
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(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely [N, 7501
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(<30% HAMF) [ll275
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Rental Housing Deficit
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Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e g
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S L Vlery 1,505
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Comparison of Davis County and State of Utah's Afforcable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL DavisCounty ~ StateofUtah  DavisCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 117.0
(<80% HAMFI) 1459 1434 1003 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 947
(<30% HAMF) 7 5.8 2.8 25 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Duchesne County, 2011-2015

Duchesne County's Renter Households Duchesne County's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Duchesne County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 180.4
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL DuchesneCounty ~ Stateof Utah  Duchesne County  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 168.0
(<80% HANF) 1804 1034 1071 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 102.7
(<30% HANF) 107 558 %5 75 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Emery County, 2011-2015

Emery County's Renter Households by
Income Level

115
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Comparison of Emery County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL EmeryCounty ~ StateofUtah  EmeryCounty  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1816 1434 1402 1008
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 203 1078 1453 633
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 170.0 5.8 %.0 215

(<80% HAMFI)

(<50% HAMEFI)

Emery County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Low Income
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Very
Low Income
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Emery County's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

| Available Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)
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220.3

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)
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Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Garfield County, 2011-2015

Garfield County's Renter Households by Garfield County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 374
(S50 AR e e —¢)
s 0
Very
vey 1700

Low Income

Low Income 345
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
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(<30% HAMFI) -
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(=80% HAMFI)

Garfield County's Affordable & Available
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Garfield County's Proportion of Cost
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Low Income 134
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
very 175
Low Income
<50% HAMFI
. (<50 R I
o
S S Extremely 80
P Low Income
- (<30% HAMFI) '
= S = NS Garfield County's Rate of Affordable & Available
= - < e 9 .
< = < e < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Garfield County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Rentper Households ' s (<80% HAMFI) 158
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL GarfieldCounty ~ StateofUtah  GarfieldCounty  State of Utah Very
LowIncome Low Income 202.9
(<80% HAMF) 155.8 1434 1204 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 200.0
(<30% HAVE) 00 5.8 813 75 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Grand County, 2011-2015

Grand County's Renter Households by Grand County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
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N
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Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 158.6

Comparison of Grand County and State of Utah's Atordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL GrandCounty ~ StateofUtah  GrandCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 130.9
(<80% HAMF) 1586 1434 18 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

97.1
(<30% HAVE) 971 5.8 186 75 (<30%HAME) -

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Iron County, 2011-2015

Iron County's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Low Income
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1,045
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23.0%
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5,495
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[ron County's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households
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<~ o o
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Iron County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL IronCounty ~ StateofUtah  IronCounty  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1416 1434 1114 100.8
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 134.8 107.8 91.8 63.3
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 90.5 5.8 518 215

Iron County's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
wieame 4200
i
very  [N,165]
Low Income 4,265
s O
Extremely _
Low Income 1,720
(<30% HAvF) - |JIGES]
Iron County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 1,750
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Low Income
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Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
Iron County's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters
| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 1416
Very
Low Income 134.8
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Juab County, 2011-2015

Juab County's Renter Households by Juab County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

= Exremely 105 P "
Low Income 0, <80% HAMFI
(0 e 168% T —r
Very Ve _
ry
Low Income 130 Low Income 415
et Togom - 560 s v O]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 175
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= Non-Low Income (30% ) -
(280% HAMIF) Juab County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Juab County's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened ielieire 1
(<80% HAMFI) l4
Very 155
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1.
< &
= = Extremely 45
re} Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
-° gl = = & JuabCounty'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
Sl s S Units per 100 Renters
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comprison o Jueb County and Stae of Uta's Atorceble & Available Rental housing Unitsper L0 Income 147.9
(<80% HAMFI)

100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL JubCounty ~ StateofUtah  JuabCounty  State of Utah Very

Low Income Low Income 159.6

(<% HAMF) 1419 1434 1038 1008 (<50%HAMF)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 134.6

(<30% HAMFI) 1346 5.8 4.2 215 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Kane County, 2011-2015

Kane County's Renter Households by Kane County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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ven vy [N205)
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Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

; | Low Income
Comparison of Kane County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 178.3
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units NEEWEALS

HAMFI LEVEL KaneCounty ~ StateofUtah  KaneCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 190.2
(<80% HANFI) 1783 1434 119.7 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 152.9
(<30% HAME) 1529 5.8 647 25 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

15


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Millard County, 2011-2015

Millard County's Renter Households by Millard County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely 205 Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 950
(<36 S
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S Low Income
2 (<30% HAMFI) .
= S 2 L2 = Millard County's Rate of Affordable & Available
oD - - .
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Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
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Comparison of Millard County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 146.2
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL MillardCounty ~ StateofUtah  MillardCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 179.8
(<80% HAVE) 1462 1434 1069 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 1532
(<30% HAME 1532 5. 80 75 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Morgan County, 2011-2015

Morgan County's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Comparison of Morgan County and State of Utah's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL MorganCounty ~ StateofUtah ~ MorganCounty  Stateof Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAVF) 18 184 22 1008
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 1208 1078 68.8 633
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 913 5.8 435 25

Morgan County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

290
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(<80% HAMFI) 475

Very
Low Income

s )
—

Low Income 105

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Morgan County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units
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Low Income
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Extremely -10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
Morgan County's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1418

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

120.8

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

91.3

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

17


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Piute County, 2011-2015

Piute County's Renter Households by Piute County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) )
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e ey 0]
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= S 9 o o )
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Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1833

Comparison of Piute County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HMFILEEL  Putelony  SeteofUnh  PueConty  StaeofUch DY
Low Income Low Income 1580
(<80% HAMF) 1833 1434 1241 100.8 (<50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely Low Income
(<305 HAVE 1750 5.8 70

158.0 1078 9.0 633 Extremely
Low Income

175.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Rich County, 2011-2015

Rich County's Renter Households by Rich County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison o Rich County and State of tah's Aftodable & Available Rental housing Unitsper ~, ~O Income 111.2
(<80% HAMFI)
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Rich County ~ StateofUtah  RichCounty  State of Utah Very
LowIncome Low Income 151.8
(<80% HAMF) 112 1434 1072 1008 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 1725
(<30% HAMF) 1725 5.8 725 215 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Salt Lake County, 2011-2015

Salt Lake County's Renter Households by Salt Lake County's Affordable &
Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
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Comparison of SatLake County and State o Utah's Atordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 ig;ﬁ/'“ljm‘;l 143.0
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Renter Households

AP Affordable Units Available Units
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Low Income Low Income
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Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: SanJuan County, 2011-2015

San Juan County's Renter Households by San Juan County's Affordable &
Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of San Juan County and State of Utan's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 173.3
Renter Households
AP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL SanJuan County ~ StateofUtah  SanJuanCounty  State of Utah Very
Low ncome Low Income 243.8
(<80% HAN) 1733 1434 1181 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 1737
(<30% HAN) 1m7 5. 7Ll 75 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Sanpete County, 2011-2015

Sanpete County's Renter Households by Sanpete County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Sanpete County and State of Utan's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAME 139.5
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL SanpeteCounty  Stateof Utah  SanpeteCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 168.3
(<80% HANF) 1395 1434 105.6 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 122.9
(<30% HAVE) 129 5.8 186 a5 (S30%HAMED

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Sevier County, 2011-2015

Sevier County's Renter Households by
Income Level

365

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Sevier County's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
=
o
~
=
N
o
< B = S
™ ~ (= > >
- — [ S o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Sevier County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
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m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1,675

1,245

Affordable Units H Available Units

525

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

460

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Sevier County's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 145.7

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

158.6

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

100.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Summit County, 2011-2015

Summit County's Renter Households by Summit County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely Low Income _

Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 3,400
(<30% HAVIF) I 2801
Very Very _
Low Income Low Income 2,360
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 740

(<30% HAVF) - |5§

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Summit County's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit

Summit County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai Lot
(<80% HAMFI) -
=
pac very 1,085
o Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) .
§ Extremely 40
uc\.; Low Income
§ (<30% HAMFI) -
({e)
. “ & & = SummitCounty'sRate of Affordable & Available
2 %< — .
e L Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Summit County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 189.9
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL SummitCounty ~ StateofUtah  SummitCounty  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 185.1
(<80% HAVE) 1899 1434 1214 1008 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

(<30% HANE) 1057 58 193 275 (<S0%HAME)

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Tooele County, 2011-2015

Tooele County's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Tooele County's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
—
2 X
~
Som
©
=
~
({e)
o
. S 55
S =
o «— o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Tooele County and State of Utah's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units _ MallableUnits

HAMFI LEVEL ToogleCounty ~ StateofUtah  TooeleCounty  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 182.0 1434 1174 100.8
Very Low Income
(<S50% HAMF) 1458 107.8 89.3 63.3
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 85.0 5.8 47 215

Tooele County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
wieame 24100
(<80% HAMFI) —— 4,495
vy (L 735]
Low Income 2’530
(<50% HAMFI) _
Extremely -
Low Income 820
(<30% HAMFI) -

Tooele County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 2,025

(<80% HAMFI) -
very 795

Low Income
(<50% HAMF) -1'

Extremely -145

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -

Tooele County's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1820

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

145.8

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

85.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Uintah County, 2011-2015

Uintah County's Renter Households by Uintah County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _

Low Income (580% HAMFI) 2,685

(<305 R I 55|

e ey TS

kggv égg/i?nljleFl) Low Income 1,290

" (<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 370
(<30% HAMF) - [

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Uintah County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Uintah County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁmil) . Ll
s 0
< = Very 615
SH ) Low Income
= = (<50% HAMF) -11.
Extremely -100
Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
S
2] e . .
S £ = Uintah County's Rate of Affordable & Available
S o < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ofUintah County and State of Utah's Atordable & Avalable Rental housing Unitsper 100 “O Income 213.9
(<80% HAMFI)

Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL UintahCounty ~ StateofUtah  Uintah County  State of Utah Very

Low Income Low Income 191.1

(<80% HANF) 2139 1434 1207 108 (<50%HAMF

Very Low Income

78.7
(<30% HAMEI) .7 %.8 B 215 (<30% HAMFI) .

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Utah County, 2011-2015

Utah County's Renter Households by Utah County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 12,150 _

Low Income

Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI) 43,375
(<30 A 2476 T — 30
Very Very —
Low Income
Low Income 17,950
(30-50% HAMFI) =9 500 (<09 e [ONERSH
Low Income 19.4%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 40,8701

Low Income 6,150
(<30% HAMF) 1310

Utah County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Utah County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (igm)nﬁmin ' -
<olU% _2,
5 < Very 2,420
= S Low Income
= EOTUNE
Extremely -4.720
< Low Income .
< (<30% HAMFI) -
S
. S = = UtahCounty'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
i < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1334

Comparison of Utah County and State of Utah's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units NEEWEALS
HAMFI LEVEL UtahCounty  StateofUtah  Utah County  State of Utah Very
Low Income Low Income 88.1
(<80% HAMF) 1334 1434 9.2 100.8 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 56.6
(<30% HANFI) 5.6 5.8 213 25 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Wasatch County, 2011-2015

Wasatch County's Renter Households by Wasatch County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _
kovgg(;c?{m o (<80% HAMFI) 2,05
Very
vy  [NTIS]
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Lowncome 55
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 230

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) '5

(>80% HAMFI)

Wasatch County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Wasatch County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 765
(<80% HAMFI) 20
=
3 = . Vlery -220
[se) =3 ow Income
% (<50% HAMFI) -
§ Extremely 2270
3 Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= = =  WasatchCounty's Rate of Affordable & Available
- =3 < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 159.3

Comparison of Wasatch County and State of Utan's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Wasatch County ~ StateofUtah ~ Wasatch County  State of Utah Very
LowIncome Low Income 71.6
(<80% AN 1593 1434 1016 1008 (<50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 46.0
(<30% HAMFI) 4.0 5%.8 170 25 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Washington County, 2011-2015

Washington County's Renter Households Washington County's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
mEienely wame 9085
Low Income (Sg‘év%nﬁmin 13,030
(<30% HAVIF) IS 595]
o very  [NG,575]
Low Income
(30-50% HAMF) é‘;&“ﬁi\m ' -4,570
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 2,865

Low Income 1,870
(<30% HAMFI) ‘5

Washington County's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Washington County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 3,945
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) 4 EI
= e 1,005
pes) = 0w Income
S
S (<50% HAMFI) -
= =
=2 Extremely -995
L Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 = = Washington County's Rate of Affordable & Available
[ Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremel Ve Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low mcon)]/e Low mrcyome (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Washington County and State of Utah's Atordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100Renter (<80% HAMF)

Households

143.4

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Washington County ~ Stateof Ut~ Washington County ~ Stateof Utah Very
LowInoome Low Income 82.0
(<8006 HAMF) 1434 1434 U6 108 (<50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
(<500 HANF) 80 1078 5L7 633 Extremely .
. Low Income 65.3
Extremely Low Income
(<309 HANE) 83 %8 %1 75 (<30%HAMFD

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Wayne County, 2011-2015

Wayne County's Renter Households by Wayne County's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 60 Low Income _

Low Income 36.4% (<80% HAMEFI) A
(<30% HAVIF) I 6]
Very vy (NG5
Low Ingome Low Income 195
S csok e
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 85
(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Wayne County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Wayne County's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Low Income 18
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
. Vlefy 130
0w Income
§ (50% HAMFI) -
(e o)
< = Extremely 35
g‘ Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) | 0
l 2 = £ = Wayne County's Rate of Affordable & Available
=l < s < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . 5 5
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Wayne County and State of Uta's Afordable & Available Rental housing Units pr 100 ig‘(’)‘g/'"l_cl‘;\",\;‘:l 162.4
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL WayneCounty ~ StateofUtah ~ WayneCounty State of Utah Very
LowIncome Low Income 300.0
(<80% HANF) 1624 1434 1328 1008 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 170.0
(<30% HAMF) 1700 5.8 1000 275 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Weber County, 2011-2015

Weber County's Renter Households by
Income Level

5,075
22.0%

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

5,105
22.1%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

23,060

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Weber County's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
—
o
[eo)
=
=
<t
(o)
S
=5 RS 2 R
CELERE
<~ N o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Weber County and State of Utah's Atordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Weber County ~ StateofUtah ~ Weber County  State of Utah
Low Income
(<80% HANFI) 1408 1434 1039 1008
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 11 1078 849 83
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 60.0 5.8 3.6 215

(<80% HAMFI)

Weber County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

15,205

Low Income

23,285

Very
Low Income

sy
—

Low Income 3,815
(<30% HAMFI) .0

Weber County's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

H Available Units

o

Affordable Units

6,750

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

3,745

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Weber County's Rate of Affordable & Available

Rental Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

-2,540

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 140.8

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

132.7

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

60.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Cities of
Utah

v -




Affordable Housing Gap: Alpine, 2011-2015

Alpine's Renter Households by Income Alpine's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

. Extrelmely 180 Low Income 365
Ow income <80% HAMFI
(SO 0% N —
o oy IS
ry
Low Income
Low Income 140
(30-50% HAMFI) 590 (st v |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 125
190 Low Income 85
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 32.2% (<30% HAMF) |4
(280% HAMFD Alpine's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Alpine's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b o &
=
S
o
= Very 75
S Low Income
=2
= < Extremely 60
P ™~ Low Income
2 < (<30% HAMFI) .
Alpine's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Alpine and Utah County’s Aftordable & Available Rental housing (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 924
. = 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Alpine  Utah County  Alpine  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 65.1
(<80% HAMF) Q4 1384 6L B2 (<S0%HAMF)
Very Low Income
(SSO% HAMH) 65.1 88.1 36.3 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV\glmome 6.0 340.0
(<30% HAMEI) 340.0 56.6 16.0 2.3 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: American Fork, 2011-2015

American Fork's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

American Fork's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
xQ
oo
D
=
©
=
=
~
Lo
e
< S =
> o 2
[ == | = <
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of American Fork and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL American Fork  Utah County ~ American Fork  Utah County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1507 1334 8.7 %2
Very Low Income
(<S0% HAMF) 66.4 8.1 293 a7
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 8 56.6 100 A3

American Fork's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
o ieame 108
(<80% HAMFI) 1,765

vy [RT00]

Low Income 465

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

LowIncome 200
(<30% HAMFI) m5

American Fork's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 660

(<80% HAMFI) _1l
very -235

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely 2210

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -

American Fork's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
Low Income 159 7
(<80% HAMFI) :

Very
Low Income 66.4
(=50% HAMEFI)
Io

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Aurora, 2011-2015

Aurora's Renter Households by Income Aurora's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 18
Low Income (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) k]
Very 10 D
Low Income b

Low Income 8

s o
Extremely -

Low Income 4
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Aurora's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

30505 Havr) | 4L.7%
Low Income
(50-80% HAMF)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Aurora's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 4
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
X
o
o
= Very 6
Low Income
oo [N
Extremely 0
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
=
R S = = Aurora'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S S S S o
< S o ° < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Aurora and Sevier County's Affordable & Available Rental housing <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1286
. 0
Units per 200 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Aurora  SevierCounty  Aurora  Sevier County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 128.6 1457 85.7 106.5 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\Q'"Wme 0.0 100.0
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0 100.0 00 56.4 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Bear River City, 2011-2015

Bear River City's Renter Households by Bear River City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 18
(<30% HAMF) I 2]
e oy AL
Low Income Low Income 14
(30-50% HAMFI) (<505 HAVF) g
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 10
14.8% 4 (<30% HAMFI) ()
= Non-Low Income 0.0
(280% HAMFD 14.8% Bear River City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Bear River City's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
10
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e
<80% HAMFI
< (SO 0
(=)
o
= Very 10
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
§ Extremely 10
o Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
S S Bear River City's Rate of Affordable & Available
[=) =) [=) =) .
< e < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Compertson of Bear Rivr City and BoxElder County's Aftrdable & Avallable Rental housing Units per 100 LI 2950
(<80% HAMFI) :
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Bear River City ~ BoxElder County  Bear River City  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Lowlncome 0.0 350.0
(<B0% HAVF) 50 141 150.0 1099 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<300 HANEY) 01 1027 00 55 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Beaver, 2011-2015

Beaver's Renter Households by Income Beaver's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 325
Low Income (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) o
Very
vey N30}
Low Income
Low Income 270
Low Income 105

Extremely .

Low Income 125

(<30% HAMEFI) .

(50-80% HAF) |97 Bop

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAM) Beaver's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Beaver's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 135
(<80% HAMFI) _
=
S
o
= Very 140
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 100
Low Income
< (<30% HAMFI) '5
&
o 0 5 .
@D 2 L2 = = = Beaver'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S S S S S
< S < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Beaver and Beaver County's Affordable & Available Rental housing LI 1711
) (<80% HAMFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Beaver BeaverCounty Beaver  Beaver County Very
Low Income Low Income 207.7
(<80% HAMI) 1711 1459 126.3 1153 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

(<30% HAMEI) 500.0 4077 1200 65.0 (<30% HAMF)

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

37


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Blanding, 2011-2015

Blanding's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely 75

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 30.7%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Blanding's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
=
o
(ee)
ol = L = L S
~ (=) ™ (= N (=)
(9] o LO o (o) o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Blanding and San Juan County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Blanding  SanJuanCounty  Blanding  San Juan County
Low Income
(<80% HANF]) 131 1733 9.5 1181
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 166.7 438 08 1141
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 733 1737 533 711

Blanding's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units

m Available Units

Low Income

O ) |
vy 0]
Low Income 200

sy
.

Low Income 55
(<30% HAMFI) -
Blanding's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 45
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

80

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Blanding's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental

Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

1

o

o '
—

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 123.1

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

166.7

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

73.3

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Bluffdale, 2011-2015

Bluffdale's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

140
35.4%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
50-80% HAMFI
( ) 65

16.5%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Bluffdale's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened

100.0%
100.0%

-° S S =
— 9 S 9
~ o ~ o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Bluttdale and SaltLake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units _ MvalableUnits
HAMFI LEVEL Bluffdale  SaltLakeCounty  Bluffdale  SaltLake County

Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 138 1430 92 1003
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 1167 20 5.3 538
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 45 07 0.0 2.2

Bluffdale's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
wleome o s0 "
N ——s)

vey 1200
Low Income 140

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

LowIncome 25
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Bluffdale's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 80
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMEFI)

20

Extremely -30
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
Bluffdale's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

v -

(<80% HAMFI) 130.8

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

116.7

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

0.0 455

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Bountiful, 2011-2015

Bountiful's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

1,200
32.1%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) 600

16.0%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Bountiful's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
— 2
= S
=
I
N
» X X =
[ce] — o
_—=i WS
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Bountiful and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Bountiful  DavisCounty  Bountiful  Davis County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 151.3 145.9 98.3 100.3
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 148.3 117.0 62.3 66.2
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 9.2 54.7 46.6 26.8

Bountiful's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

1,750

m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 3,600

Very
Low Income

(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -

Low Income 535

(<30% HAMEFI) .)

Bountiful's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 1,220

(<80% HAMFI) i 40|
very 570

Low Income

(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -45

Low Income

(<30% HAMFI) -

Bountiful's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1513

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

148.3

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

92.2

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Brigham City, 2011-2015

Brigham City's Renter Households by Brigham City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 575 Low Income

o S0 O —157

1,975

ey -
'(-gg‘_’slggzr:ZMH) 410 Low Income 1,420
25 | 1,820 s |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely  [N425)
Low Income 380
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ )-

(>80% HAMFI)

Brigham City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Brigham City's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e S
(<80% HAMFI) -
Very 585
S Low Income
‘5- (<50% HAMFI) IIO
§ Extremely -45
— Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
. ® < = s BrighamCity'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
I — - Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Brigham City and BoxElder County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAVI) 140.1
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL BrighamCity ~ BoxElder County ~ BrighamCity  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 170.1
(<80% HANF) LN 91 1 1099 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

- 89.4
(<30% HAMF) 84 107 %3 %6 (<30% HAMF)

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Castle Dale, 2011-2015

Castle Dale's Renter Households by Castle Dale's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
m Extremely 30 owncore N 0] "
Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI
(<36 33.1% e O —|
very ey [R40]
ry
Low Income
Low Income 110
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 65
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) _
(280% HAMIF) Castle Dale's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Castle Dale's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
40
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o
(<80% HAMFI)
. 7
(=)
o Very 70
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 40
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S NS = = Castle Dale's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
° < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Extremely Low Income .
(<30% HAME) 2600 1700 1400 %.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

Comparison of Castle Dale and Emery County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 157.1
100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL CastleDale  EmeryCounty  CastieDale  Emery County Very
LowIncome Low Income 275.0
(<80% HAMFI) 1571 1816 1343 1402 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Low Income 260.0
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cedar City, 2011-2015

Cedar City's Renter Households by Cedar City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 910 Low Income _
Low Income 905 (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) 21.0% I 810

4,765

20.9%
v oy 5]
Low Income
Low Income 3,580
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 4,560
Low Income 1,375
(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Cedar City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Cedar City's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 1,390
(<80% HAMFI) -

B very 1,115

< Low Income

= (<50% HAMFI) -25

§ Extremely -185
Lroo; Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
=
= 28 = = =  CedarCity'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
=] - S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Cedar City and Iron County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units (SLg‘(’)‘f)/L"I_Clz",J“:D 141.2
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Cedar City  IronCounty  Cedar City  Iron County Very

Low Income Low Income 145.2
(<80% HAMF) 1412 1416 1129 1114 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 88.1
(<30% HAVF) 8.1 %5 529 51 (<30%HAMEI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cedar Hills, 2011-2015

Cedar Hills's Renter Households by Cedar Hills's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

D
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ow Income 0
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Low Income 20
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o o L
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Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
. = =  CedarHills's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
- < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Cedar Hills and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (<Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:|) 31.4
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL CedarHills ~ Utah County  Cedar Hills  Utah County Very
Low Income Lowincome 0.0 26.7
(<80% HAMFI) 314 1334 200 93.2 (=50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 40.0
(<30% HAMFI) 400 56.6 0.0 213 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

44


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Centerville, 2011-2015

Centerville's Renter Households by Centerville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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g =) Very -40
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Extremely 2210
§ Low Income
¥ (<30% HAMFI) -
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Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Centerville and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 162.9
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Centerville  DavisCounty  Centerville  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1629 1459 1131 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E N 19.2
(<30% HAMF) 192 547 17 268 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Clearfield, 2011-2015

Clearfield's Renter Households by Clearfield's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
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Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Clearfield and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ~, “OW Income 136.7

(<80% HAMFI)

per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Clearfield  DavisCounty ~ Clearfield  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income 03.2
(<80% HAMFI) 136.7 1459 1005 1003 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\Q'"Wme 311
(<30% HAMFI) 3Ll 54.7 25 2.8 (<30% HAMFD

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Clinton, 2011-2015

Clinton's Renter Households by Income Clinton's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Clinton and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 154.6
. 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Clinton  DavisCounty  Clinton  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income 153.7
(<80% HAMFI) 154.6 145.9 88.0 100.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1837 117.0 3L7 66.2 Extremely
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 3 128.6
(<30% HAMFI) 128.6 54.7 14.3 26.8 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Coalville, 2011-2015

Coalville's Renter Households by Income Coalville's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
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Comparison of Coalville and Summit County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (<80% HAMF) 125.0
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Coalville  SummitCounty ~ Coalville  SummitCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 1235
(<80% HAMF) 1250 189.9 9.0 1214 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 128.6
(<30% HAME) 1286 105.7 286 £93 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

48


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Corinne, 2011-2015

Corinne's Renter Households by Income Corinne's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ofCorinne and BoxElder County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Unitsper , “OW Income 168.6
(<80% HAMFI)
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Corinne  BoxElder County  Corinne  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Lowlncome 0.0 260.0
(<80% HAMFI) 168.6 1491 97.1 109.9 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 26.7
(<30% HAMF) %7 102.7 00 5.6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cottonwood Heights, 2011-2015

Cottonwood Heights's Renter Cottonwood Heights's Affordable &
Households by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 31345
(<36 I 700
Very -
T onmine 3
-00%
25 10 3 ’ 570 (<50% HAFY) |36
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 240
435 (<30% HAMF) |95
= Non-Low Income 0
(=80% HAMFI) 12.2%

Cottonwood Heights's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Deficit
Cottonwood Heights's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income il
(<80% HAMFI) 15
S
2 o Ver
S g’ Low Inc):)me 104
& (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -115
Low Income
§ (<30% HAMFI) -
N~
= “ = = = Cottonwood Heights's Rate of Affordable &
i BSa Available Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Incorme (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ofCotonwood Heights and el ake County's ftorcable & Avllabe Rental hotsing Unisper 100Renter L°"‘2'“°°me 1985
Households (<80% HAMFI)

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Cotonwood Heights ~ SaltLakeCounty  Cotionwood Heights  SaltLake County Very
LowIncome Low Income 87.3
(<805 HANFI) 19%5 1830 109 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low ncame LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 0 67.6
(<300 HAVE) §18 07 10 02 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Delta, 2011-2015

Delta's Renter Households by Income Delta's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
a0 HAME y O ) |
(<30% HAMF) 21.4%
ey ey I 18|
Low Income 15 Low Income 190

(30-50% HAM) 0o (=0 Hanr) | 160)
Low Income
Extremely _

(50-80% HAMFI)
Low Income 85

o) |

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Delta's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Delta's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome o
(<80% HAMFI) .
X
37)
S Very 5
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 50
< Low Income
g wmie [
8 - -
L2 = = = Delta'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
s < s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Deltaand Millard County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_cl‘;\ml) 110.0
Units per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Delta  MillardCounty  Delta  Millard County Very
Low Income Low Income 102.7
(<80% HAVIF) 100 62 %0 1069 (<50% HAM)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 63.0
(<30% HAME) 63.0 1532 63.0 83.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Draper, 2011-2015

Draper's Renter Households by Income Draper's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low |
Low Income (Sg‘(l)v%nﬁir,\r/]l%) 2,145
(<30% HAVIF) I 070]
o vey  [INSLS]
Low Ingome Low Income 330
(30-50% HAMFI) 620 2 56 O (<505 HANR) 5
Low Income 24.2% ’
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowlIncome 115
215 (<30% HAMFI) ()
= Non-Low Income 8.4%
(280% HAMFD ' Draper's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Draper's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income L
(<80% HAMFI) 'Gl
=
S
o o
= = Very -185
8 Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
= Extremely -185
g Low Income
< (<30% HAMFI) -
e~ = = Draper'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
mi [0 S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Draper and Salt Lake County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";m‘:l) 189.0
= 0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Draper  SaltLakeCounty  Draper  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 64.1
(<80% HAMFY) 189.0 1430 9.3 100.3 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 0.0 38.3
(<30% HAMFI) 383 97 00 202 (<30% HAMFD

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Duchesne, 2011-2015

Duchesne's Renter Households by Duchesne's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 45 Low Income _ 245
Low Income 20.0% (<80% HAMEFI)
(<30% HAVIF) I 63]
Very
vy [N105]
'—ggV;gg/Of:zMH 50 Low Income 130
(30-S0% HAMFI) 99 207 225 (<soo e AL
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 40

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Duchesne's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Duchesne's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e E
(<80% HAMFI) .
=
2 Very 25
> X Low Income
= (<50% HAMF) -
Extremely -15
Low Income
(<30% HAMF) -
= S 2 £ = Duchesne's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
N - .
By 8 S S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 163.3

Comparison of Duchesne and Duchesne County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Duchesne  Duchesne County  Duchesne  Duchesne County Very
Low Income Low Income 1238
(<809% HAME) 1633 1804 1087 1071 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

721
(<30% AN 71 07 55 55 (<30% HAMF) -

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Eagle Mountain, 2011-2015

Eagle Mountain's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Eagle Mountain's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
o
<
= B
B =
—
r~
<t
< o =
S S 2
o N o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Eagle Mountain and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL EagleMountain ~ Utah County  Eagle Mountain  Utah County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1659 1334 86.6 932
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 419 8.1 23 47
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMEI) 83 56.6 407 2.3

Eagle Mountain's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
—
S —s
vey  [LS5]

LowIncome 65
(<50% HAMFI) .

Extremely .

LowIncome  5Q
(<30% HAMFI) I5

Eagle Mountain's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units W Available Units

Low Income 210

(<80% HAMFI) -
Very -90

Low Income

(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -10

Low Income

(<30% HAMFI) .

Eagle Mountain's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 165.9

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

83.3

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: East Carbon-Sunnyside, 2011-2015

East Carbon-Sunnyside's Renter East Carbon-Sunnyside's Affordable &
Households by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

[ Extrelmely 30 Low Income 140

ow Income 0 <80% HAMEFI)

(0% 2.2% ‘ ]

Very

vy [N60]

Low Income 25
Low Income 120

cosonr® Cagsse | 135 Sauay

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 70
(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD East Carbon-Sunnyside's Affordable &

Available Rental Housing Deficit
East Carbon-Sunnyside's Proportion of

Cost Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 50
(<80% HAMFI) |2
Very 60
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
=
NG Extremely 35
o Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S -° L2 X 2 X East Carbon-Sunnyside's Rate of Affordable &
< S S S S . _
— S o S <o Available Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of st Cavbon-Sunnyside and Carton County's Atordable & Avalable Rental housing Units per 100 Renter L°"‘2'“°°me 155.6
Households (<80% HAMFI)

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL EastCarbon-Sunnysice ~ Carbon County ~ EastCarbon-Sunnyside Carbon County Very
Low Income Low Income 200.0
(<B0% HAV) 156 150 1022 1115 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 200.0
(<30% HANIF) 200 109 511 73 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

55


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Elk Ridge, 2011-2015

Elk Ridge's Renter Households by Elk Ridge's Affordable & Available Rental
Income Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 20
(S30% A S
s 0
Very
vey N
Low Income
Lowlncome ()
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMFI) )
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Lowlncome ()
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Elk Ridge's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Elk Ridge's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 6
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
X =N
o o
o o
= = Very -14
Low Income
o) |
Extremely -10
Low Income
EATUNE
= S = =  ElkRidge'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
(=} (=} (=) o (=} i
< e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ot EIk Ridge and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing LI 1429
. (=80% HAMEFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL ElkRidge  UtahCounty  ElkRidge  Utah County Very
Lowincome 0.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 142.9 1334 51.1 93.2 (=50% HAMEFI)

Very Low Income

(SSO% HAMH) 0.0 88.1 0.0 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 56.6 00 23 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Enoch, 2011-2015

Enoch's Renter Households by Income Enoch's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 180
(<30% HAMF) I -
Very vy [N65]
ry
Low Income
Low Income 85
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMFI) .
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 15
(<30% HAMFI) )
m Non-Low Income
(280% HAMFY) Enoch's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Enoch's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income L
(<80% HAMFI) 0
O\C)
S
o
= Very 20
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
S Extremely -20
P Low Income
Lo (<30% HAMFI) -
= NS = = Enoch'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
[=) [=) =) =) [=)
< S o ° < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Enoch and Iron County's Affordable & Available Rental housing ig‘(’)‘f)/'"l_cl‘;\ml 1895
. 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Enoch  IronCounty  Enoch  Iron County Very
Low Income Low Income 130.8
(<80% HAMFI) 189.5 141.6 100.0 1114 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 0.0 42.9
(<30% HAME]) 429 90.5 0.0 51.8 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

57


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Enterprise, 2011-2015

Enterprise's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Enterprise’s Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
X =
S S
o o
(am) o
o\° — —
%
o
(e o]
X X X =
(=} (=) o (=}
o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Enterprise and Washington County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Unifs Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Enterprise ~ Washington County ~ Enterprise ~ Washington County
Low Income
(<B0% HANF) 2632 1034 1395 6
VeryLow Income
(<50% HANF) 1912 80 1 5L
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMI) 33 5.3 33 %1

Enterprise's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
(<80% HAMFI)

s
o

Low Income 65

s o

ciremely  [NNA0]

LowIncome 10

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Enterprise's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 62
(<80% HAMFI)

Very 31
Low Income

(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely -20

Low Income -

(<30% HAMFI)
Enterprise's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental

Units per 100 Renters
| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
Low Income 263 2
(<80% HAMFI) :
Very
Low Income 191.2
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income 33.3
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Ephraim, 2011-2015

Ephraim's Renter Households by Income Ephraim's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 275 Low Income _

Low Income <80% HAMFI 940
o A 20.9% T —)
e L79% ey 55]
(30-50% HAMFI) (Sl.g\(l)\:%l)nﬁ(:\ml) _ 10
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 340
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAMFD Ephraim's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Ephraim's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b o 20
(<80% HAMFI) IZO
Very 305
=X Low Income
L'?\,- (<50% HAMFI) I
Extremely 40
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S S = = =  Ephraim'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S ~a S S 3 )
° < = = ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Ephraim and Sanpete County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units Loz e 127.0
(<80% HAMFI)
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMF LEVEL Ephraim  Sanpete County  Ephraim  Sanpete County Very
Low Income Low Income 165.6
(<80% HANF) o 195 07 156 (<S0%HAMA)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income e
(<30% HAVF) 1133 1229 %3 186 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Escalante, 2011-2015

Escalante's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Escalante's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
o
o
o
~—
=
=
o
Lo
=
e = = 2 =
S 3 = S 3
o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Escalante and Garfield County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Escalante  GarfieldCounty  Escalante  Garfield County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1422 1558 933 1204
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 1829 2029 1200 1147
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 150.0 200.0 100.0 65.0

Escalante's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
o ieome s
(<80% HAMFI) 64

vey NSS!

Low Income 64

s
—

Low Income 30

(<30% HAMEFI) _

Escalante's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 19

(<80% HAMFI) l
Very 29

Low Income
(<50% HAMF) -

Extremely 10

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
Escalante's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental

Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 142.2

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

182.9

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

150.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Eureka, 2011-2015

Eureka's Renter Households by Income Eureka's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 39
(<30% HAVIF) I
Very Ve _
ry
Low Income
Low Income 19
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 15
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAMFY) Eureka's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Eureka's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 16
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
X X
S (=}
o o
= =1 Very 0
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely

Low Income
v |

= L2 = = = Eureka's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S S o S o
< S o ° < per 100 Renters

Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .

Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 169.6

Comparison of Eureka and Juab County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Eureka JuabCounty  Eureka  JuabCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 100.0
(<80% HAVEI) 1606 479 1304 1038 (<SO%HAMF)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 100.0 1346 2.7 46.2 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fairview, 2011-2015

Fairview's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Fairview's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
S
o
o
~—
=
S
o
<
X X X X =
(=} (=} (=) o (=}
o o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Fairview and Sanpete County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMF LEVEL Fairview  SanpeteCounty  Fairview  Sanpete County
Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 208.3 1395 9L7 105.6
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1889 168.3 66.7 910
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 50.0 1229 0.0 486

Fairview's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units

vey N5

Low Income 85

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

LowIncome 10
(<30% HAMFI) 0

m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 125

Fairview's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 65

(<80% HAMFI) I
Very 40

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely -10

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -

Fairview's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

v -

(<80% HAMFI) 208.3

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

188.9

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

0.0 50.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Farmington, 2011-2015

Farmington's Renter Households by Farmington's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 910
(30% HAMF) s 0]
e o~ "
o 5
Rk <50% HAMFI
1,015 (s i) [
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 115
60 (<30% HAMF) [ps
= Non-Low Income 5.9%
(280% HANF) ' Farmington's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Farmington's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e e
(<80% HAMFI) .
5
© L Vlery 175
X 0w Income
E (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= . : .
= 2 = = = Farmington'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
- o - - - -
< = - < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Farmington and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1504
0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMEFI LEVEL Farmington ~ DavisCounty ~ Farmington  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income 192.1
(<80% HAMFI) 1504 145.9 94.2 100.3 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO"WE 88.5
(<30% HAMF) 85 547 192 28 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Farr West, 2011-2015

Farr West's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Farr West's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households
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©
({e)
2 = L =
(=} (=) o (=}
o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Farr Westand Weber County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL FarrWest ~ Weber County ~ FarrWest  Weber County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 254 1408 908 1039
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 175.0 1327 100 849
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 66.7 60.0 0.0 3.6

Farr West's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
uone TS .
S —
vy [N40}

Low Income 70
(<50% HAMFI) I1

Extremely -

Low Income 20
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Farr West's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 75

(<80% HAMFI) I
Very 30

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely -10

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -

Farr West's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

|00
Extremely

Lowincome (.0
(=30% HAMEFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 2154

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

175.0

66.7

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fer

Ferron's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income

ron, 2011-2015

Ferron's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units

m Available Units

Low Income

R
ey ]
Low Income 70

s
.

Low Income 40

<o) |

(280% HAMFD Ferron's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Ferron's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt ai -
(<80% HAMFI) l
Very 15
Low Income
< (<50% HAMFI) -
S
© Extremely 5
Low Income
EATUNEN
2 R S = = Ferron'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
e 9 S 9 e 9
e < e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
; | Low Income
Comparwon of Ferron and Emery County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (<B0% HAVE) 118.6
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Ferron  EmeryCounty  Ferron  Emery County Very
Low Income Low Income 127.3
(<80% HAMFI) 1186 181.6 94.9 140.2 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"COme 88.9
(<30% HAMEI) 8.9 170.0 5.6 %.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fillmore, 2011-2015

Fillmore's Renter Households by Income Fillmore's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 220
(€50 k) Y —)
s 0
Very
vey N 125
Low Income
Low Income 210
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 80

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Fillmore's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Fillmore's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome i
(<80% HAMFI) 0
Very 85
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
= Extremely 30
S Low Income
&3 (<30% HAMFI) -
= S s B L = Fillmore's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
E = S Sl S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Fillmore and Millard County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units (<80% HAMF) 133.3
per 100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Fillmore ~ MillardCounty  Fillmore  Millard County Very
Low Income Low Income 168.0
(<80% HAMF) 1333 146.2 100.0 106.9 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 160.0
(<30% HAMF) 160.0 1532 700 830 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fountain Green, 2011-2015

Fountain Green's Renter Households by Fountain Green's Affordable & Available

Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _

Low Income 25 (<80% HAMF)

45

(<30% HAMF) 47 2% |

o oy I

Low Income

Low Income 35
(30-50% HAMF) (<50% HAMFI) _
Low Income 20
(50-80% HAMFI) 0 Extremely .
37.7% Low Income 10

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Fountain Green's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Fountain Green's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
-4
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e
<80% HAMFI
= (SO0 IR 2 |
2
S
— Very 11
Low Income
e |
= Extremely 6
P Low Income
e (<30% HAMFI) -
R S S Fountain Green's Rate of Affordable & Available
< e < e < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Fountain Gregn and Sanpete County's Afirdable & Avallable Rental housing Unitsper 100 Lotlizalis 018
(<80% HAMFI)
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Fountain Green  SanpeteCounty ~ Fountain Green ~ Sanpete County Very

(<B0% HAMF) 918 1395 918 1056 (<50% HAMFI)

LowIncome Low Income
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 129 00 86 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fruit Heights, 2011-2015

Fruit Heights's Renter Households by Fruit Heights's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 95

P |
= (1]

20
16.8% ey |

Low Income 75
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income 25
63.0% (<50% HAMF) [
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(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely l
LowIncome ()

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Fruit Heights's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Fruit Heights's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
-4
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e
<80% HAMFI
S (=)
o o
= = Very 54
Low Income
cwrn
Extremely -4
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) l
. 2 8 £ £ FritHeights'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
s 2 s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Fruit Heights and Davis County's Afforcable & Available Rental housing Units per LW Income 96.0
(<80% HAMF)
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units NEEWEALS

HAMFI LEVEL FruitHeights  DavisCounty  FruitHeights  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income 1 316
(<80% HAMFI) 96.0 145.9 838 100.3 (=50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 5.7 00 %8 (<30%HAM)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Garland, 2011-2015

Garland's Renter Households by Income Garland's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 225
(30K T —
s 0
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vy (TS|
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Low Income 165
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HaF) - A
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m Non-Low Income
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Garland's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income %
(<80% HAMFI) -
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Low Income

S (<50% HAMFI) I
3
Extremely -10
Low Income
(<30% HAMF) .
= L = £ = Garland's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
i s e s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 173.1

Comparison of Garland and BoxElder County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Garland ~ BoxElder County  Garland  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 220.0
(<80% HAMF) 11 1491 ui7 100.9 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

75.0
(<30% HAMFI) 7.0 1027 415 56.6 (<30% HAMF) .

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Grantsville, 2011-2015

Grantsville's Renter Households by Grantsville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
mEienely wleame 36
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 455
(<30% HAVIF) 0
e -
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) (sl-(s)\(l)\:’/inli(lj\ml) _ <
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 195
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) _
(280% HAMF) Grantsville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Grantsville's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
90
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt ai
(<80% HAMFI) -
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= oo S
= Extremely 10
?: Low Income
< < (<30% HAMFI) -
«©
<t a .
e e~ = =  Grantsville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
s Sl < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 124.7

Comparison of Grantsville and Tooele County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Grantsville  Tooele County  Grantsville  Tooele County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 1247 1820 89 174 (50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income
(<509 HAMFI)

Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAF) 1054 8.0 L1

90.0 1458 65.0 89.3 Extremely
Low Income

105.4

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Green River, 2011-2015

Green River's Renter Households by Green River's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
m Extremely 25 owioame a
Low Income 0, <80% HAMFI
(<36 0% e 1
i oy v
Low Income 70
Low Income 1
e 104 o) O
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(50-809% HAMF) Extremely [ 45]
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(<80% HAMFI)
. |
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(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 30
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) l
<Or
= 2 R = = GreenRiver'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S o S o ]
“ e e < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Green River and Emery County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per ig‘é‘g/'";z",\}‘il 148.9
0
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL GreenRiver  EmeryCounty  GreenRiver  Emery County Very
Low Income 185.7
Low Income "
(<80% HAMF) 1489 1816 125.6 1402 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 166.7
(<30% HAME) 166.7 1700 8.9 %.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Gunnison, 2011-2015

Gunnison's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Comparison of Gunnison and Sanpete County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Gunnison ~ Sanpete County ~ Gunnison  Sanpete County

Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 107.1 1305 %00 1056
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 09 1683 709 9.0
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 1250 1229 100.0 486

Gunnison's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

Low Income 75
(<80% HAMEFI)

Very
Low Income 50
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—

Low Income 25

(<30% HAMEFI) _

Gunnison's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 5
(<80% HAMFI)
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Low Income
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1
I ) I

Extremely 5
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Gunnison's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 107.1

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

125.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Harrisville, 2011-2015

Harrisville's Renter Households by Harrisville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
i i ) ; ; Low Income
Comparison of Harrisville and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (<80% HAVI) 181.6
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Harrisville ~ Weber County  Harrisville ~ Weber County Very
Low Income Low Income 3 117.6
(<80% HAMF) 1816 1408 100.0 1039 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 0.0 450.0
(<30% HAV) 4500 60.0 00 %6 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Heber, 2011-2015

Heber's Renter Households by Income Heber's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Heber and Wasatch County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1358
0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Heber  Wasatch County  Heber  Wasatch County Very
Low Income

1358 159.3 9.0 1016 (<50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\L Income 0
(<30% HAMEFI) 342 4.0 110 170 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Helper, 2011-2015

Helper's Renter Households by Income Helper's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _ 350
Low Income (<80% HAMFI)
(<309% HAMFI) 90 10 I 3 ]
0
oy L 15.5% ey NES0]
Low Income 315
(s 194 v
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 140

(<30% HAMEFI) _

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Helper's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Helper's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income L]
=
S
o
= Very 185
Low Income
o) |
Extremely 100
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) _
S B NS = = Helper's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
5 X S 3 S 3
T ° © e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 218.8

Comparison of Helper and Carbon County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Helper  CarbonCounty  Helper  Carbon County Very
Low Income Low Income 242.3
(<80% HAMFI) 2188 158.0 195.0 115 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"C‘)me 350.0
(<30% HAME) 3500 110.9 250.0 723 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Herriman, 2011-2015

Herriman's Renter Households by Herriman's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income

(SR )
s 0

Very _

i e

(30-50% HAMF) (<50% HAMFI) |15

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Lowlncome ()
(<30% HAMFI) 0
= Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Herriman's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit

Herriman's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 730
(<80% HAMFI) .
X —~
S (=}
o o
= = Very 415
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
= E
< xtremely -295
Lo Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) .
= S &  Herriman'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
Lo - .
- = < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of erriman and SaltLake County's Aforcable & Available Rental howsing Unitsper -0 Income 2014
(<80% HAMFI)
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Herriman ~ SaltlakeCounty  Herriman  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Lowlincome  §3.0 17.8
(<80% HAMF) 2014 1430 1264 1003 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<300 HAMF) 00 07 00 X2 RS

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Highland, 2011-2015

Highland's Renter Households by Highland's Affordable & Available Rental
Income Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income 200
e S
s 0
Very

vey N0
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income 100
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 60

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Highland's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Highland's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 100

(<80% HAMFI) _5|

X X

o o

o o

= = Very 10

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
§;
: Extremely 30
B Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= % &  Highland'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
< . < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Highland and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing LI 2000
) (<80% HAMFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Highland ~ UtahCounty  Highland  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 1111
(<80% HAMI) 200.0 1334 9.0 932 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\;'"CO"WG 0.0 200.0
(<30% HAMFI) 200.0 56.6 0.0 213 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Hildale, 2011-2015

Hildale's Renter Households by Income Hildale's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 255
(€50 k) T —
s 0
Very
vey N 1550
Low Income
Low Income 230
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 140

(<30% HAMEFI) _

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Hildale's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Hildale's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income i
(<80% HAMFI) I
Very 75
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 60
c§r Low Income
i (<30% HAMFI) .
S . L = = = = Hildale'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
Py o o o o o
= ° < < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Hildale and Washington County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 127.5
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMEFI LEVEL Hildale ~ Washington County ~ Hildale ~ Washington County Very
Low Income Low Income 148.4
(<80% HANFI) 1215 1434 975 9.6 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 175.0
(<30% HAMFI) 1750 65.3 815 %67 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Holladay, 2011-2015

Holladay's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

850
29.6%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

2,875

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) 165

16.2%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Holladay's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
)
Lo
D
=
S
N
N~
=
Q
o N o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Holladay and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Holladay  SaltLakeCounty  Holladay  SaltLake County
Low Income
(<80% HANF]) 1554 1430 1017 1003
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 139.3 920 51.2 538
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 56.3 9.7 15 2.2

Holladay's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

1,205

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 2,665

Very
Low Income

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

LowIncome 225
(<30% HAMF) | 30

Holladay's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 950
(<80% HAMFI) 30
Very 340

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely -175

Low Income

(<30% HAMFI) -

Holladay's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

£

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1554

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

139.3

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

56.3

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Honeyville, 2011-2015

Honeyville's Affordable & Available

Honeyville's Renter Households by

Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
= Exremely 20 weome s .
Low Income 46.5% (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) -
Very vey (S|
1y
Low Income
Low Income
N 43 o o
Low Income 0
(50-80% HAMFI) 3.3% Extremely _

Low Income 10

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Honeyville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Honeyville's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 6
(<80% HAMFI) .
S
pae) Very 0
Low Income
g"_ (<50% HAMFI) .
=2
Extremely -5
Low Income
EATUNE
. 2 = = = Honeyville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
o o o o .
e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Honeyville and BoxElder County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units

Low Income
_ Aodalelnis _ Avlelebnis
HAMFI LEVEL Honeyville  BoxElder County  Honeyville  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 100.0
(<80% HAMFI) 1154 149.1 105.1 109.9 (<50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 66.7
(<309 HAMFI) 6.7 1027 %7 5.6 (30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Hooper, 2011-2015

Hooper's Renter Households by Income Hooper's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

[ | Extrelmely Low Income 75
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(<30% HAMFI) (<A K
Very -
e oviane 0
(30-50% HAMFI) 100 (<50% HAMFI) ()
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Lowlncome ()
15 (<30% HAMFI) 0
= Non-Low Income 15 0%
(=80% HAMFI) 0 : i
: Hooper's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Hooper's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 50
(<80% HAMFI) -
X
S
o
= Very -10
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= : :
2 = 2 = s & Hooper'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S 2 s S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . 5 5
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Hooper and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_clm‘:n 300.0
per 100Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Hooper ~ Weber County  Hooper ~ Weber County Very
Low Income Lowlincome (.0
(<80% HAVE) 00 1408 600 1039 (<S0%HAMF)
Very Low Income
(SSO% HAMH) 0.0 132.7 0.0 84.9 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO"‘G 0.0
(<30% HAME) 0.0 60.0 0.0 %.6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Huntington, 2011-2015

Huntington's Renter Households by Huntington's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 240
(<30% HAVIF) I
Very -
Low Income L Vlery 180
(30-50% HAMFI) o o
soone) |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 80

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Huntington's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Huntington's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income L
=
S
o
= Very 115
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
=
NG 3 Extremely 50
LS P Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) ')
= R = = Huntington'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S S S .
e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 2824

Comparison of Huntington and Emery County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAVEILEVEL  Htingon  EmeryConty  Hunington  Emery County [N
Low Income Low Income 976.9
(<80% HAVF) 4 BE 159 102 (<50%HAMF)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome
(<30% HAMF) 26.7 1700 1333 %.0 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

266.7
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Affordable Housing Gap: Hurricane, 2011-2015

Hurricane's Renter Households by Hurricane's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
e A
s 0
Very
vey  [NN615]
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) LowIncome 500
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 205

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) IO

(280% HANF) Hurricane's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Hurricane's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e 2
(<80% HAMFI) I
I
<o
o very -115
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
X Extremely
S 2 Low Income
- = -
2 -° = =&  Hurricane's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= . < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison o Hurricane and Washington County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 167.4
0
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Hurricane ~ Washington County  Hurricane ~ Washington County Very
Low Income Low Income 81.3
(<80% HANF) 1674 1034 %20 w6 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\Q'"CO"WE 50.6
(<30% HAMF) 506 8.3 173 %7 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Hyde Park, 2011-2015

Hyde Park's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Hyde Park's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
o
o
o
~—
=
o
({e)
N~
L = -° N
S 2 — <
o o | o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Hyde Park and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL HydePark  CacheCounty  HydePark  Cache County
Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 107.5 1375 700 1013
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 533 1346 267 754
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 2.7 57.7 6.7 27

Hyde Park's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units = Available Units
oo
e O —r] N
vey 5]

Low Income 8

(<50% HAMF) [
curercly  [NMMIN0)

Low Income 4
(<30% HAMFI) -

Hyde Park's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 3
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

J
-11

Hyde Park's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

- 53.3

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 107.5

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Hyrum, 2011-2015

Hyrum's Renter Households by Income Hyrum's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 395

Low Income 35 110 (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) Ty

Very
vey [N L70)
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income 135
(<50% HAMEFI) -
Low Income
N cverey  IRESS]

Low Income 60

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .

(280% HAMFD Hyrum's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Hyrum's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome k2
(<80% HAMFI) 1
§ 5 Very -35
Low Income
TR
Extremely -75
Low Income
EATUNE
= = = S & Hyrum'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
N - (an) -
B 5 c =3 per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 116.1

Comparison of Hyrum and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Hyrum  CacheCounty  Hyrum  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 79.4
(<80% HAMFI) 116.1 1375 99.6 101.3 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 44.4
(<30% HAMEI) 444 517 185 2.1 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Ivins, 2011-2015

lvins's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income

(<30% HAMF) 235

31.5%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)
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Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)
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m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

lvins's Proportion of Cost Burdened
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Ey S
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Ivins and Washington County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units

Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Ivins ~ Washington County  Ivins ~ Washington County
Low Income
(<80% HAM) 1135 1434 784 94.6
Very Low Income
(<50% HAM) 1190 820 511 5L7
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 1800 65.3 0.0 6.7

lvins's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 505

250

Very
Low Income

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

Low Income 90
(<30% HAMFI) 0

lvins's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 60
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

40

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Ivins's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

40

| Available Units per 100

(<80% HAMFI) 1135

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

119.0

Extremely
Lowincome (.0
(=30% HAMEFI)

180.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Kamas, 2011-2015

Kamas's Renter Households by Income Kamas's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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B S S S S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Kamas and Summit County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (<80% HAMF) 113.8
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Kamas ~ SummitCounty ~ Kamas  SummitCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 104.2
(<80% HAMF) 1138 189.9 98.6 1214 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 733 105.7 46.7 493 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Kanab, 2011-2015

Kanab's Renter Households by Income Kanab's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 095 Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 395
(<30% HAVIF) s
Very
vy  [N1600
ngVégg/Of:zMH Low Income 210
(30-50% HAMFI) 75 (<50% Hawl) - |IEZSN
Low Income 0
(50-80% HAMFI) 18.8% Extremely -
Low Income 65

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .0

(280% HANF) Kanab's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Kanab's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e L)
(<80% HAMFI) 1
Very 50
X Low Income
§ (<50% HAMFI) -
= Extremely 220
3 = Low Income
p (<30% HAMFI) -
<
. = = = Kanab'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
< s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Comparison of Kanab and Kane County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

154.9

HAMFI LEVEL Kanab  KaneCounty Kanab  Kane County Very
Low Income Low Income 1313
(<80% HAMFI) 154.9 1783 99.6 119.7 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 76.5
(<30% HAMFI) 76.5 152.9 235 55.0 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Kaysville, 2011-2015

Kaysville's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely 320
Low Income 29.9%

(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Kaysville's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
© o
3 <
© Lo
(=)
. =9 = S
< < S 2
~— o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Kaysville and Davis County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing
Units per L00Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Kaysville  DavisCounty  Kaysville  DavisCounty
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 116.0 145.9 93.2 100.3
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 144.9 117.0 86.7 66.2
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 1174 54.7 58.7 26.8

Kaysville's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units

owome ]

e 1e8]
vy I 40]

Low Income 710

sy
—

Low Income 270

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Kaysville's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

m Available Units

940

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 130
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

220

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

L=l
Ll
40

Kaysville's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental

Units per 100 Renters
| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
Low Income 116 0
(<80% HAMFI) :
Very
Low Income 144.9
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely
Low Income 1174
(<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: La Verkin, 2011-2015

La Verkin's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income 75

(<30% HAMFI) 60 29.4%
23.5%

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

La Verkin's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
~
(e o)
D
=
S
2
=
~
(e o)
o
~ L =
e S 2
[ e <
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of La Verkin and Washington County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL LaVerkin ~ Washington County  LaVerkin ~ Washington County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1043 1434 88 6
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) %3 820 178 517
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 53 6.3 0.0 6.7

La Verkin's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Low Income

219

1 76]

vey [N

Low Income 49

(<50% HAMEFI) -

ciremely  [NTS]

LowIncome 4

(<30% HAMFI) 0

La Verkin's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 9

(<80% HAMFI) -
Very -86

Low Income
(50 HANF) mo

Extremely 71

Low Income
(<30% HANF) E

La Verkin's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Very
Low Income 36.3
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

0.6.3

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Layton, 2011-2015

Layton's Renter Households by Income Layton's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Low Income

W Extremely 1.125

Low Income <80% HAMFI 5,620
(oA 193% S — o)
- vy (24201
30-50%Havr) | 1,030 (SL‘S’\(;V,,/!’“&%TA‘;I) | 2,950
Low Income 17.7%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 790
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) .)
(280% HAMFD Layton's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Layton's Proportion of Cost Burdened T T
Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁmil) Il 2
s 0 10
= = Very 530
15S) = Low Income
«© (<50% HAMFI) .
Extremely -600
Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
~ . .
= 8 = = = Layton'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
- = = per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 158.5

Comparison of Layton and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Layton  DavisCounty Layton  Davis County Very
Low Income Low Income 1219
(<80% HAMEI) 158.5 145.9 103.1 100.3 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO"WE 56.8
(<30% HAME) 5.8 54.7 25 2.8 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

91


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Lehi, 2011-2015

Lehi's Renter Households by Income

Level
W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 745
29.0%
Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)
2,565
Low Income
50-80% HAMFI
(SO0 FANEY 445
17.3%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Lehi's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
o >
=
—
i
({e)
= L S
m oc e
~ o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Lehi and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental
housing Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Lehi  Utah County Lehi  Utah County
Low Income
(<80% HAME1) 119.9 133.4 76.7 93.2
Very Low Income
(<50% HAME1) 63.3 88.1 19.1 417
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 418 56.6 75 21.3

Lehi's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1,829

494

Very
Low Income

(<50% HAMEFI) l
Extremely -

LowIncome 160
(<30% HAMFD) |25

Lehi's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 304

(<80% HAMFI) -
Very -286

Low Income
ey S

Extremely -175

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
Lehi's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units

per 100 Renters
| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
Low Income 119 9
(<80% HAMFI) :
Very

Low Income 63.3
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income 5 478
(<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Lewiston, 2011-2015

Lewiston's Renter Households by Income Lewiston's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 25 Low Income _

Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI 9%
(<305 A 0% N
e oy 0
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HAMF) (SLgmmin — 7
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 25
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAM) Lewiston's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Lewiston's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 20
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
ES Lowvlflrc)gme 2
o
= (<50% HAMFI) -
X Extremely 5
g Low Income
e (<30% HAMFI) -
= = S = = =  Lewiston'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S - = < S <o Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Lewiston and Cache County's Atiordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘é‘%"l_clmzn - 126.7
per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Lewiston ~ CacheCounty  Lewiston  Cache County Very -
Low Income Low Income 150.0
(<80% HAMEI) 1267 1375 9.7 101.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMEFI) 150.0 134.6 80.0 754 Extremely
Extremely Low Income Low Income 125.0
(<30% HAMEI) 1250 57.1 500 21 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Lindon, 2011-2015

Lindon's Affordable & Available Rental

Lindon's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Lindon's Proportion of Cost Burdened

170

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
A
S
S
~—
=
=
8
=
3p)
Lo
@ (=] (=)
X X
N
- -
Extremely Very Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Lindon and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMEFI LEVEL Lindon  Utah County  Lindon  Utah County

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 117.6 1334 91.2 93.2
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMEFI) 67.6 88.1 26.5 417
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 25.0 56.6 8.3 21.3

X
=

o

Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

m Renter Households

Low Income
(<80% HAMEFI)

Very
Low Income

Housing Gap
Affordable Units

115

(<50% HAMF) B}
curerely  [NA20]

Low Income

30

(<30% HAMEFI) I]-O

Lindon's Affordable & Available Rental

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

| Available Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Affordable Units

Housing Deficit

1
o
o
1
ol
(&a]

per 100 Renters

67.6

25.0

m Available Units

400

H Available Units

60

Lindon's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units

Affordable Units per 100

117.6

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Logan, 2011-2015

Logan's Renter Households by Income Logan's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 2!665 Low Income _

Low Income 28 7% (580% HAMFI) 9,345
e oy A
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) 2’025 9 27 5 (ig‘(’){yl“ﬁm;n 5,950
22.3% : i R 41|
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 1,030
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) .75
(280% HAMF) Logan's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Logan's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income —
(<80% HAMFI)
fico
=
oo
S L Vlefy 1,720
o 0w Income
§ (<50% HAMFI) -
~
Extremely 21135
Low Income '
e |
o S : :
- & X = = Logan'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
= o S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Logan and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (éggwﬁm 1355
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Logan  CacheCounty Logan  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 140.7
(<80% HAMF) 1355 1375 1028 1003 (<S0%HAMF)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 416
(<30% HAME) 416 51.7 219 27 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Manti, 2011-2015

Manti's Renter Households by Income Manti's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 235
(<30% HAVIF) 5]
e -
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HAMF) (SLgmmin i 130
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 20
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) .0
(280% HAM) Manti's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Manti's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e )
(<80% HAMFI) 0
=
S
o
S L Vlery 90
0w [ncome
(<50% HAMFI) -
S
= Extremely -25
Low Income
g (<30% HAMFI) -
({e)
= °° = = =& Manti'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
L=l S s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Manti and Sanpete County’s Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 151.6
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Manti  SanpeteCounty  Manti  Sanpete County Very

(<80% HAVE) 516 195 100 1056 (<50% HAMF)

Low Income Low Income
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\Q'"Wme 444
(<30% HAMFI) 4.4 122.9 2.2 486 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Mapleton, 2011-2015

Mapleton's Renter Households by Mapleton's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

u Extrelmely Low Income 165
Ow income <80% HAMFI
(<30% HAVIF) 105 ]
45.7%
ey ey ISO)
20509 HAWF Lowlncome 25
(30-50% HAMF) 230 (<s0% A 8]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely .
LowIncome 10
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income ]_53;V (=30% ) l)
(280% HAMFD 70 Mapleton's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Mapleton's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o -
I
o
= S Very -25
Lo Low Income
< (<50% HAMFI) -
=
NG Extremely -5
L0 Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) '
2 2 & =&  Mapleton'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
d (9.p] - .
< < - < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Mapleton and Utah County's Atfordabe & Avallable Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 1065
= 0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAVFILEVEL  Mepleton  UahConty  Mepleton  UtehCounty RS
Low Income Low Income 50.0
(<80% HAMFI) 106.5 1334 69.7 93.2 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

66.7
(<30% HAMF) 667 5.6 6.7 23 (S30%HAMR) -

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Marriott-Slaterville, 2011-2015

Marriott-Slaterville's Renter Households Marriott-Slaterville's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units = Available Units

W Extremely 35 Low Income _

Low Income (580% HAMF') 135

(<30 AP |

ey ey GO

1y

Low Income

(30-50% HAMFI) (é%v/'“ﬁiﬂi.) sy &

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 20

m Non-Low Income (305 HAMED) Il

(280% HAMFY) Marriott-Slaterville's Affordable &

Available Rental Housing Deficit
Marriott-Slaterville's Proportion of Cost
Affordable Units | Available Units

Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 40
(<80% HAMFI) 0
=
S
o
= Very 30
X Low Income
g (<50% HAMFI) .
Extremely -15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
-° S = & Marriott-Slaterville's Rate of Affordable & Available
= < s < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Marriott-Slaterville and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAVI) 142.1
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Marrioft-Slaterville  Weber County ~ Marriot-Slaterville ~ Weber County Very
Low Income Low Income 150.0
(<B0% HAVE) 1 1408 1000 1039 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 57.1
(<309 HAVE) 571 500 14 %6 (<30%HAMED

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Mendon, 2011-2015

Mendon's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income

Mendon's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

vy [N
Low Income

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 34

24

(280% HAMF) Mendon's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Mendon's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income =
(<80% HAMF)) |
=
(=)
o
= Very 16
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) |0
Extremely | )
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
L = 2 L2 = £ = Mendon's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s < = s 2 s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Mendon and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_clmzn 2833
per 100Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Mendon  CacheCounty  Mendon  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 300.0
(<80% HAMFI) 2833 1375 100.0 101.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 100.0
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0 517 100.0 2.1 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Midvale, 2011-2015

Midvale's Renter Households by Income Midvale's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Extremel
" o lreore 1,585 %k HA 6,190
(<30% HAMF) 24.3% T —— 0]

Very Very _
I(_ggvslgg/onqz ) Low Income 1,835
- 0
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income 13.6%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

LowIncome 370

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) I160

(2809% HAMF) Midvale's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Midvale's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 2125
(<80% HAMFI) 15
53 =
o S Very -645
o S Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) _
Extremely -1295
Low Income :
< (<30% HAMFI) -
N
& = S Midvale's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 152.3

Comparison of Midvale and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Midvale ~SaltLakeCounty ~ Midvale  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 74.0
(<80% HAMFI) 152.3 143.0 99.6 100.3 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 0y 23.2
(<30% HAMF) 22 07 100 22 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Midway, 2011-2015

Midway's Renter Households by Income Midway's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 285
(<309% HAMF) 3]
very vy  [NGS]
050K ) Lowiniome 45
- (<50% Hamr) S
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 15
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) ‘
(280% HAMF) Midway's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Midway's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e 2l
(<80% HAMFI) -
=
(=)
o
= Very 40
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
c°§ Extremely -30
2 Low Income
R (<30% HAMFI) -
=
Lo - 1 -
° o= S Midway's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S = Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Midway and Wasatch County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per -0 Income 1839
(<80% HAMFI)
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Midway  Wasatch County  Midway ~ Wasatch County Very

Low Income Low Income -
(<80% HAMFI) 183.9 159.3 83.9 1016 (=50% HAMEFI)

Very Low Income

(<50% HAMEI) 529 716 529 432 Extremely

Extremely Low Income Low Income 33.3
(<30% HAMFI) 33 46.0 33 170 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Milford, 2011-2015

Milford's Renter Households by Income Milford's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

u Extrelmely Low Income 130
Ow Income <80% HAMFI
(o % 0 —
y 28.0% 24.0%
i vey (N5
Low Income
e o)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 50
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HANF) Milford's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Milford's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e 2
(<80% HAMFI) I
Very 55
5 Low Income
S (<50% HAMFI) l
I —
o r~
) Extremely 10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
R 2 R = = Milford's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o o o o o
< e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparlson of Milford and Beaver County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (<80% HAMF) 123.8
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Milford  Beaver County ~ Milford  Beaver County Very
Low Income Low Income 1733
(<80% HAMF) 1238 1459 1038 1153 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 125.0
(<30% HAMFI) 125.0 407.7 75.0 65.0 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Millville, 2011-2015

Millville's Renter Households by Income Millville's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

u Extrelmely Low Income S 55
Ow Income <80% HAMFI
i S
Very Very .
Low Income Low Income 35
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) 0
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 15
(<30% HAMFD) )
= Non-Low Income [9 0
>80% HAMFI J TRETTIN :
(280% HAMFI) 8.3% Millville's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Millville's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
[
Renter Households Affordable Units Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘gy'”ﬁmil) i
S 0
X X .
S S
o o
= = Very 31
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) .
Extremely 15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
L2 = 2 e~ £ = Millville's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s e = < s 2 Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Millville and Cache County's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing (ig‘é‘g/'";m‘zn 392.9
Units per 100 Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Millville ~ Cache County ~ Millville  Cache County Very
Low Income Lom; Income 0.0 875.0
(<80% HAMFI) 392.9 1375 128.6 101.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income i‘;‘(’)‘g/'";‘;\"d‘;l 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.2 51.7 0.0 22.1 (=30% )

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

103


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Moab, 2011-2015

Moab's Renter Households by Income Moab's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 7
Low Income (580% HAMF') 35
(<30% HAVIF) s
e ey 20

ry
Low Income
Low Income 365
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) _
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extemely  IMLT0]
Low Income 190
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
>80% HAMFI ' :
(280% HAMFD Moab's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Moab's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
]
Renter Households Affordable Units Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁmil) l 25
<380% _
S § Lowvlflrc)gme &
O. -
8 & (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= o . . .
l Sl = & =  Moab'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
N d o -
< = < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Moab and Grand County's Affordable & Available Rental housing <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 153.1
Units per 100 Renter Households ’
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Moab  GrandCounty Moab  Grand County Very

Low Income LO"‘{)'"C"me 125.9

(<80% HAMEFI) 1531 158.6 94.8 1178 (<50% HAMEFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO'"E 108.6

(<30% HAME) 108.6 97.1 457 486 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Mona, 2011-2015

Mona's Renter Households by Income Mona's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 25 Low Income _

50

Low Income 0 80% HAMFI)
(<305 A 30.2% e —
e ey )
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) 69 é‘é&l"ﬁiﬂin sl =
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
25 Low Income 10
(<30% HAMFI)
= Non-Low Income 362% 0 0
(=80% HAMFI) : . .
Mona's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Mona's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 0
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
Very 10
Low Income
oonnr) [
§ Extremely 10
< o Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) 0
<O'_
S S = Mona's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o o o o o
e < e < < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Mona and Juab County’s Affordable & Avallable Rental housing ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 100.0
. 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Mona JuabCounty Mona  JuabCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 140.0
(<80% HAMFI) 100.0 1479 84.0 103.8 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.1 1346 0.0 462 (<30% HAMFD

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Monroe, 2011-2015

Monroe's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Monroe's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened

= X

o o

o o

o (am)

~— o |

Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Monroe and Sevier County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per L00Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Monrog  Sevier County  Monroe  Sevier County
Low Income
(<80% HAME) 1358 1457 100.0 106.5
Very Low Income
(<50% HAME]) 105.0 158.6 62.5 94.3
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 8.0 100.0 0.0 56.4

Monroe's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
Low Income 129

| ]

vey G0l

Low Income 84

s )

ciremely  [NS0]

LowIncome 4

(<30% HAMFI)

Monroe's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units

Low Income 34
(<80% HAMFI) 0

Very 4
Low Income
i 5
Extremely -46
Low Income
ST

Monroe's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

v _

(<80% HAMFI) 1358

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

105.0

Extremely
Low Income

0.08.0

(<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Monticello, 2011-2015

Monticello's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Monticello's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened

S l

o

r~ X = X X X =
o~ o o (=} (=) o (=)

o o o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Monticello and San Juan County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Availahle Units

HAMEFI LEVEL Monticello  SanJuan County ~ Monticello  San Juan County
Low Income
(<80% HAM) 218 1733 135 1181
Very Low Income
(<50% HAM) 3133 2438 1253 1141
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 136.4 137 5.5 71

Monticello's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
orione D] ,
S —]

vey 75
Low Income 235

s o
Extremely -

Low Income 75

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Monticello's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 145

(<80% HAMFI) -
very 160

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) .

Extremely 20

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) .

Monticello's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 2318

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

3133

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

136.4

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Morgan, 2011-2015

Morgan's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Morgan's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
X
S ™
> <t
© ©
Lo
Lo
. 2 = L =
(=} (=) o (=}
o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Morgan and Morgan County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Morgan ~ Morgan County ~ Morgan  Morgan County
Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 1433 1418 9.7 9.2
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1348 1208 730 68.8
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 122.2 9.3 66.7 435

Morgan's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
o ieame S0
R .
vey [ 115]
Low Income 155

s o
Extremely -

Low Income 55

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Morgan's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 65
(<80% HAMF) 9

Very 40

sovvur [N

(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely 10

Low Income -

(<30% HAMFI)
Morgan's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

| Available Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

1433

134.8

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

1222

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Moroni, 2011-2015

Moroni's Renter Households by Income Moroni's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income

v )
\Ifsxlncome Lowvlircx;me 55
(30-50% HAMF) (<50% HAMFI) -

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 25

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Moroni's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Moroni's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income L
(<80% HAMFI) I
Very 40
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
NS L = S0 = = = Moroni'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S 3 S 3 s 2 S 3
S < ° < = < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Moroni and Sanpete County’s Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 1475
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Moroni  Sanpete County ~ Moroni  Sanpete County Very
Low Income Low Income 366.7
(<80% HAMF) 1475 1395 9.0 105.6 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 166.7
(<30% HAMFI) 166.7 1229 1000 4856 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Mount Pleasant, 2011-2015

Mount Pleasant's Renter Households by Mount Pleasant's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI)
et S26% 10 ‘ K

275

Very
vey 165
Low Income
Low Income 210
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 80

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Mount Pleasant's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Mount Pleasant's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 100
(<80% HAMFI) -
Very 45
Low Income
< (<50% HAMFI) l
)
LO
© Extremely -10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
o = S 2R Mount Pleasant's Rate of Affordable & Available
= S 2 » S ;
= < < = < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 157.1

Comparison of Mount Pleasant and Sanpete County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Housgholds

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL MountPleasant ~ SanpefeCounty  MountPleasant  Sanpete County Very
LowIncome Low Income 1273
(<8000 HAVE) LI 1305 o 1056 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

- 88.9
(<30% HANE) 89 129 50 g5 | (S30%HAMD)

ExtremelyLow Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Murray, 2011-2015

Murray's Renter Households by Income Murray's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
kovgg(;c?{rza o (<80% HAMFI) 6,705
Very Very _
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Lowncome 2465
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 460

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) I155

(280% HAMF) Murray's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Murray's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income Ll
(<80% HAMFI) Il 40
=
S S Very -390
S Low Income
= (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -880
XX Low Income
N (<30% HAMFI) -
<
= £ =& Murray'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
Ey S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Murray and Salt Lake County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 143.9
0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Murray ~ SaltLakeCounty  Murray  SaltLake County Very

Low Income Low Income
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\L Income 6
(<30% HAMFI) 33 307 116 202 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Myton, 2011-2015

Myton's Renter Households by Income Myton's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 99
I(_iv;/ol(r;cc;lr;:;‘a/| " (<80% HAMFI)
= 0 _
Very
vy [NGS]
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income %
(<50% HAMEFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 4

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) I

(280% HAMFD Myton's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Myton's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
49
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e
<80% HAMFI
S
P =
= § Very 4
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -16
Low Income
(<30% HAMF) -
L2 X = = Myton'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
[=) =) =) [=)
e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Myton and Duchesne County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 198.0
0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Myton  Duchesne County ~ Myton  Duchesne County Very
Low Income Low Income 111.4
(<80% HAMF) 1980 1804 1300 1071 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 20.0
(<30% HAMFI) 20 1027 20 35 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Naples, 2011-2015

Naples's Renter Households by Income Naples's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 74
(S0 AN N —r
s 0
Very 5|
Low Income 25 o

Low Income 29

(30-50% HAMFI) 93 80 10 5 (<50% HAvF) |G

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
10 Low Income 4
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 9.5% (<30% ) .
(280% HAMFD Naples's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Naples's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 24
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
X X X
o o o
(= o (=
= = = Very 4
Low Income
TN
Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
= R = = Naples's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S S S 9
< < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Naples and Uintah County's Atordable & Available Rental housing ig‘(’)‘f)/'"l_cl‘;\ml 148.0
. 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Naples  Uintah County  Naples  Uintah County Very
Low Income Low Income 116.0
(<80% HAMFI) 148.0 2139 740 120.7 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 26.7
(<30% HAMFI) 2.7 8.7 2.7 457 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Nephi, 2011-2015

Nephi's Renter Households by Income Nephi's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 240
(30K N —
s 0
Very
vey 1400
Low Income
Low Income 175
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 55

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .

(280% HAMF) Nephi's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Nephi's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income i
(<80% HAMFI) 1
= very 35
- Low Income
* (<50% HAMFI) 1.
=
o
S Extremely -20
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
S
2 e~ = = Nephi'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
= < s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Neph and Juab County's Afordzble & Available Rental housing (éggwﬁm 1455
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Nephi  JuabCounty ~ Nephi  JuabCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 125.0
(<80% HAMEI) 1455 1479 9.4 103.8 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"CO'“E 133
(<30% HAMFI) 73.3 134.6 26.7 46.2 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Nibley, 2011-2015

Nibley's Renter Households by Income Nibley's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 75 Low Income _

Low Income <80% HAMFI 110
(<30% HAMFI) 46.9% (EELARERT |
o oy S
kggv Figg/(:rﬂf\wl) Low Income 80
i (<50% HAMFI) .
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
25 Low Income 20
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income 15.6% (<30% )0
(280% HAMFD Nibley's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Nibley's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘fy'”ﬁmil) =
s 0
< o
S
o
= Very 35
Low Income
(<50 A [-ss R
=
S Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S = = = Nibley'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o - -
= < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Nibley and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (ig‘é‘g/'";z",\}‘in 917
Units per 100 Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Nibley ~ CacheCounty  Nibley  Cache County Very
Low Income LOV\; Income 177.8
(<80% HAMEFI) 917 1315 58.3 101.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"COme 0.0 100.0
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0 51.7 0.0 2.7 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: North Logan, 2011-2015

North Logan's Renter Households by North Logan's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

. Extrelmely 260 Low Income 820
ow Income ]
(<30% HAMF) 21.8% (<80% HAMFI) I
Very
ey IS
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income 245
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income 15.0%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 90

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) l5

(280% HAMFD North Logan's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
North Logan's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e L8
(<80% HAMFI) .
N i Vlefy -120
3 ow Income
~ 2
Extremely -135
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 = = NorthLogan's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= ©  muiien Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1312

Comparison of North Logan and Cache County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL NorthLogan ~ CacheCounty  NorthLogan  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1312 1315 904 1013 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 40.0
(<30% HAMFI) 400 5.7 156 01 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: North Ogden, 2011-2015

North Ogden's Renter Households by North Ogden's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income 810
A T —]
s 0
Very -
Low Income L Vlery 285
(30-50% HAMFI) o o
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely l)

LowIncome 60
(<30% HAMFD) 15

North Ogden's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

North Ogden's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome ial
(<80% HAMFI) 0
Very 120
o Low Income
S ?, (<50% HAMFI) -
o ~
~
Extremely 10
= Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) .
S
2 2 = = NorthOgden'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
Ll S  mesm S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

, f Low Income
Comparison of North Ogden and Weber County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMIF) 218.9
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL NorthOgden ~ Weber County  NorthOgden ~ Weber County Very
Low Income Low Income 172.7
(<80% HANFI) 2189 1408 100.0 103.9 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 120.0
(<30% HANFI) 1200 60.0 300 %6 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: North Salt Lake, 2011-2015

North Salt Lake's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

North Salt Lake's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
2 2
o
(o)
Sl = S
S (= o (=)
N o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of North Salt Lake and Davis County's Aftordable & Avatlable Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL North Saltlake  DavisCounty  North SaltLake  DavisCounty
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 7 1459 1000 100.3
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 1019 170 B4 6.2
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) u7 57 120 %38

North Salt Lake's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units

540

m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1,410

Very
Low Income

(<s0% wawiey - 230}
curerely  [NGT0)

LowIncome 130
(<30% HAMFI) '5

North Salt Lake's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 415
(<80% HAMFI) 0
Very 10
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -245
Low Income

North Salt Lake's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

E -

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1417

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

101.9

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Oakley, 2011-2015

Oakley's Renter Households by Income Oakley's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

| Extrelmely 15 Low Income 90
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(30% HAMF) 16.9% Y —
i ey )
ry
Low Income
(30-50% HAMF) (SLgmmin — 7
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) 35 Extremely l
0 Low Income 40
39.3% (<30% HAVIF) |
= Non-Low Income
(280% HANF) Oakley's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Oakley's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai o
(<80% HAMFI) .
=
S
o
S L Vlery 36
0w Income
(<50% HAMF) .
Extremely 36
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) 0
=
= = 2 = = = Oakley'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S i s S s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Oakley and Summit County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (éggwﬁm 4 166.7
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Oakley  SummitCounty  Oakley  SummitCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 2 1923
(<80% HAMEI) 166.7 189.9 1074 1274 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 0 1,000.0
(<30% HAMFI) 1000.0 105.7 100.0 49.3 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Ogden, 2011-2015

Ogden's Renter Households by Income Ogden's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 13580

Lowincome 3,200 2,710 (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) 23 0% 20.2% I — 0,965

o oy 55
Low Income
Low Income
- oo
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 2,800
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAMFD Ogden's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Ogden's Proportion of Cost Burdened Affordable Units | Available Units
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Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(')‘:/'”ﬁmil) I6 2l
= 0 0
< . Vlery 2,060
~ ow Income
8 (<50% HAMFI) -
5
> Extremely -1 895
S Low Income .
oy | TR
= S = = =& Ogden'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o~ ™~ ~ A
- — Sa © per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Ogden and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (<Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:|) 128.1
Units per 100 Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Ogden ~ Weber County  Ogden ~ Weber County Very
Low Income LO"‘{)'"C"me 126.1
(<80% HAMFI) 1281 140.8 1034 1039 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"COme 59.6
(<30% HAMFI) 5.6 60.0 338 %56 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

120


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Orangeville, 2011-2015

Orangeville's Renter Households by Orangeville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income 114
A e —)]
s 0
Very _
Low Income L Vlery 110
(30-50% HAMFI) o o
s o |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 15

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Orangeville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Orangeville's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
69
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome
<80% HAMFI
s e
S
o
= Very 80
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMF) -
R . :
ol = L2 X = = Orangeville's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S S 3 S 3 .
< e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Orangeville and Emery County's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 2533
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Orangeville  EmeryCounty  Orangeville  Emery County Very
Low Income Low Income 366.7
(<80% HAMFI) 2533 1816 1378 1402 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 0.0 100.0
(<30% HAMFI) 1000 1700 0.0 9.0 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Orem, 2011-2015

Orem's Renter Households by Income Orem's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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g 245 T —
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Low Income Very

Low Income 3,665
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Extremely _
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Low Income 20.2%
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Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b o 2k
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Extremely -1430
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= (<30% HAMFI) -
2 . .
l 8 = = = Orem'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
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Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
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Comparison of Orem and Utah County’s Affordable & Avallable Rental housing ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 143.2
. 0
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Orem  UtahCounty  Orem  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 855
(<80% HAMFI) 1432 1334 97.4 93.2 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(550% HAMH) 85.5 88.1 46.2 41,7 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 353
(<30% HAMEI) 3.3 56.6 165 213 (<30% HAMFD

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Panguitch, 2011-2015

Panguitch's Renter Households by
Income Level
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Comparison of Panguitch and Garfield County's Attordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Panguitch  GarfieldCounty  Panguitch  Garfield County
Low Income
(<80% HAVF) 1471 155.8 1035 1204
Very Low Income
(<50% HAVF) 1909 2029 709 1147
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 128.6 200.0 714 65.0

| o]

Panguitch's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

m Available Units
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Panguitch's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
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Low Income 1 47 1
(<80% HAMFI) d

Very
Low Income 190.9
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely

Low Income 128.6
(<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Park City, 2011-2015

Park City's Renter Households by Income
Level
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Comparison of Park City and Summit County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL ParkCity ~ SummitCounty  ParkCity  SummitCounty
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 519 189.9 1574 1214
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 2446 185.1 155.4 1204
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 109.8 105.7 45 43

Park City's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
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Extremely
Low Income
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Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Parowan, 2011-2015

Parowan's Renter Households by Income Parowan's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
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(30.50% HAME) Low Income 145

(<50% HAMFI) _

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 85

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .

(280% HANF) Parowan's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Parowan's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e il
(<80% HAMFI) I;
< Very 0
& Low Income
b= (<50% HAMFI) _
2
o
= = Extremely 5
P Low Income
e (<30% HAMFI) -
. e~ £ = Parowan's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Parowan and Iron County’s Affordable & Available Rental housing (<Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:|) 145.7
. = 0
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMEFI LEVEL Parowan IronCounty  Parowan  Iron County Very
Low Income Low Income 100.0
(<80% HAMF) 1457 1416 1029 114 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 106.3
(<30% HAMFY) 106.3 205 %0 518 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Payson, 2011-2015

Payson's Renter Households by Income Payson's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 295 Low Income
(€505 AN Bt ) ]
= 0
Very
vy  [N5L0]

Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Lowncome 500

18.3% : (<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income el
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

LowIncome 140

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) l)

(280% HAMFD Payson's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Payson's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 2l
(<80% HAMFI) -
?\rc; Very 10
% Low Income s
N
%
Extremely -150
Low Income
~
. i £ = = Payson'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
e S S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Payson and Utah County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 1255
. 0

Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Payson  UtahCounty  Payson  Utah County Very
Low Income

1255 1334 84.5 93.2 (<50% HAMFI)

98.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 48.3
(<30% HAMFI) 483 56.6 17.2 2.3 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Perry, 2011-2015

Perry's Renter Households by Income Perry's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income

Low Income 70 (<80% HAMF) 145
(<3 e 18.3% 1
ver vy (NG5
ngv Figg/omMH Low Income 100
(30-50% HAN) 145 (ssos avir) - NG
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 30
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 35 0 0 (<30% ) 0
% 0, * 1 g
(280% HANF) 24.1% Perry's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Perry's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 40
(<80% HAMFI) .
g
o
= Very 65
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) |0
= Extremely 30
P Low Income
- (<30% HAMFI) |0
L = 2 e~ = = Perry'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
s o = s s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Perry and Box Elder County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";z",\}‘in 138.1
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Perry  BoxElderCounty  Perry  BoxElder County Very

(<80% HAMF) 1381 149.1 1048 109.9 (<50% HAMFI)

Low Income Low Income
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 03 1027 0.0 56.6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Plain City, 2011-2015

Plain City's Renter Households by Plain City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

mEienely owieome s
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 0
(<30% HAMFI) 0
Very Ve 0
ry
Low Income
Lowlncome ()
(30-50% HAMFI) 30 (<50% HAMEF)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) 15 Edremely 0
50.0% LowIncome ()
- (<30% HAMFI)
= Non-Low Income 0.0%
(=80% HAMFI) VY Plain City’ .
ain City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Plain City's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e =
=
S
o
= Very 0
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
L R 2 R R = =  PlainCity'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < ° < = ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 00

Comparison of Plain City and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL PlainCity ~ Weber County  PlainCity ~ Weber County Very
Lowincome 0.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 0.0 140.8 0.0 103.9 (=50% HAMEFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 60.0 00 %6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Pleasant Grove, 2011-2015

Pleasant Grove's Renter Households by Pleasant Grove's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
e =
s 0
Very
vey LSS

Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) LowIncome 525

(<50% HAMFI) lo
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 190
m Non-Low Income (<30% HAMFI) DO
o Pleasant Grove's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit

Pleasant Grove's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome 890
(<80% HAMFI) ].
o\o
N >
- 8 Very -610
= Low Income
(<509 ) Fo:s
S
P Extremely -465
=) Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 £ = Pleasant Grove's Rate of Affordable & Available
EEm - Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 142.9

Comparison of Pleasant Grove and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMEFI LEVEL PleasantGrove  Utah County  PleasantGrove  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 46.3
(<80% HAME) 49 134 913 92 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 7 290
(<30% HAMFI) 2.0 5.6 137 13 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Pleasant View, 2011-2015

Pleasant View's Renter Households by Pleasant View's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 235
e T ——
s 0
Very -
Low Income I V|ery 185
(30-50% HAMFI) oW eome
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 10

LowIncome 10

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Pleasant View's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Pleasant View's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e L
(<80% HAMFI) 0
=
S
o
= Very 140
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 0
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) ]'
S
S S S Pleasant View's Rate of Affordable & Available
e < < e < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremel Ve Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Lowmconfe Lowmrg;me (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Pleasant View and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAVI) 2474
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL PleasantView  Weber County  PleasantView  Weber County Very
Low Income Low Income 411.1
(<80% HAVE) u14 8 1000 1039 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 0.0 100.0
(<30% HAME 1000 800 00 %6 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Price, 2011-2015

Price's Renter Households by Income
Level

205

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Price's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
X 0
N o
Pre o
Lo
= L = L =
D o ~
- e o ({=] [aN]
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Price and Carbon County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Price  CarbonCounty  Price  Carbon County

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 1284 158.0 89.9 1115
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 128.1 156.3 76.6 106.3
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 64.7 110.9 49.4 72.3

e 60|

Price's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
Affordable Units

m Renter Households m Available Units

Low Income

1,085

Very
Low Income 820

s o

piremely  [NINA25)]

Low Income 275

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Price's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 240
(<80% HAMFI) -
very 180
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -150
Low Income
o |

Price's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

128.4

128.1

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Providence, 2011-2015

Providence's Renter Households by Providence's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
I(.ov;/()l(r;cclilr;:;‘a/| o 145 (<80% HAMEFI) 350
<30% I ;|
39.2%
Very Very _
Low Ingome Low Income 85
(30-50% HAMF) 370 (<50% HAMF) 3]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
65 LowIncome 30
(<30% HAMFI) I|_0
m Non-Low Income ]_7_6%
(>80% HAMF) Providence's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Providence's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 105
(<80% HAMFI) 6I
Very -15
= = Low Income
= - = (<50% HAMFI) -
= = s
Extremely -5
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) .
2 = = Providence's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
< s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Providence and Cache County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units (<Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:|) 1429
= 0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 87 517 286

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

85.0 134.6 2.0 75.4 Extremely
Low Income

85.7

HAMF LEVEL Providence  CacheCounty  Providence  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 85.0
(<80% HAMFI) 1429 1375 97.6 1013 (50% HAMFI)
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Affordable Housing Gap: Provo, 2011-2015

Provo's Renter Households by Income Provo's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
mEienely 4.250 owieame 14 410]
Low Income <80% HAMFI 17,810
(<305 A 2.2% S —— 0
ver vy (N10,160]
Low Income
Low Income 9,230
(30-50% HAMFI) (st v NIGIEE] '
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 3,695
(<30% HAMF) [illis5

m Non-Low Income

(>80% HAMF) Provo's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Provo's Proportion of Cost Burdened J—— o Avalable Uit
Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘gy‘”ﬁm‘;l) (I il
<ol% -5
S Very -930
g S Low Income
Extremely -1.905
Low Income :
= (<305 HANF) [-41:5
™
Lo 8 -
. « < £ = Provo's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
i S per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Provo and Utah County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing 123.6

. (<80% HAMFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Provo  UtahCounty  Provo  Utah County Very

Low Income Low Income 90.8
(<80% HAMEFI) 1236 1334 9.5 9.2 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
(SSO% HAMH) 90.8 88.1 55.6 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 66.0
(<30% HAMFI) 66.0 56.6 26.5 213 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Richfield, 2011-2015

Richfield's Renter Households by Income Richfield's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 230 Low Income _

Low Income 0, <80% HAMFI 900
(<35 A w0k O —10]
e ey S
ry
Low Income
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) _ 660
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 220
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% RANEY Richfield's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Richfield's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai A
(<80% HAMFI) 5
Very 225
o Low Income
§ (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -35
§’r Low Income
gf (<30% HAMFI) -
=2 S 2 L2 = Richfield's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
By = S S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
: . . \ . ; Low Income
Comparlson ofRichfield and Sevier County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing (<80% HAVI) 135.3
Units per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Richfield  Sevier County  Richfield  Sevier County Very
Low Income Low Income 151.7
(<80% HAMF) 1353 1457 100.8 106.5 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"COme 86.3
(<30% HAVF) 8.3 1000 412 56.4 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Richmond, 2011-2015

Richmond's Renter Households by Richmond's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 110
(<30% HAVIF) 2
e "
kggv égg/i?nljleFl) 25 1 1 5 Lo Incorme il
- (<50 Haver) - S
Low Income 21-7%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 25
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income 25 0 0 (<30% ) 0
(>80% HAMF) 21.1% Richmond's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Richmond's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 60
(<80% HAMFI) |2
Very 35
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) l
RS
X S
2 S Extremely 25
o Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
NS = = =  Richmond'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
(=} (=) (=) o (=} i
e < < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Richmond and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘é‘%"ljmin - 2200
per 100Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Richmond  CacheCounty  Richmond  Cache County Very -
Low Income Low Income 240.0
(<80% HAMFI) 2200 1315 104.0 101.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 200 1346 76.0 754 Extremely
Extremely Low Income Lowlncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 03 5.7 0.0 27 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: River Heights, 2011-2015

River Heights's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

River Heights's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
o
o
M~
S
™
o
Lo
X
ol = 2 =
SR S 3
o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of River Heights and Cache County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL River Heights  Cache County  River Heights  Cache County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1500 1315 8.0 1003
Very Low Income
(<S0% HAMF) 1000 1346 629 .4
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 100.0 517 500 2.1

)

River Heights's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units

m Available Units

Low Income

75

vey NS5

Low Income 35

(<50% HAMEFI) _

ciremely  [N20]

Low Income 20

(<30% HAMEFI) -

River Heights's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 25
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)

0

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

0
River Heights's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

150.0

100.0

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

100.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Riverdale, 2011-2015

Riverdale's Renter Households by Riverdale's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

] Extrelmely 185 Low Income 990
ow Income 0 <80% HAMEFI)
(305 20.1% ‘ I
Very
vy [N 390]
Low Income
Low Income 620
e 895 (s
Low Income 300
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely .

33.5%

LowIncome 90
(<30% HAMFI) '

Riverdale's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Riverdale's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome i
(<80% HAMFI) -
very 230
Low Income
< (<50% HAMFI) .
~
‘é\c; S Extremely 0
= Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -2'
S . .
l = = = =  Riverdale'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Riverdale and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_clm:l) - 172.2
per 100Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Riverdale ~ WeberCounty  Riverdale  Weber County Very -
Low Income Low Income 159.0
(<80% HAVI) 2 408 2T 189 (<S0%HAME)
Very Low Income

(<30% HAMF) 1000 600 722 %6 (<30% HAMF)

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

137


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Riverton, 2011-2015

Riverton's Renter Households by Income Riverton's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income 970
A T ")
s 0
Very -
Low Income L Vlery 250
(30-50% HAMFI) oW eome
(<50% HAMFI) l]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely l)

LowlIncome 130

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) |10

(280% HAMF) Riverton's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Riverton's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 40
(<80% HAMFI) .
S = Very 60
] % Low Income
& S (<50% HAMFI) -
2
2 Extremely 70
Lo Low Income
(<30% HAMF) '
S £ = Riverton's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
midm < © Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Riverton and SaltLake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Unitsper ~, LOW Income 194.0
(<80% HAMFI)
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Riverton  SaltLakeCounty  Riverton  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 131.6
(<80% HAMFI) 1940 1430 81.0 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"00'“9 7 216.7
(<30% HAMFI) 6.7 27 167 202 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Roosevelt, 2011-2015

Roosevelt's Renter Households by Roosevelt's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income 784
A e ——
s 0
Very
vy [N290]

Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) Low Income 484

(<50% HAMFI) _
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 149

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .

(2809% HAMF) Roosevelt's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Roosevelt's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g\gi/lnﬁmil) 384
s (] .
Very 194
Low Income
S g (<50% HAMFI) -ZI
= =
Extremely -46
Low Income
§ (<30% HAMFI) -
({=]
l < e~ £ = Roosevelt's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= Sa < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Roosevelt and Duchesne County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_clm:l) 196.0
100Renter Households .
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Roosevelt  Duchesne County ~ Roosevelt  Duchesne County Very
Low Income Low Income 166.9
(<50% HAVE) 190 1804 1185 071 (<50%HAME
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 764
(<30% HAME) T64 1027 %4 %5 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Roy, 2011-2015

Roy's Renter Households by Income Roy's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low |
Low Income (Sg‘gl%nﬁir&in 1,855
(<30% HAVIF) I 0601
e ey IGES
ry
Low Income
Low Income 950
(30-50% HAMFI) (<stvo ) NES]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 230
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) .)5
(280% HAMFD Roy's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Roy's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt ai [
(<80% HAMFI) i 4[I
=
™
&> Very 285
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -135
g" Low Income
3 < (<30% HAMFI) -
™
o 0 . q
= B = =  Roy'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
S 36 n S
[ — © ° per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Roy and Weber County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing 168.6

) (<80% HAMFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Roy  WeberCounty Roy  Weber County Very

Low Income Low Income 1429
(<80% HAVF) 1686 1408 964 1039 (<S0%HAMF)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Lowncome 63.0
(<30% HAME) 63.0 60.0 2838 35.6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Salem, 2011-2015

Salem's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Salem's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
&
= B
=
=
%
o
Lo
LO
Extremely Very Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Salem and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing

Units per 100 Renter Households

Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Salem's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

145

m Available Units

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 280

Very
Low Income

s )
.

Low Income 75
(<30% HAMFI) -
Salem's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 90
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

1
w
1 o
— 1
L i

2 Salem's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
= per 100 Renters
| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1474

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Salem  UtahCounty  Salem  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 82.9
(<80% HAMFI) 1474 1334 97.4 93.2 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(SSO% HAMH) 82.9 88.1 65.7 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 83.3
(<30% HAMFI) 83.3 56.6 333 2.3 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Salina, 2011-2015

Salina's Renter Households by Income Salina's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

oty Lo e s .
Low Income 8.2% (<80% HAMEFI)
(<30% HAVIF) 1% s
Very
vey  [N130]

Low Income

Low Income 180
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 80

(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Salina's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Salina's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units m Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 85
(<80% HAMFI) .
8 o 50
& = Low Income
E E (<50% HAMFI) .
Extremely -35
Low Income
= i 1 o .
§ l = 2 B Salina's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
s S 2 per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Lowincome ~ Non-Low Income , _ _
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Salinaand Sevier County’s Affordable & Avallable Rental housing ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_cl‘;\ml) - 156.7
Units per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Salina  SevierCounty  Salina  Sevier County Very -
Low Income Low Income 1385
(<80% HAMFI) 156.7 1457 90.0 106.5 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
(<509% HAMFI) 1385 158.6 885 94.3 Extremely
Extremely Low Income Low Income 69.6
(<30% HAMF) 69.6 100.0 348 56.4 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Salt Lake City, 2011-2015

Salt Lake City's Renter Households by
Income Level

8,050

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Salt Lake City's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
o\°
N
& =
X
<
r~
=
Q
D (= < o
<~ o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Salt Lake City and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL SaltLakeCity ~SaltlakeCounty  SaltlakeCity  SaltLakeCounty
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 1325 1430 99.3 1003
Very Low Income
(<S00% HAMF) 1030 920 64.1 538
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 4.2 37 55 2.2

(<80% HAMFI)

Salt Lake City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

20,380

m Available Units

Low Income

36,870

Very
Low Income

s o
—

Low Income 4,725
(<30% HAMFI) .05
Salt Lake City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

9,035

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMEFI)

595

ro
=)
<)

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Salt Lake City's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters
Affordable Units per 100

-7,040

| Available Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1325

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

103.0

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

40.2

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Sandy, 2011-2015

Sandy's Renter Households by Income Sandy's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low |
Low Income <g‘(l)\{%nl-cl(/)\rl\rl]lil 5,99
o 1385 I 310
e A0 ey 22
Low Income
Low Income 1.405
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMF) 1,175 Extremely 14,0301
17.5% LowIncome 545
m Non-Low Income (305 HAMED) I25
(280% HAMFD Sandy's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Sandy's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai ol
(<80% HAMFI) _2'
= = Very 800
2 == Low Income
& = (<50% HAMF) -
Extremely -485
F’S Low Income
o3 (<30% HAMFI) -
<t
< = = Sandy'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
=y 2~ per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Sandy and SaltLake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 155.8
0
per 100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Sandy  SaltlakeCounty Sandy  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 155.8 1430 922 100.3 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\Q'"CO"WG 52.9
(<30% HAMF) 52.9 0.7 218 2.2 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Santa Clara, 2011-2015

Santa Clara's Renter Households by Santa Clara's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 224
(<30% HAMF) e
205
Very Vi
Low Income 53.2% Low ﬁ]?;me -59
(30-50% HAMFI) 38 5 (<50% HAMF)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely ‘
Low Income 55
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 35 (<30% ) 0
(280% HAMIF) 9.1% Santa Clara's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Santa Clara's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b o <
X —~
S (=)
o o
= = Very 9
Low Income
£ (S50 AN oo
=
Extremely 40
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) .
2 = = Santa Clara's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S = < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Santa Claraand Washington County's Aftordable & Avallable Rental ousing Units per 100 Lotlizalis 878
(<80% HAMFI)
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Avallable Units

HAMFI LEVEL SantaClara  Washington County  SantaClara ~ Washington County Very
Low Income Lowincome (.0 118.0
(<B0% HANF) 818 1034 66.3 .6 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 366.7
(<300 HANEY %67 53 00 257 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Santaquin, 2011-2015

Santaquin's Renter Households by Santaquin's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 470
(€50 k) N —

s 0

Very

vy [N165]
Low Income
Low Income 235

(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAwl) - ]

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 105

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Santaquin's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Santaquin's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 210
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
(<80% HAMFI) -
S
= S very 7
3 Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) I
Extremely 10
Low Income
g§ (<30% HAMFI) -
©
< e~ = =& Santaquin'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s o Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 180.8

Comparison of Santaquin and Juab County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Santaquin  JuabCounty  Santaquin  JuabCounty Very
Low Income Low Income 142.4
(<80% HAMF) 180.8 1479 1192 1038 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

(<30% HAME) 1105 1346 526 462 | (S3HAME)

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Saratoga Springs, 2011-2015

Saratoga Springs's Renter Households Saratoga Springs's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

u EthelmeW Low Income B 570
oW Income <80% HAMFI
(<30% HAMF) I s
Very Very l)
Low Income
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) 35
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 120
LowIncome 10
(<30% HAMFI) ()
= Non-Low Income
(280% HANF) Saratoga Springs's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Deficit
saratoga Springs‘s Proportion of Cost Affordable Units W Available Units
Burdened Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁz",\;il) e
s 0
s < EE |
S (=)
o o
= = Very 5
Low Income
<50% HAMFI -
. BT | |
0
) Extremely -10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -2'
= e~ & &  SaratogaSprings's Rate of Affordable & Available
s s = < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Saratoga Springs and Utah County's Aftodable & Available Rental housing Units er 100 (ig‘é‘g/'";m‘zn 247.8
Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFILEVEL SaratogaSprings  Utah County  SaratogaSprings  Utah County Very
Lowncome LowIncome 0.0 833
(<80% AN 178 1334 674 932 (<50% HAMEFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 00 500
(<305 HAVF 50 %6 00 13 (<30%HAME)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Smithfield, 2011-2015

Smithfield's Renter Households by Smithfield's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 365
(<30% HAVIF) o
y 115
ery _
Low Income 30'7% Lowvliz;yome 125
(30-50% HAMFI) 37 5 (<50% HAMF) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
50 Low Income 60
(<30% HAWF) 5
m Non-Low Income 13.3%
(280% HAMF) Smithfield's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Smithfield's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai L
(<80% HAMFI) ]I
Very 30
RS Low Income
g (<50% HAMFI) .
S Extremely 15
P Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
= = = = =  Smithfield's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
< — s 2 Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Smithtield and Cache County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units (iggﬁ/f)“lj‘;\'mn - 173.8
per 100Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAEILEVEL  Smithield CacheConty  Smithfield CacheCounty [N -
Low Income Low Income 131.6
(<80% HANF) 1738 1375 93 1013 (<50% HAMF)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAVE) 1316 1346 789 754 Extremely
Extremely Low Income Low Income 133.3
(<30% HAMF) 1333 517 3 21 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: South Jordan, 2011-2015

South Jordan's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

South Jordan's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
< =
Lo ™
=
D
~
-o 2 &
ﬁ: N
| ~—
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of South Jordan and Salt Lake County's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL SouthJordan ~ SaltLakeCounty  South Jordan  SaltLake County
Low Income
(<80% HAVI) 1 1830 %4 1003
Very Low Income
(<50% HAVII) 895 %20 2.3 538
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 8.2 37 191 2.2

(<80% HAMFI)

South Jordan's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units

510

m Available Units

Low Income

2,170

Very
Low Income

(<50% HAMEFI) .0

Extremely -

LowIncome 300

(<30% HAMEFI) 55

South Jordan's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units

Low Income 945

(<80% HAMFI) 20
Very -60

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely -40

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -

South Jordan's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 177.1

Very
Low Income 89.5
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely
Low Income 88.2
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: South Ogden, 2011-2015

South Ogden's Renter Households by South Ogden'’s Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 615

e Low Income 2115
ow Income 0 (<80% HAMFI) -
(<30% AP Al I 5]
Very Very _
Low Income
Low Income 1,150

(30-50% HAMF) (<50% HAME) '

e | 2,055 -5
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) 22.1% Extremely -

LowIncome 155
(<30% HAMFD) |35

South Ogden's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

South Ogden's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened LowIncome 6%0
(<80% HAMFI) '
S
2 o
3 S Very
= Low Income Gl
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely
Low Income
=
2 8 = £ & South Ogden s Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
=0 s =S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of South Ogden and Weber County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 148.4
0
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL South Ogden ~ Weber County  South Ogden ~ Weber County Very
Low Income

1484 1408 1049 1039 (<50% HAMFI)

142.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\L Income 9
(<30% HAMEI) 37 600 99 %6 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: South Salt Lake, 2011-2015

South Salt Lake's Renter Households by South Salt Lake's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
™ Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income 1’255 (<80% HAMFI) 5235
(<30% HAMF) 1,335 24.3% I— 300l
i 290 ey S0
Low Income
Low Income 3,250
(30-50% HAMFI) % :
5,155 s |

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

LowIncome 480
(<30% HAMFI) l5

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) South Salt Lake's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
South Salt Lake's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e L
(<80% HAMFI)
fios
S
= Very 310
153 X Low Income
E (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 21125
Low Income :
< EATUNN
cn' -
5 S = L g South Salt Lake's Rate of Affordable & Available
=] = Sl S Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremel Ve Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low mcon)]/e Low mrcyome (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ofSouth SelLake and SltLake Couny's Atordabe & Available Rental hausing Units per 100 (iggﬁ/f)“ljf\",\;in 1248
Renter Households -
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL South Saltlake  SaltlakeCounty  South Saltlake  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 1105
e 1248 1430 1025 M3 (<50%HAMF)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glmome 29.9
(<30% HAM) %9 7 202 202 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: South Weber, 2011-2015

South Weber's Renter Households by South Weber's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 60 Low Income _

175

Low Income (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) 30
Very
very NG5
e el
- 0

(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income 40
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

23.5%

LowIncome 10

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) South Weber's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
South Weber's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai il
(<80% HAMFI) I
X —~
S (=)
o o
= = Very
= Low Income
g (<50% HAMF) -
Extremely -15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 2 = = SouthWeber's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= < = < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of South Weber and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per ig‘(’)‘g/'"l_clz",\}‘il 1400
0
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units NEEWEALS
HAMFI LEVEL South Weber  DavisCounty ~ South Weber  Davis County Very
LowIncome Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 140.0 1459 1040 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 40.0
(<30% HAMFI) 400 547 00 %8 (<30%HAM)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

152


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Spanish Fork, 2011-2015

Spanish Fork's Renter Households by Spanish Fork's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 1980
Lov;/()l(r;cclilr;:;‘a/| 0 815 (<80% HAMFI) -
<
(<30% 35.9% e
e ey [INNGE0)
kggv Figg/(:rﬂf\wl) LowIncome 74
" (<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) 325 Extremely -
Low Income 165
0 <30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 14.3% (<30% ) |25
(280% HANF) Spanish Fork's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Spanish Fork's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (ig(v)ﬁ/mﬁm) - N
= 0
S
0
= < Very 85
g Low Income
Z e
Extremely
= Low Income
0 (<30% HAMFI) -
S
= = = SpanishFork'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
s 7S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Spanish Fork and Utah County's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing Units ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 134.2
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Spanish Fork  Utah County  Spanish Fork  Utah County Very
Low Income

1342 1334 8.1 932 (<50% HAMFI)

112.9

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 5 49.3
(<30% HAMF) 93 566 75 A3 (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Spring City, 2011-2015

Spring City's Renter Households by Spring City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income 10 (<80% HAMFI) o0
(<30% HAMF) 12.5% |
Very
vy (NS

Low Income

Low Income 55
(30-50% HAMFI) 80 (<

<50% HAMEFI) _
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 20

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) .

(>80% HAMFI)

Spring City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Spring City's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Alordeblents " Aaletns
Low Income 8
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMFI) -
5
(=)
0w Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 .
. Bl = 2 = = = Spring City's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s S S < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income ; : i
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI) b s g Atfordble Unitsper 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Spring City and Sanpete County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1778
0
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL SpringCity  Sanpete County  SpringCity  Sanpete County Very
Low Income

18 1395 822 1056 (<50% HAMFI)

1571

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 100.0
(<30% HAMFI) 1000 1229 200 286 (<30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Springville, 2011-2015

Springville's Renter Households by Springville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income 900 (<80% HAMFI) 21425
(<30% HAVIF) I 510]
32.4%
ey oy ISEO)
I(.ggvslgg/:rﬂz ) Low Income 1,110
- <50% HAMFI
2,775 s ) [
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
410 LowIncome 195
0
= Non-Low Income 14.8% (<303 HAMF) |30
(280% HAMF) Springville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Springville's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 15
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
= 0
=
3 S very 300
: Low Income
& (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -205
Low Income
(=)
Lo 5
C o= L = Sprlngwlle s Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Springville and Utah County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 1418
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Springville  Utah County  Springville  Utah County Very
Low Income

1418 1334 88.3 932 (<50% HAMFI)

137.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 5 48.8
(<30% HAMEFI) 438 56.6 15 213 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: St. George, 2011-2015

St. George's Renter Households by St. George's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income 2,245 (<80% HAMF) Sl
(30% HAME) 24.3% s 505]
Very Very —
Low Ingome Low Income 2,660
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAmF) - |ENEGSN
Low Income 1,585

Extremely _

LowIncome 885
(<30% HAMFI) lo

St. George's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

(50-80% HAMF)  \17.20%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

St. George's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 245
(<80% HAMFI) _115|
S = Very 715
S s Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) _
S
= Extremely -905
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
R = =  St.Ceorge'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
= < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 1435

Comparison o St. George and Washington County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL St.George ~ Washington County  St.George ~ Washington County Very
Low ncome Low Income 78.8
(<80% HANF) 1435 1034 %0 .6 (50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 494
(<30% HANF) 194 63 285 %7 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Sunset, 2011-2015

Sunset's Renter Households by Income Sunset's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income 85 gl

: ; 105 (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI) 17.7% 21.9% N se3)

v -
Low Income

Low Income 350
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 50
(<30% HAMFI) |4
= Non-Low Income

(280% HAM) Sunset's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Sunset's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome L
(<80% HAMFI) D
3
(re)
=X
s i
oW Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
< Extremely -145
= Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
- L = £ = Sunset's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
e < s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Sunset and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1234
. 0

Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Sunset  DavisCounty  Sunset  Davis County Very
Low Income

1234 1459 99.5 100.3 (<50% HAMFI)

125.0

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 2.1 25.6
(<30% HAMFI) 25.6 54.7 21 2.8 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Syracuse, 2011-2015

Syracuse's Renter Households by Income
Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very 155

Low Income 0
(30-50% HAMFI) 28.1%

540

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

80
14.8%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Syracuse's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
)
: =
g >
52 (=]
X
<
=
=
<
(=] ~ (=]
X ™ X
S =
o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Syracuse and Davis County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing
Units per L00Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Syracuse  DavisCounty ~ Syracuse  Davis County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 152.6 145.9 87.4 100.3
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 61.5 117.0 37 66.2
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 9.0 54.7 40.0 26.8

Syracuse's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
oweome s .
(<80% HAMFI)

2]
vy [NS0]

Low Income 80

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

LowIncome 45
(<30% HAMFI) .0

Syracuse's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 150

(<80% HAMFI) -
Very 50

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely -5

Low Income

(<30% HAMFI)

Syracuse's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

v -

(<80% HAMFI) 1526

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

90.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Taylorsville, 2011-2015

Taylorsville's Renter Households by Taylorsville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely 2,010 Low Income _

6,010

Low Income 0 e
(<30% HAMF) 33.3% (
Very " _
Low Income _
Low Income 2295

(30-50% HAMFI) / ,

1.110 6,045 (<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income 1

Extremely -

LowIncome 385
(<30% HAMF) 120

(50-80% HAMFI) | 18.4%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Taylorsville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Taylorsville's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e it
(<80% HAMFI)
fio
=
; very -75
X Low Income
E (<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -805
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S . .
. s = = = Taylorsville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
D, mim © Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 139.4

Comparison of Taylorsville and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Taylorsville  SaltLakeCounty  Taylorsville  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 96.7
(<809% HAMF) 1304 1430 1026 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Inome LOV\Q'"Wme 324
(<30% HAM) 24 07 101 202 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Tooele, 2011-2015

Tooele's Renter Households by Income Tooele's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (580% HAMFI) 2,675
(<30% HAVIF) I 810
o oy IO
Low Income
Low Income 1,345
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) _ -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 345
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income (<30% ) .5
>80% HAMFI 1 g
(280% HAMFD Tooele's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Tooele's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
]
Renter Households Affordable Units Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (ig‘gg/'”ﬁmil) - LIE
= 0
< Very 245
e Low Income
& (<50% HAMF) -.
S
= Extremely -260
§ Low Income
IS7) (<30% HAMFI) -
e
. 2 = = Tooele'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
< s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Tooele and Tooele County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing ég‘é‘%"l_clm:l) 1704
Units per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Tooele  Tooele County  Tooele  Tooele County Very
Low Income LOV\; Income 122.3
(<80% HAMFI) 170.4 182.0 115.3 1174 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO'"E 57.0
(<30% HAMFI) 510 85.0 32.2 417 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Toquerville, 2011-2015

Toquerville's Renter Households by Toquerville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 95

I(_iv;/ol(r;cc;lr;:rt‘a/| " (<80% HAMFI)

= 0 _
Very

vy (3]
Low Income
(30.50% HAVE) Low Income 45
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 30

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Toquerville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Toquerville's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁmil) L
s 0
5 [-10]
S
o
= Very 11
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 0
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
< S
S l = . = £ Toquerville's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Toquerville and Washington County's Afordable & Available Renta housing Unitsper 100 ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 175.9
Renter Households ’
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Toquerville  Washington County ~ Toquerville  Washington County . Vlery - 1324
Low Income BV -
(<80% HAVE) 1’k 1434 815 9.6 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very LowIncome
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"C‘)me 100.0
(<300 HAVE 1000 53 33 %7 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Tremonton, 2011-2015

Tremonton's Renter Households by Tremonton's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 65 Low|
ow Income 570

g O O ——)
s 0
Very

vey [ 340]
Low Income

Low Income 495
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 180

(<30% HAMEFI) _

Tremonton's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Tremonton's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income i
(<80% HAMFI) 5
Very 155
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -.
=
= I
= g Extremely -95
< % Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
. = L = 5 & Tremonton's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
RN -
e e < = Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison o Tremonton and Box Elder County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAVI) 115.2
Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Tremonton ~ BoxElder County ~ Tremonton  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 145.6
(<80% HAVE) 1152 w1 9.0 109.9 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 65.5
(<30% HAVE) 65.5 1027 5.2 5.6 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Vernal, 2011-2015

Vernal's Renter Households by Income Vernal's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low |
Low Income (Sg‘gl%nﬁir&in 1,380
(<30% HAVIF) o]
Very
Low Income Very _
(30-50% HAMFI) (Eg\év,,/mﬁmil) _ 745
s 0
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 210
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HANF) Vernal's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Vernal's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 710
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF)
s 0
§ Very 355
S Low Income
= (<50% HAMFI) IS
Extremely -95
Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
S
o f o o
I ° = = = Vernal'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
< = < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Vernal and Uintah County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing ég‘é‘%"l_clm:l) - 206.0
Units per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Vernal  Uintah County  Vernal  Uintah County Very -
Low Income Low Income 191.0
(<80% HAME) 206.0 2139 1328 1207 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income

y | | | | 689
(<30% HAMFI) 68.9 8.7 55.7 457 (<30% HAMFI) -

Extremely Low Income Low Income

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Washington, 2011-2015

Washington's Renter Households by Washington's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAME) 1,470
(<30% HAMIF) 345 o]
ey 16.4% .
ey 7551

Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) LowIncome 20

(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMF) 500 Extremely 12551

Low Income 320

0
23.8% (<30% HAMF) |25

Washington's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Washington's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 370
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAME) -
=
S
— very -315
Low Income
EOTTIN
=
P Extremely 65
= ES Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
i" S & Washington'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
o - .
= < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ofWashington and Washington County's Aforcble & Avallable Rental ousing Unit pr 100 ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 1336
0
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Washington ~ Washington County ~ Washington ~ Washington County Very
Low Income Low Income

(<80% HAV) 1336 1434 136 %6 (<50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 1255 6.3 98

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

%3 820 B4 57 Extremely
Low Income

125.5
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Affordable Housing Gap: Washington Terrace, 2011-2015

Washington Terrace's Renter Households Washington Terrace's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
m Extremely 260 wome 080 Lo
Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI )
(s ety O — 110
ey vy G
ry
Low Income
Low Income 1,125
(30-50% HAMFI) 50% HAMF] '
1,295 (<30% HAMF) - | C20]
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 250
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAMFD Washington Terrace's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Deficit
Washington Terrace's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘g)/'”ﬁmil) I) 28
S 0
B = very 265
3 < Low Income
° (<50% HAMFI) -4.
Extremely -350
Low Income
£ (<306 A 305 R
©
.° < - = = Washington Terrace's Rate of Affordable & Available
s < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Washington Trrace and Weber Couny's tordabe & Avalable Rental housing Urits per 100 Renter (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 128.1
Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Washington Terrace  Weber County ~ Washington Terrace ~ Weber County Very
LowIncome Low Income 1308
(<SOHHANE) 1281 1408 1048 139 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO'“E aL7
(<06 HAVE) a1 600 %2 55

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Wellington, 2011-2015

Wellington's Renter Households by Wellington's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) el
(<30% HAVIF) T
Very
vy [ 125]

Low Income

Low Income 195
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 55

(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Wellington's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Wellington's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 80
(<80% HAMFI) I
S very 70
& Low Income
b= (<50% HAMFI) I)
Extremely 25
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
L = L = = =&  Wellington's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S, S S S S S .
— < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

; . : Low Income
Comparison of Wellington and Carbon County's Affardable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 157.1
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Wellington ~ Carbon County ~ Wellington ~ Carbon County Very
Low Income Low Income 156.0
(<80% HANFI) 1571 158.0 106.4 115 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Lowncome 68.8
(<30% HAME) 68 1109 138 73 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Wellsville, 2011-2015

Wellsville's Renter Households by Wellsville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 130
(<30% HAVIF) .
Very 50 Very -
I(.ggvslgg/onqz ) 37 0% 135 Low Income 55
-50% .
(<50% HAMFI) .
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 25

(<30% HAMFI) 0

Wellsville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

10
= Non-Low Income
(>80% HAMFI) 1.4%

Wellsville's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 3
(<80% HAMFI) .
=
S
o
= Very 30
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 10
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) -
=
2 L2 = = =  Wellsville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
= s 2 = < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Wellsville and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 1733
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Wellsville  Cache County  Wellsville  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 220.0
(<80% HAMF) 1733 1375 920 1013 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 200 1346 400 5.4 Extremely
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 166.7
(<30% HAME) 166.7 5.7 00 21 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Wendover, 2011-2015

Wendover's Renter Households by Wendover's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income 110 65 (<80% HAMFI) 3
(<30% HAVIF) o)
30.1% 17.8%
Very
vey  [N225]

Low Income

Low Income 370
(s 365 esosne)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Low Income 135
(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Wendover's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Wendover's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened LowIncome e
(<80% HAMFI) .
=
S
o
= Very 145
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) IO
Extremely 20
§ Low Income
0 (<30% HAMFI) -
= L = = =  Wendover'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
Bl S S S S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Wendover and Tooele County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ég‘é‘%"l_clz",\}‘in - 1328
per 100 Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Wendover  TooeleCounty ~ Wendover  Tooele County Very -
Low Income Low Income 164.4
(<80% HAWF 128 1820 1069 174 (<50%HAMF)
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 164.4 1458 1044 89.3 Extremely
Extremely Low Income Low Income - 1174
(<30% HAMF]) 1174 8.0 5.5 a7 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: West Bountiful, 2011-2015

West Bountiful's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

West Bountiful's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
= X =
o o o
o o o
o (am) o
~— o | ~—
< < T S
= S o 2
o o ~— o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of West Bountiful and Davis County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL WestBountiful ~ DavisCounty ~ WestBountiful  Davis County
LowIncome
(<80% HAMF) 249 1459 144 1003
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMF) 1714 1o 29 66.2
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 00 M7 00 %68

West Bountiful's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
Low Income _ 115
(<80% HAMFI) -
vy (NG5
Low Income 60

(<50% HAMEFI) -

Extremely .

Lowlncome ()

(<30% HAMFI) 0

West Bountiful's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 76

(<80% HAMFI) .
Very 25

Low Income

(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -10
Low Income

(<30% HAMFI)

)

West Bountiful's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Lowiome .

(<80% HAMFI) 294.9

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

1714

Extremely
Lowincome (.0
(=30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: West Haven, 2011-2015

West Haven's Renter Households by West Haven's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 890
(<30% HAVIF) [ HE
e ey 2SI
Low Income Low Income 145
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely .
LowIncome 15
(<30% HAMFI) )
= Non-Low Income
(2809% HAMF) West Haven's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
West Haven's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai 445
(<80% HAMFI) .
=
= =
= =
= = L vlery -100
0w Income
(<50% HAMF) -
Extremely -60
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) '
= .
. = = = = WestHaven'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S s o Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of West Haven and Weber County's Afordable & Available Renta housing Units per ~~ -OWIncome 200.0
(<80% HAMFI)
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL WestHaven ~ WeberCounty ~ WestHaven  Weber County Very
Low Income Low Income 59.2
(<80% HAMFI) 2000 1408 83 1039 (50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 20.0
(<30% HAN) 200 600 00 %o | (<30%HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: West Jordan, 2011-2015

West Jordan's Renter Households by West Jordan's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
kovgg(;c?{rza o (<80% HAMFI) 7,430
<30% s 060]
ey D
Low Income L Vlery 1 935
(30-50% HAMFI) o o :
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 545

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income ( ’ ) I170

(280% HAM) West Jordan's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
West Jordan's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened b gai el
(<80% HAMFI) 20
=N =
N & Very -795
= = Low Income
(<50% HAMF) _
Extremely -830
S Low Income
3 (<30% HAMFI) -
<
. = = = WestJordan'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
e S Units per 100 Renters
Extremel Ve Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low lnmn}]’e Low |nrcyome (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of West Jordan and Salt Lake County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100 <Lg‘(l)\2/m|jm:| 1463
0
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Westjordan  SaltLakeCounty ~ WestJordan  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income
(<80% HAVI) 1463 1430 9.6 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\:j Income 4
(<30% HAMFI) 306 07 124 202 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: West Point, 2011-2015

West Point's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income 35
(<30% HAMFI) 70
17.5%
Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

35.0%

West Point's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units

130

vy N10]

Low Income 25

(<50% HAmF) - [2EH
curercly [N 5]

LowIncome 10
(<30% HAMFI) l

West Point's Affordable & Available

m Available Units

Low Income
(<80% HAMEFI)

Rental Housing Deficit
West Point's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income
=
S
o
= Very -85
Low Income
= =
NG NG Extremely -65
Lo LO Low Income
BT B
2 = =  WestPoint'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
< s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of West Pointand Davis County's Atfardable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘(’)‘g/'"l_clz",\}‘il
0
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL WestPoint ~ DavisCounty ~ WestPoint  Davis County Very
LOW |ncome Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 722 1459 639 100.3 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 133
(<30% HAMF) 133 547 133 68 (<30%HAMEI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: West Valley City, 2011-2015

West Valley City's Renter Households by West Valley City's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

B Extremely 2.725 Low Income
Low Income ! <80% HAMFI) 11,535
(<30% HAMFI) 23.6% ( IS 055
Very Very _
I(.ggvslgg/orﬂz ) Low Income 4,335
- 0
(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

LowIncome 1,115
(<30% HAMFI) .]_0

West Valley City's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

West Valley City's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e 2tk
(<80% HAMFI) 110
- v
> - ery -1,785
S % Low Income
= EATONN
Extremely -2140
Low Income .
§; (<30% HAMFI) -
©
. < < = =  WestValleyCity's Rate of Affordable & Available
= e < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Comparison of West Valley City and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per 100
Renter Households

130.4

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL WestValleyCity ~ SaltLakeCounty ~ WestValleyCity  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income 70.8
(<800 AN 1304 1430 1012 1003 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
ExtremelyLow Income LOV\glnmme 34.3
(<30% HAMF) %3 07 08 0.2 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Willard, 2011-2015

Willard's Renter Households by Income Willard's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

[ Extrelmely Low Income 75
ow Income <80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI) ( |1V
Very Very -
kgy;gg/omwl) 7 3 Low Income 40
- 0

(<50% HAMFI) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely .

Low Income 10

<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income -4 (<30% ) .
(280% HAMF) b% Willard's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Willard's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income i
(<80% HAMFI) I
X X
o o
(= o
= = Very 32
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely 6
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
L2 = = = Willard's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
s < s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
; i ' : Low Income
Comparison of Willard and BoxElder County's Afordable & Available Rental housing Units (<B0% HAVE) 9375
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Willard ~ BoxElder County ~ Willard ~ BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 500.0
(<80% HAMFI) 9375 149.1 150.0 109.9 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘;'"COme 2500
(<30% HAVE) 2500 1027 1000 5.6 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Woodland Hills, 2011-2015

Woodland Hills's Renter Households by Woodland Hills's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 10 Low Income _

18

(308 A = e ]
= (1]
Very Very _

Low Income Low Income 8

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(2809% HAMF) Woodland Hills's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Woodland Hills's Proportion of Cost
Affordable Units H Available Units

Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Lowincome |0
(<80% HAMFI) |
= = =
S (=) S
o o o
= = =1 Very 0
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely |
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
2 2 £ = Woodland Hills's Rate of Affordable & Available
S S s < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMEI)  (>80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 100.0

Comparison of Woodland Hills and Utah County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL WoodlandHills ~ Utah County ~ WoodlandHills  Utah County Very
Low Income Low Income 100.0
(<80% HAMF) 1000 134 1000 %2 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Inome '-0"‘2'"90'“9 100.0
(<30% HANE) 1000 5.6 1000 23 (<30%-HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Woods Cross, 2011-2015

Woods Cross's Renter Households by Woods Cross's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 535
(<30% HAMF) sy
i -~
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) (sl-(s)\(,)\:’/!,nrcl(lj\ml) _ -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
LowIncome 35
(<30% HAMFI) )
= Non-Low Income
(280% HAMIF) Woods Cross's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Woods Cross's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened bt e )
(<80% HAMFI) 0
=
S
o o
= S Very 100
8 Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely
Low Income
BT _
2 S S = Woods Cross's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S = < = < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Woods Cross and Davis County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Unitsper -0 Income 117.6
(<80% HAMFI)

100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Woods Cross ~ DavisCounty ~ WoodsCross  Davis County Very

Low Income Low Income 137.0

(<80% HANF) 174 1459 1000 1003 (<50%HAMF)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 25.9

(<30% HAMF) 259 547 00 68 (<30%HAMED

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Alta, 2011-2015

Alta's Renter Households by Income Alta's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 52
(<30% HAVIF) sl
very vy  [GI
kggv égg/i?nljleFl) LowIncome 42
- (<50% HAMFI) _
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely .
Low Income 34
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (<30% ) -
(280% HAM) Alta's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Alta's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o &
=
S
o
S Very 34
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 30
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
S S = =  Alta‘'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
=) [=) [=) =) =) [=)
S <o S o ° < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Alta and Salt Lake County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (iggﬁ/'“ljm‘;n 288.9
= 0
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Alta  SaltLakeCounty  Alta  SaltLake County Very
Low Income Low Income

(<80% HAMF) 69 430 200 1003 (<50% HAMF) .

525.0

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\Q Income
(<30% HAMFI) 850.0 39.7 200.0 20.2 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Altamont, 2011-2015

Altamont's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Altamont's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
= X
S S
o o
o (am)
~— o |
2 = L =
(=} (=) o (=}
o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison ot Altamontand Duchesne County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Altamont  Duchesne County ~ Altamont  Duchesne County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 2000 1804 1500 1071
Very Low Income
(<S0% HAMF) 1500 168.0 500 821
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMF) 1000 1027 0.0 355

Altamont's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
e [
)

vey el

Low Income 12

(<50% HAMEFI) -
Extremely -

Low Income 4
(<30% HAMFI) 0

Altamont's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income 8

(<80% HAMFI) -

Very 4
Low Income

(<50% HAMFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

0
Altamont's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental

Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

v -

(<80% HAMFI) 2000

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

150.0

Extremely
Lowincome (.0
(=30% HAMEFI)

100.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Alton, 2011-2015

Alton's Renter Households by Income Alton's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

[ Extrelmely 4 Low Income 0
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0% (SEHAED 0
Very Ve _
1y
Low Income
Low Income
(30-50% HAMF) 4 (<50% HAMFI) 8
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Lowlncome ()
- (<30% HAMFI)
= Non-Low Income 0 0%
(280% HAMFI) Alton's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Alton's Proportion of Cost Burdened
Affordable Units W Available Units

Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 4
o\o
S
o
= Very 4
Low Income
(50% AN [
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
NS NS s = Alton'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o o o o o o
S < e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
0.0

Comparison of Alton and Kane County's Affordable & Available Rental housing

Units per 100 Renter Households L LA
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Alton  KaneCounty Alton  Kane County Very
Low Income LowIncome (.0
(<80% HAMFI) 0.0 178.3 0.0 119.7 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
(550% HAMH) 0.0 190.2 0.0 114.6 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income Lowlncome 0.0
(<30% HAMEI) 0.0 152.9 0.0 55.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Amalga, 2011-2015

Amalga's Renter Households by Income Amalga's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 39
Low Income (<80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAVIF) I
Very
vey (LS
Low Ingome Low Income 29
(30-50% HAMFI) 15 (<500 Haw) - |
Low Income 40.5%
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Amalga's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Amalga's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
16
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e
<80% HAMFI
< (SR LB
S
o
= Very 10
Low Income
(<50% HAMF) -
§ Extremely 0
g’ Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
R l S 2 X Amalga's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S S 3 S 3 ;
< e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Amalgaand Cache County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing (ig‘é‘g/'";min 169.6
. = 0
Units per L00Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Amalga  CacheCounty  Amalga  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 152.6
(<80% HAMF) 169.6 1315 17 1013 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 100.0 51.7 00 27 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Annabella, 2011-2015

Annabella's Renter Households by Annabella's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 60
o L 40 I
0
Very 14.1% " I
Low Income Low In?;me 95
(30-50% HAMFI) 5 4 (<505 HANR)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 10
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income 49 0 (<30% ) 0
(280% HAMF) 7.4% Annabella's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Annabella's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
16
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o
(<80% HAMFI)
- L E
S
— Very 21
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely 10
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
2 = = 2 = = =  Annabella'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
s S S s S s o Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

(<80% HAMFI)

Comparison of Annabellaand Sevier County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units~, “0W Income 1364
per 100 Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Annabella  SevierCounty  Annabella  Sevier County Very
Low Income Low Income 625.0
(<80% HAMFI) 1364 457 1114 106.5 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 01 1000 00 5.4 (=30% HAMEI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Antimony, 2011-2015

Antimony's Renter Households by Antimony's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income !
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 0
(<30% HAMF) B 0

 Very Very 0
Low Income

Lowlncome ()

(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMFI) )
Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0

Lowlncome ()

(<30% HAMFI) 0

m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMFD Antimony's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit

Antimony's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Lowlncome |0
(<80% HAMFI) |
Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) |0
Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
S 2 X S = =  Antimony's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < ° < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Antimony and Garfield County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing Unitsper oW Income. 4 ¢

<80% HAMF|
100 Renter Households (<80% HAMF)
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Antimony  GarfieldCounty ~ Antimony  Garfield County Very
Low Income Lowlncome (.0
(<80% HAMFI) 0.0 155.8 0.0 1204 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<309 HAMFI) 00 200 00 65.0 (<309% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

183


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Apple Valley, 2011-2015

Apple Valley's Renter Households by Apple Valley's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _

oumane Y
s 0
oy o B2 L p———
o 8
(oo s )
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 4

0,

m Non-Low Income St -

(>80% HAMFI)

Apple Valley's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Apple Valley's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Low Income 5
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
X =N X =N
o o o o
o o o o
= = = = Very -6
Low Income
coown [N
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
= R = Apple Valley's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
o = < ]
< < < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparson of Apple Valley and Washington County's Aftocable & Avalable Rental hotsing Unitsper 100 ig‘é‘g/'";z",\}‘il 127.8
0
Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Apple Valley  Washington County  Apple Valley  Washington County Very
Low Income Low Income
18 1434 02 u6 (50% HAMFI)

(<80% HAMF)
Very Low Income

Extremely LowIncome LOV‘Q'"C‘)me 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 1000 6.3 1000 %7 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Ballard, 2011-2015

Ballard's Renter Households by Income Ballard's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 23
(<30% HAMF) [
Very Ve 0
1y
Low Income
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMEF) 8
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 4
(<30% HAMFI)
= Non-Low Income
(2809% HAMF) Ballard's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Ballard's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e L
(<80% HAMFI) .
Very 8
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 4
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMF) 0
S
S 2 R 2 & = Ballard's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
o o o o o o o
S < S <o = . < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Ballard and Uintah County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing LI 2300
) (<80% HAMFI)
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Ballard  Uintah County  Ballard  Uintah County Very
Low Income Lowincome (.0
(<80% HAMFI) 230.0 2139 80.0 120.7 (<50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 787 00 457 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Bicknell, 2011-2015

Bicknell's Renter Households by Income Bicknell's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income - 2
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 8
(<30% HAVIF) —2)

P vy (4]
Low Income Low Income 28
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 14
(oot Y
m Non-Low Income
>80% HAMFI : ' :
(280% HAMF) Bicknell's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Bicknell's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
]
Renter Households Affordable Units Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁz”,\;il) &
s 0
< |
S
o
= Very %
Low Income
oot [ L]
Extremely 10
Low Income
oty [N
£ = L2 = £ = Bicknell's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s < s 2 s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Bicknell and Wayne County's Affordable & Available Rental housing (ig‘é‘g/'";m‘zn 700.0
Units per 100 Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Bicknell ~ Wayne County  Bicknell ~ Wayne County Very

Low Income <L°"‘2'"°°me 700.0

(<80% HAMF) 700.0 1624 550.0 1328 (<50% HAMEFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LO"‘{)'"C‘)me 3500

(<30% HAME) 300 1700 300 500 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Big Water, 2011-2015

Big Water's Renter Households by Big Water's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income _
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 74
(<05 e I
o oy S
Low Ingome Low Income 54
e 69 (i) |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 35
<30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income 15 0.0 (<30% ) -
(280% HAMFD 21.7% Big Water's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Big Water's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)‘g/'”ﬁz”,\;il) i3
s 0
§ Very 39
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 35
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
L2 = 2 L2 = = =  BigWatersRate of Affordable & Available Rental
s e = s 2 s 2 Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Big Water and Kane County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 3895
per 100Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL BigWater  KaneCounty  BigWater  Kane County Very
Low Income Lom; Income 360.0
(<80% HAMFI) 389.5 1783 1737 1197 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘{)'"C‘)me 04
(<30% HAMF) 04 1529 01 550 | (SSGHAMED)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Boulder, 2011-2015

Boulder's Renter Households by Income Boulder's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (580% HAMF') 30
(<30% HAVIF) 16
y 10
ery -
Low Income 31.3% Lowvlircx;m e 30
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMF) -
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
4 Low Income 15
m Non-Low Income 12.5% (<30% AMF) 0
- 070
(280% HAMFD Boulder's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Boulder's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘gy'”ﬁmil) 12
s 0
£ 7
§ Very 22
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 11
< Low Income
% (<30% HAMFI) .
<
£ = e~ £ = Boulder's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s < = s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Boulder and Garfield County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'";mzn 166.7
per 100Renter Households T
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Boulder  GarfieldCounty  Boulder  Garfield County . Vlery 375
Low Income BV :
(<80% HAMF) 166.7 155.8 88.9 1204 (<50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO'"E 0.0 3750
(<30% HAME]) 3750 2000 00 65.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

188


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Brian Head, 2011-2015

Brian Head's Renter Households by Brian Head's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 33
(S30% A S )
s 0
Very -
Gl :
(ST AE s o)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Lowlncome ()

(<30% HAMFI) 0

Brian Head's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Brian Head's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e 2
X —~
S S
o o
= = Very 11
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely -4
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) .
2 2 S 2 = BrianHead's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
o o o o o o i
< < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Brian Head and Iron County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘é‘g/'";mzl 4125
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAVFILEVEL  BrianHead lronCounty Briankead IronCounty [ERRVED!
Low Income Low Income 92375
(<80% HAMEFI) 4125 141.6 33715 1114 (<50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 90.5 0.0 518 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html

189


https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2015_data

Affordable Housing Gap: Bryce Canyon City, 2011-2015

Bryce Canyon City's Renter Households Bryce Canyon City's Affordable &
by Income Level Available Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 15 Low Income _

14

(308 A 78.9% | ]
= (1]
w ]

Low Income

Low Income 14
N 19 s |
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 10

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(>80% HAMFI)

Bryce Canyon City's Affordable &
Available Rental Housing Deficit

Bryce Canyon City's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units

Low Income -5
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
)
S
= Very 5
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely 6
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) -
2 R L R = =  BryceCanyon City's Rate of Affordable & Available
s S s o s < Rental Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Bryce Canyon City and Garfield County's Atfordatle & Available Rental housing Units per 100 (<80% HAMF) 73.7
Renter Households :
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Bryce Canyon City ~ GarfieldCounty ~ Bryce Canyon City ~ Garfield County Very
LowIncome Low Income 73.7
(<806 HAMF) 17 1568 137 1204 (<50% HAMFI)
VeryLow Income
y LowIncome (.0 250.0
Extremely Low Income
(<300 HAMF) 2500 200 00 6.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cannonville, 2011-2015

Cannonville's Renter Households by Cannonville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

[ Extrelmely 4 Low Income 8
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(0% 33.3% e |
Very Ve _
ry
Low Income
Low Income
(ORI 12 o) | 8
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 4
4 (<30% HAMFI) ()
= Non-Low Income 33 3% 0 0
(280% HAMFI) Cannonville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Cannonville's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 0

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
(<80% HAMFI) 0

Very 4
Low Income

(<50% HAMFI) | 0

Extremely 4
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0

NS NS NS = = Cannonville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
S 9 o o S 9 o o .

e < ° < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters

Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .

Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Cannonville and Garfigld County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 100.0
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMEFI LEVEL Cannonville ~ GarfieldCounty ~ Cannonville  Garfield County Very
Low Income Low Income 200.0
(<80% HAMF) 1000 158 1000 1204 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMF) 00 200 00 6.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Castle Valley, 2011-2015

Castle Valley's Renter Households by Castle Valley's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely 15 Low Income _

Low Income 0 <80% HAMFI 15
(s 0% O ——
ven vy AN
050 A Low Income 1
(30-50% HAMF) 19 (ssoos v
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Low Income 15
- <30% HAMFI
m Non-Low Income 4 0.0% (<30% )0
(280% HAMF) 21.1% Castle Valley's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Castle Valley's Proportion of Cost . _ .
Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income -4
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
Very 11
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 15
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
2 .
L R 2 R = l = = Castle Valley's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < ° < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of astle Valley and Grand County's Aflordble & Avalable Rental housing Unitsper - Income 78.9
(<80% HAMFI)
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Castle Valley ~ GrandCounty  Castle Valley ~ Grand County Very

(<80% HANF) B9 1R6 BT W8 (<S0%HAME)

Low Income Low Income

VeryLow Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glnCOme 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 02 g1 00 1856 (=30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cedar Fort, 2011-2015

Cedar Fort's Renter Households by Cedar Fort's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

B Extremely Low Income _ 1
Low Income 9
(<305 WAV T —
Very
Very 0

Low Income

Low Income 8
(30-50% HAMFI) (<50% HAMFI) 0
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% RANEY Cedar Fort's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit
Cedar Fort's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low Income 8
(<80% HAMFI) |
=
S
o
= Very 8
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) |0
Extremely 4
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
2 = 2 = = = =  CedarFort'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < s 2 = s S Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
! : Low Income
Comparison of Cedar Fort and Utah County's Atfordable & Avallable Rental housing Units (<80% HAMF]) 3000
per 100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL CedarFort  UtahCounty  Cedar Fort  Utah County Very
Low Income LowIncome 0.0
(<80% HAVE) WO 14 1000 B2 (<S0%HAMF)
Very Low Income
(350% HAMH) 0.1 88.1 0.0 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income Low Income 0.0
(<30% HAME) 00 56.6 00 213 (<30%HAMA)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Centerfield, 2011-2015

Centerfield's Renter Households by Centerfield's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
wsiome = —
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(<305 R 58.19% O O —)
e -
ry

Low Income

Low Income 20
(30-50% HAMFI) c<stos o) Nl
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 10

(<30% HAMEFI) -

Centerfield's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Centerfield's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (ig‘gg/'”ﬁmil) =
s 0
< [
S
o
= Very -15
Low Income
EOATCRNNN
% Extremely 0
© B8 Low Income
= (<30% HAMFI) -
<
- = = Centerfield's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
Comparison of Centerfield and Sanpete County's Attordable & Available Rental housing Units per ig‘é‘g/'";z",\}‘il
0
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMEFI LEVEL Centerfield ~ Sanpete County  Centerfield  Sanpete County . Vlery
Ow Income
Loweime 8.7 1395 8.1 105.6 (<50% HAMEFI)
(<80% HAMF) ' ' ' '
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"C‘)me 100.0
(<30% HANE) 1000 129 400 186 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Central Valley, 2011-2015

Central Valley's Renter Households by
Income Level

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

4
33.3%

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

0.0

Central Valley's Proportion of Cost
Burdened Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened
=
S
o
=1
2 = 2 2 = 2 =
(=} (=) (=} (=} (=) o (=}
o o o o o o o
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Central Valley and Sevier County's Attordable & Available Rental housing Units per
100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Central Valley ~ Sevier County  Central Valley ~ Sevier County
Low Income
(<80% HAMF) 40,0 1457 2000 1065
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 200 1586 2000 3
Extremely Low Income
(<309 HAMFI) 0.0 1000 0.0 56.4

Central Valley's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
Low Income -
(<80% HAMFI) 18

Very
Low Income 8
s |
Extremely 0
Low Income 4

(<30% HAMFI) 0

Central Valley's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit
Affordable Units W Available Units

Low Income 14

(<80% HAMFI) -
Very 4

Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -

Extremely 4

Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0

Central Valley's Rate of Affordable & Available
Rental Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

Extremely

Lowincome (.0
(=30% HAMEFI)

Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 4500

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

200.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Charleston, 2011-2015

Charleston's Renter Households by Charleston's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 14
(S30% A e ]
s 0
Very
vey e
Low Income
Low Income 10
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _

Lowlncome ()
(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Non-Low Income

(280% HAMF) Charleston's Affordable & Available

Rental Housing Deficit

Charleston's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Low ncome 2
(<80% HAMFI) 0
X X
o o
o o
= = Very 9
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely -4
Low Income
(<306 AN I
S 2 = =  Charleston's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
o o o o o i
e < < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Charleston and Wasatch County's Afordable & Available Rental housing Units per ég‘(’)‘g/i"l_cl‘;\ml) 116.7
100Renter Households -
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Charleston ~ Wasatch County  Charleston ~ Wasatch County Very
Low Income Low Income 125.0
(<60% HAVE) 1167 1503 1000 06 (<50%HAMF)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 4.0 00 170 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Circleville, 2011-2015

Circleville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

Circleville's Renter Households by

W Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI)

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Income Level

Circleville's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened

S S = L = L =
S == S )
o o N o o o o o

Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMFI)  (=80% HAMFI)
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Circleville and Piute County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP

HAMFI LEVEL
Low Income

(<80% HAMFI)

Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI)
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI)

Affordable Units Available Units
Circleville  Piute County  Circleville  Piute County
1324 1833 100.0 67.0
150.0 158.0 100.0 4.0
250.0 175.0 100.0 15.0

Low Income

45

/|
ey ]

Low Income

45

s

Extremely -

Low Income

(<30% HAMEFI) -

25

Circleville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Affordable Units

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 0

Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0

Extremely
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0

H Available Units

1

15

15

Circleville's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
Units per 100 Renters

| Available Units per 100

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI)

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

Affordable Units per 100
1324
150.0
250.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Clarkston, 2011-2015

Clarkston's Renter Households by Clarkston's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Rental Housing Deficit
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Low Income -2
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
§
S
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Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 4
< Low Income
S (<30% HAMFI) 0
S
2 R 2 S = =  Clarkston's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < < = ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Clarkston and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units (ig‘é‘g/'"l_clz",\}‘in 857
= 0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Clarkston ~ CacheCounty  Clarkston  Cache County Very
Low Income Low Income 200.0
(<80% HAMFI) 85.7 1315 85.7 1013 (=50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 57.7 0.0 297 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Clawson, 2011-2015

Clawson's Renter Households by Income Clawson's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
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I(_zv;/ol(r;c?-lr;\]:/| " (<80% HAMFI)
= 0
Very
vey A
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S
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Low Income
(<50 A [
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Low Income
(300 A I
2 X S 2 X Clawson's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Clawson and Emery County's Affordable & Available Rental howsingUnits ~ -OWIncome. 4 ¢

<80% HAMF
per 100 Renter Households (<B0% )
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Clawson ~ EmeryCounty  Clawson  Emery County Very

Low Income Lowlincome (.0
(<80% HAMF) 0.0 1816 00 140.2 (50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glnmme 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 170.0 0.0 95.0 (<30% HAMEFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cleveland, 2011-2015

Cleveland's Renter Households by Cleveland's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units
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Cleveland's Proportion of Cost Burdened

Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Low Income 2
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Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
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Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 108.7

Comparison of Cleveland andEmery County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units
per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Cleveland  EmeryCounty  Cleveland ~ Emery County Very
Low Income Low Income 131.6
(<80% HAMF) 108.7 1816 108.7 140.2 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"CO'“E 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 100.0 170.0 66.7 %0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Cornish, 2011-2015

Cornish's Renter Households by Income
Level
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Comparison of Cornish and Cache County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Cornish ~ CacheCounty  Cornish ~ Cache County

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 104.3 1375 87.0 1013
Very Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) £y 1346 63.2 754
Extremely Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0 51.7 100.0 227

Cornish's Affordable & Available Rental

Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Low Income

(<80% HAMFI) 104.3

Very
Low Income
(=50% HAMEFI)

Extremely
Low Income
(=30% HAMEFI)

100.0

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Daniel, 2011-2015

Daniel's Renter Households by Income Daniel's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
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Comparison of Daniel and Wasatch County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing Units ig‘(’)‘f)/'"l_cl‘;\ml 125.7
0
per 100Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Daniel ~ Wasatch County  Daniel ~ Wasatch County Very
Low Income Low Income 120.0
(<80% HAMF) 157 1593 68.6 1016 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘L'"Come 0.0 40.0
(<30% HAME) 4.0 46.0 00 170 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Deweyville, 2011-2015

Deweyville's Renter Households by Deweyville's Affordable & Available
Income Level Rental Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income %

(€50 k) N —

s 0

Very _

LS o A

(ST AE s o)

Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -
Low Income 4
(<30% HAMFI) -

m Non-Low Income
(=80% HAMFI)

Deweyville's Affordable & Available
Rental Housing Deficit

Deweyville's Proportion of Cost

Burdened Renter Households Affordable Units | Available Units
Low Income 12
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
=
S
o
= Very 16
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
Extremely |
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
L2 X S = = Deweyville'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental
° < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income : . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)
. f ; Low Income
Comparison of Deweyville and Box Elder County's Affordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAVI) 200.0
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Deweyville  BoxElder County  Deweyville  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 300.0
(<80% HANE) 2000 1491 133 1009 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LO"‘Q'"CO'"E 100.0
(<30% HAVF) 1000 1027 1000 %56 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Elmo, 2011-2015

Elmo's Renter Households by Income

EImo's Affordable & Available Rental

Level Housing Gap
| Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units
mEienely 4 owncone | N ]
Low Income 138% (<80% HAMFI) 32
(< A I
ey -
Low Income
e e 20 g ot
270
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely _
Low Income 4
<30% HAMFI
= Non-Low Income (30% ) -
(280% HAMFY) Elmo's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Elmo's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Low Income 3
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (<80% HAMF) -
=
S
o
= Very 5
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) -
= Extremely 1
So; Low Income
EATUNE
l 2 L = = = Elmo'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
s s S s < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Incorme (S0-80% HAMF))  (280% HAMIF) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100
(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of EImo and Emery County's Affordable & Available Rental housing
Units per 100 Renter Households

Low Income

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Elmo  EmeryCounty  Elmo  Emery County Very
Low Income Low Income 126.3
(<80% HAMFI) 1103 1816 1103 140.2 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income LOV‘Q'"Come 26.7
(<30% HAMF) 2.7 170.0 2.7 9.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Elsinore, 2011-2015

Elsinore's Renter Households by Income Elsinore's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 39
Low Income (<80% HAMFI)

(<30% HAVIF) s

\L/sx Income 15 b

T o ’
Low Income

(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Elsinore's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Elsinore's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o L6
(<80% HAMF) |
Very 20
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely |
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) | 0
5 . .
S o = X X SN Elsinore's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
S 3 S S S 3 S 3 :
e < < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparlson ofElsinore and Sevier County's Atfordable & Available Rental housing (<80% HAMF) 169.6
Units per L00Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Elsinore ~ SevierCounty  Elsinore  Sevier County Very
Low Income Low Income 205.3
(<80% HAMF) 169.6 1457 100.0 106.5 (50% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income '-0"‘2'"90'“9 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 1000 100.0 1000 56.4 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Elwood, 2011-2015

Elwood's Renter Households by Income Elwood's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income 18
(€50 k) T —)
s 0
Very
vey s
Low Income
Low Income 14
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely -

Low Income 4

(<30% HAMEFI) -

m Non-Low Income

(280% HANF) Elwood's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Elwood's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units H Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened by o 10
(<80% HAMF) |
Very 6
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely |
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
S 2 R S = = Elwood'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
e < e < e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income

Comparison of Elwood and Box Elder County's Aftordable & Available Rental housing Units per (<80% HAMF) 2250
100Renter Households
GAP Affordable Units Available Units

HAMFI LEVEL Elwood  BoxElderCounty  Elwood  BoxElder County Very
Low Income Low Income 175.0
(<80% HAM) 225.0 149.1 100.0 109.9 (<509% HAMFI)
Very Low Income
Extremely Low Income Low Income 100.0
(<30% HAMF) 1000 1027 1000 5.6 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Emery, 2011-2015

Emery's Renter Households by Income Emery's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 0
(<30% HAMFI)
vy oy ]
ry
Low Income
Lowlncome ()
(30-50% HAMFI) (<5006 HAMF)
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) 4 Edremely 0
50.0% LowIncome  (
(<30% HAMFI) )
= Non-Low Income 0.0
(=80% HAMFI) : . .
Emery's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Emery's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Affordable Units W Available Units

Renter Households

Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e =
Very -4
Low Income
cwie [
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
S 2 X S = = Emery'sRate of Affordable & Available Rental Units
e < e < e < e < per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Emery and Emery County's Affordable & Avallable Rental housing PO,

) <80% HAMF
Units per 100 Renter Households (<B0% )
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Emery  EmeryCounty  Emery  Emery County Very

Low Income Lowlincome (.0
(<80% HAMEFI) 0.0 1816 0.0 140.2 (50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 170.0 00 %.0 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fairfield, 2011-2015

Fairfield's Renter Households by Income Fairfield's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap
m Renter Households Affordable Units  m Available Units

W Extremely Low Income !
Low Income (<80% HAMFI) 0
(<30% HAMFI) 0
m Very Ve 0
1y
Low Income
(30-50% HANF) (SL‘S"(’)V,,/L“m‘;D 8
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
Lowlncome ()
(<30% HAMFI)
= Non-Low Income
(280% HANF) Fairfield's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Fairfield's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened (:g‘(’)"g/'”ﬁz”,\;lil) !
s 0 0
Very
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) | 0
Extremely | )
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) |0
L2 = £ = L2 = £ = Fairfield's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
s e s < s 2 s < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAMF)  (>80% HAME) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Comparison of Fairfield and Utah County's Affordable & Available Rental housing PO,

. <80% HAMFI
Units per 100 Renter Households (<B0% )
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Fairfield  Utah County  Fairfield  Utah County Very
Low Income Lowlincome (.0
(<80% HAMFI) 0.0 1334 0.0 93.2 (=50% HAMEFI)
Very Low Income
(SSO% HAMH) 0.0 88.1 0.0 417 Extreme|y
Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 00 56.6 0.0 213 (<30% HAMF)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fayette, 2011-2015

Fayette's Renter Households by Income Fayette's Affordable & Available Rental
Level Housing Gap

m Renter Households Affordable Units ~ m Available Units

wsiome . . 0_
ow Income <80% HAMFI
(<30% HAMFI) 100.0% (SEHAED 0
Very Ve 0
ry
Low Income
Low Income
(30-50% HAMFI) 4 (<50% HAMF) 8
Low Income
(50-80% HAMFI) Extremely 0
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- (<30% HAMFI) )
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(280% HAMFI) s . -
Fayette's Affordable & Available Rental
Housing Deficit
Fayette's Proportion of Cost Burdened . _ .
Renter Households Affordable Units W Available Units
Cost Burdened m Severely Cost Burdened Ut e -4
Very 0
Low Income
(<50% HAMFI) 0
Extremely 0
Low Income
(<30% HAMFI) 0
L X 2 R L X 2 R Fayette's Rate of Affordable & Available Rental
e < ° < e < ° < Units per 100 Renters
Extremely Very Low Income Non-Low Income . . .
Low Income Low Income (50-80% HAME)  (=80% HAM) | Available Units per 100 Affordable Units per 100

(<30% HAMFI)  (30-50% HAMFI)

Low Income
0.0

Comparison of Fayette and Sanpete County's Affordable & Availahle Rental housing Units

<80% HAMFI
per 100Renter Households (<B0% )
GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Fayette  SanpeteCounty  Fayette  Sanpete County Very

Low Income LowIncome 0.0
(<80% HAME) 0.0 1395 0.0 105.6 (<50% HAMFI)

Very Low Income

Extremely Low Income LOV\glncome 0.0
(<30% HAMFI) 0.0 1229 0.0 186 (<30% HAMFI)

Source: U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2018). Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 2011-2015 [Data]. Available at:
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Affordable Housing Gap: Fielding, 2011-2015

Fielding's Renter Households by Income
Level
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Low Income 10
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Comparison of Fielding and Box Elder County's Affordahle & Available Rental housing Units per
100 Renter Households

GAP Affordable Units Available Units
HAMFI LEVEL Fielding ~ BoxElder County  Fielding  BoxElder County

Low Income
(<80% HAMFI) 1286 149.1 108.6 109.9
Very Low Income
(<50