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AUTHORIZING the City Manager, or his designee, to apply to the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development for Federal Fiscal
Year 2022 Community Development Block Grant and HOME
Investment Partnership Program funds under the Consolidated Plan,
to accept Community Development Block Grant and HOME
Investment Partnership Program funds, to enter into any necessary
agreements to carry out the grants, and to exercise any and all
powers necessary to implement selected projects; selecting projects
for funding for the City of Springfield Fiscal Year 2022-2023;
reaffirming the City Council Objectives and Community Development
Priorities; and declaring that this Ordinance qualifies as a one-reading
bill pursuant to City Charter Section 2.16(25). (City Council is not
expected to vote on this Ordinance after the first reading on June 27,
2022.)
___________________________________
WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the City of Springfield, Missouri, will receive
approximately $1,609,707 in Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) funds and
approximately $1,193,201 in HOME Investment Partnership Program (“HOME”) funds
for the Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 2022; and
WHEREAS, CDBG proposals were received at a joint public hearing of City
Council and the Citizens’ Advisory Committee for Community Development (“CACCD”)
on January 11, 2022; and
WHEREAS, City staff prepared recommendations on discretionary project
funding, and the CACCD reviewed said recommendations at a public hearing on March
1, 2022; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution 8720, which is attached hereto as “Exhibit E,”
the CACCD’s role is to provide City Council with comments regarding City staff’s
recommendations; and
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WHEREAS, following the CACCD’s public hearing on March 1, 2022, two
CACCD members submitted comments regarding City staff’s recommendations on
discretionary project funding, which comments are attached hereto as “Exhibit F”; and
WHEREAS, in order to meet HUD deadlines, and allow for adequate public
comment, an ordinance authorizing the City to apply to HUD for CDBG and HOME
funds must be adopted by July 11, 2022; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to City Charter Section 2.16(25), this Ordinance qualifies
as a one-reading bill because it relates to the acceptance of a grant from a federal
agency.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI, as follows, that:
Section 1 – The City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to make
application to HUD for grant funding in the amount of $1,609,707 in CDBG funds and
$1,193,201 in HOME funds for those projects set out in “Exhibits A and B,” said exhibits
being attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.
Section 2 – The City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to accept
CDBG and HOME grant funds awarded by HUD for Fiscal Year 2022 and implement
those projects set out in “Exhibits A and B,” upon acceptance and approval by HUD of
such application and agreement, and to do all things necessary and convenient to carry
out any CDBG or HOME grants awarded in connection with said application, including
the execution of contracts, provided the form of any such contracts is approved by the
City Attorney.
Section 3 – City Council authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to file a
final statement of Community Development Objectives and a HOME Program
Description with HUD as set out in Section 1 and 2 of this Ordinance.
Section 4 – City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to
exercise any and all powers necessary or convenient to obtain Community
Development funding and implement those projects set out in “Exhibits A and B,”
including the right to execute a sub-grant agreement or agreements for the
administration of said projects, provided that the form of any such agreements is
approved by the City Attorney.
Section 5 – City Council hereby reaffirms the City Council Objectives, attached
hereto as part of “Exhibit D” and incorporated herein by this reference, and the
Community Development Priorities, attached hereto as "Exhibit C" and incorporated
herein by this reference.
Section 6 – City Council hereby finds and declares that this Ordinance relates to
the acceptance of a grant from a federal agency and, pursuant to Section 2.16(25) of
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the City Charter, this Ordinance may be passed in one reading. This Ordinance shall be
in full force and effect from and after passage.
Passed at meeting:

Mayor
Attest:

, City Clerk

Filed as Ordinance:
Approved as to form:

, Assistant City Attorney

Approved for Council action:

, City Manager
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EXPLANATION TO COUNCIL BILL 2022 - 162

FILED: 06-21-22
ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Department
PURPOSE: Authorizing the City Manager, or his designee, to apply to the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) for Federal Fiscal Year 2022
Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) and HOME Investment Partnerships
Program (“HOME”) funds under the Consolidated Plan, to accept CDBG and HOME
funds, to enter into any necessary agreements to carry out the grants, and to exercise any
and all powers necessary to implement selected projects; selecting projects for funding
for the City of Springfield Fiscal Year 2022-2023; reaffirming the Community
Development Objectives and Priorities; and declaring that this Ordinance qualifies as a
one-reading bill pursuant to City Charter Section 2.16(25). (City Council is not expected to
vote on this Ordinance after the first reading on June 27, 2022.)
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The City is applying for $1,609,707 in CDBG funds and
$1,193,201 in HOME funds for the City’s next fiscal year beginning July 1, 2022. The
CDBG funding recommendations of the Planning and Development Department Staff are
described in “Exhibit A,” attached hereto. “Exhibit B” is the HOME Program Description for
the use of HOME funds, which are principally dedicated to affordable rental housing
rehabilitation and affordable new infill rental housing construction. The Community
Development Priorities for the program are described in “Exhibit C.”
City Staff solicited proposals from non-profit agencies that provide public services. The
CDBG Discretionary Project Evaluation Criteria and Community Development Objectives
and Scoring Criteria for discretionary CDBG Public Service proposals are described in
“Exhibit D.” The proposed CDBG discretionary public service grant activities were
presented at a joint public hearing on January 11, 2022, before City Council and the
Citizens Advisory Committee for Community Development (“CACCD”). Following the joint
public hearing, the Planning and Development Department Staff rated the projects as
high, medium, or low priority activities using City Council’s objectives and priorities and
federal CDBG requirements, pursuant to City Council Resolution 8720, attached as
“Exhibit E.” The CACCD subsequently held a public hearing on March 1, 2022, to review
the staff assessment and recommendations in concert with the Staff. Following the March
1, 2022, public hearing, two of the CACCD members submitted comments regarding the
Discretionary Grant funding recommendations; these are attached as “Exhibit F.”
An advertised, 15-day public review and comment period is being held from June 23,
2022, through July 8, 2022, allowing for a review of the City’s FY 2022 Annual Action
Plan.
In order to meet HUD deadlines, an ordinance authorizing the City to make application
must be adopted by July 11, 2022, to allow for submission of the application to HUD on
July 12, 2022. This Ordinance qualifies as a one-reading bill pursuant to City Charter
Section 2.16(25) because it relates to the acceptance of a grant from a federal agency.
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REMARKS: No other public comments have been received at this time.
Submitted by:
_____________________________
Bob Jones, Grants Administrator

Recommended by:

Approved by:

_____________________________
Susan Istenes, Director

______________________________
Jason Gage, City Manager
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EXHIBIT A
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
PROPOSALS FOR FY 2022-23

PROJECT #

PROJECT NAME

Staff Recommendation
FY2022 STAFF RE-PROGRAMMED
CHAP REVOLVING
RECOMMENDED
FUNDS
INCOME OR PY GRANT

SPONSOR

COMMERICAL REVOLVING
LOAN PROGRAM

PRIORITIES
*AP-1

CDBG Administration

Department of Planning and Development

172,471.00

AP-2

Planning and Neighborhood Conservation

Department of Planning and Development

149,470.00

H-1

Comprehensive Housing Assistance Program (CHAP)

Department of Planning and Development

705,985.00

*ED-1

Commercial Loan Program

Department of Planning and Development

125,000.00

*PS-1

One Door

Community Partnership of the Ozarks

102,500.00

*#H-2

Emergency Home Repairs

Ozarks Area Community Action Corporation

48,000.00

27,000.00

*#H-3

Emergency Home Repairs

Catholic Charities of Southern Missouri, Inc.

48,000.00

27,000.00

*#H-4

Emergency Home Repairs

Habitat for Humanity of Springfield, Missouri, Inc.

48,000.00

Total Priorities

220,800.00

1,060,000.00
1,091.96

876.04

27,000.00

1,399,426.00

1,091.96

302,676.04

1,060,000.00

DISCRETIONARY HOUSING
*H-5

Connections Handyman

Council of Churches of the Ozarks

3,026.00

Total Housing $

3,026.00

DISCRETIONARY PUBLIC SERVICES
PS-3

Emergency Social Services Program

The Salvation Army

20,090.00

PS-4

Empowering Youth 2022-23

Great Circle

20,090.00

PS-5

Emergency Shelter - Meals Program

Family Violence Center, Inc.

20,090.00

PS-8

LifeHouse Crisis Maternity Home, Residential and AfterCare Program

Catholic Charities of Southern Missouri, Inc.

20,090.00

PS-6

Safe to Sleep

Council of Churches of the Ozarks

19,364.00

PS-9

Weekend Backpack Program

Ozarks Food Harvest

17,579.00

PS-11

Rise Programming

Drew Lewis Foundation, Inc

17,579.00

PS-15

Forensic Interviewer Services

The Child Advocacy Center

17,579.00

PS-16

Rare Breed Youth Services

The Kitchen, Inc

17,579.00

PS-2

Mental Healthcare for Low Income Springfieldians

Bobby & Betty Allison Ozarks Counseling Center

12,556.00

PS-10

Making Sense of Money Financial Literacy Program

Community Partnership of the Ozarks

12,556.00

PS-14

Lunch Buddies Program: 1 - 1 Mentoring

Big Brothers Big Sisters of the Ozarks

12,103.00

PS-7

Strengthening Families in Crisis

Crisis Nursery of the Ozarks

0.00

PS-12

McGregor in the Morning

Boys and Girls Club of Springfield

0.00

PS-13

Strengthening Fathers and Families

Good Dads Inc

* Partially or fully funded by Revolving Loans and prior year grants.
# Expenditures may begin upon passage of the Ordinance.

0.00
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Total Discretionary $

207,255.00

Grand Total $

1,609,707.00

4,119.15
$

4,119.15

4,880.85
$

4,880.85

$

-

EXHIBIT B
PROGRAM DESCRIPTION FOR USE OF HOME FUNDS
2022-23 FISCAL YEAR

LOANS FOR HOUSING REHABILITATION,
NEW INFILL CONSTRUCTION, & DPA

$

844,900.00

CHDO SET-ASIDE*

$

178,981.00

CHDO OPERATING EXPENSES*

$

50,000.00

HOME ADMINISTRATION

$

119,320.00

TOTAL
HOME PROGRAM INCOME MAY BE USED FOR
ELIGIBLE HOME ACTIVITIES

$ 1,193,201.00

$ 1,300,000.00

*Community Housing Development Organizations (CHDO) are required by statute to receive approximately
15% of the total HUD appropriation. An additional approximate 5% shown above is to be utilized for
operating expenses for the CHDO to maintain its development capacity.
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Exhibit C

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PRIORITIES
1. Funding commitments necessary to satisfy goals established in the Comprehensive Housing
Affordability Strategy are given highest priority.
2. Commercial property rehabilitation and assistance to small business in targeted areas shall
remain a priority.
3. Priority shall be given to maintenance of a policy planning and management capacity in order
to determine needs, establish short and long term goals and objectives, and evaluate progress
on programs and activities in accomplishing overall goals and objectives. The focus shall be
neighborhood conservation, business revitalization and commercial viability, historic
preservation and affordable housing in the older, built environment of the City.
4. Staff funding shall continue to (a) implement specifically assigned community development
projects, (b) provided technical assistance in the planning, formulation and implementation
of public-private partnerships, particularly in relation to affordable housing and other
activities of principal benefit to persons of low and moderate income, (c) pursue funds and
resources to further enhance the community development program, and (d) administer the
CDBG Program and meet other necessary and unavoidable program requirements.
5. The following target areas shall be priorities for channeling fiscal resources for housing and
economic development;
•

Comprehensive Housing Assistance Program (CHAP) Revitalization Area:
Area bounded by I-44, principally) Glenstone/National, Grand/Sunshine, and
West Bypass

•

Commercial Property Rehabilitation and Assistance Areas:
Citywide

6. Funding commitments for HUD required homeless assistance and homeless prevention
activities (such as central intake and coordination of services) are given a high priority.
7. Priority consideration shall also be given to projects which contribute to environmental
sustainability; housing accessibility; employment and business opportunities for low income
and minority residents; support for fair housing; and emergency home repair.
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Exhibit D

CDBG DISCRETIONARY PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA
National Objectives: All activities must qualify as meeting at least one of the three CDBG Program
National Objectives. If not, the application will not be evaluated, ranked, or funded.
o
o
o

Benefit persons of low and moderate income
Elimination of Slum and Blight
Address Urgent Need created by a disaster or other declared public emergency.

WHAT STEPS ARE FOLLOWED BY CITY STAFF WHEN REVIEWING DESCRETIONARY
GRANT PROPOSALS?
1. Why is it called the Discretionary Grant Program?
a. HUD does not require a City to fund Public Services. It is at the City’s discretion to have
Public Service grants.
b. Public Service grants represent activities that are the most vulnerable for non-compliance.
c. HUD does limit Public Service funding to no more than 15% of the grant; In recent years
the City established this discretionary grant program to be approximately $200,000. The
number of non-profit grants that the City staff is able to effectively monitor is limited by
staff availability.
2. All proposals are reviewed for completeness
a. Current proposal form was used
b. Applicant DUNS Number
c. Budget document included
d. System for Award Management (SAMS) registration verified
3. All proposals are screened for HUD eligibility (24 CFR 570) and the applicable National
Objective Matrix Codes. Eligibility notes are added to each proposal.
a. Is it an eligible activity? If not, the proposal will not be evaluated, ranked, or funded.
b. Is it a Public Service or eligible housing activity (housing proposals must be owneroccupied repair-type activities)?
c. Is the applicant an IRS Code 501 (c)(3) agency? If not, the proposal will not be evaluated,
ranked, or funded.
4. City Planning and Development staff (usually 5 people) are assigned to complete the
proposal evaluations based upon City Council established Community Development
Objectives, in compliance with City Council Ordinance 8720, as amended.
5. A meeting may be scheduled with representatives from other local agencies that provide
funding support to local Public Service and non-profit agencies to obtain a broader
perspective on the agencies submitting requests and the activities being considered. These
local agencies may include such funding organizations as the United Way, Community
Foundation of the Ozarks, and/ or Junior League.
6. Final scoring is completed by staff, with a review and comments by the Citizens Advisory
Committee for Community Development (CACCD) will be submitted as part of the HUD
Annual Action Plan for City Council approval.
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Exhibit D

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT OBECTIVES
and SCORING CRITERIA
Established by City Council with CACCD additions in 2016. (S.O. 26708).

Is the project consistent with priorities identified in the CONSOLIDATED PLAN?
PRIORITY NEED
PRIORITY
Affordable Rental Housing
High
Affordable Housing (Owner)
High
Economic Development
High
Homelessness
High
Public Services (15% CAP)
Low
Public Facilities (Affordable Housing Ctr
High
Public Improvements Infrastructure
Low
Program Administration
High
Planning and Neighborhoods
High
Does the applicant clearly show experience and capacity for the proposed activity as
evidenced in the proposal or past program performance?
This criterion has two parts:
• Experience with this or similar programs
• Capacity to carry-out the activity
GENERAL EVALUATION CRITERIA
Activity Implementation
An activity should provide a clear plan to alleviate community needs and the applicant should be
able to provide performance measures for carrying out the plan
This criterion has two parts:
• Plan to alleviate a community need
• Provide performance measures
Project Readiness

A project should be ready to proceed as defined in the proposal. The ability to start a project and
bring to completion is emphasized by HUD. However, the applicant should be cautioned to NOT
begin implementing a project or take any steps after proposal submission until approval is given
and a contract executed.
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Exhibit D

CITY COUNCIL OBJECTIVES (Resolution 7130)

Leveraging
Priority is given to the use of community development funds and resources to leverage direct
private and non-Federal investment and to stimulate spin-off and ancillary development and
activities consistent with established community development objectives and targets. The degree
of leveraging will be considered in the evaluation of projects and progress. For the purposes of
this Scoring Criteria, private investment means non-Federal funds but includes State funding
sources, private donations, including volunteer time.
Cost-Benefit
All allocations of community funds and resources should produce a benefit level measured in
terms of community objectives and targets that justifies the expenditure. Projects and programs
should demonstrate a high degree of benefit to cost. Benefits should be described and measured
in terms of the community objectives and targets for the activity. Specifically, the question must
be answered, how does this project accomplish community goals or priorities that justifies the
expenditure?
Targeting
The allocation of community development funds and resources is most effective when an array
of tools, projects and programs is directed toward a specific geographic area or particular sphere
of concern consistent with prior planning and systematic needs assessment. Priority is thus given
to programs and projects that demonstrate a high degree of benefit to cost. Indicate how the
activity targets beneficiaries in either the CDBG target area (see attached map) or the City of
Springfield and how it interacts with other community development programs or projects.
Citizen Involvement
Community Development efforts are most apt to prove effective where there is active
involvement by those citizens affected by and benefitting from such efforts. Such involvement
should begin in the earliest stages of program formulation and continue through implementation,
organization, and commitment for sustained and continuing involvement. Active involvement
by citizens affected by or benefitting from the activity or non-staff persons selected for input due
to their knowledge or experience. This can be some or all of the stages of program development
including program implementation, program reviews or feedback, program assessment that is
consistent and on-going. Involvement that is not staff or not board members. This may
include assessment reviews, surveys, or follow-up input activities that provide feedback and or
guidance for activity direction and changes, if necessary.
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Exhibit D

Self-Sufficiency
The establishment of a sustained community development program depends at least in part upon
reliable and predictable revenue sources. Reduced reliance on outside funding sources is a high
priority management objective. Preference is thus given to revolving programs or programs
that produce revenues to the community development program. Will the program generate
funds that will re-pay all or part of the City Grants? Is there a plan for the activity to become
self-sustaining over time?
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Exhibit F
Written Comments regarding Fiscal Year 2022 CDBG
Discretionary Public Service Funding
Submitted by CACCD member, Brandy Martin
First of all, I would like to thank the tremendous team of public servants who work with
the CACCD and administer the CDBG funding. I also want to express my respect for the agencies
who applied for funding. I have personal experience with many of them and admire how they serve
the community even if I do not think that these funds are appropriate for them.
Simply put, our city faces a challenge when it comes to poverty, food insecurity, and
affordable housing. How can we best allocate our resources to meet those needs? As I have become
more familiar with the urgent needs of families barely hanging on or already on the streets, I have
become more focused on what agencies can best triage those needs.
•

•

•

•

•

•

•

LifeHouse Crisis Maternity Home/Catholic Charities (my vote – yes)
They are doing good work particularly when it comes to offering ongoing case
management and support for their mothers and children in areas such as childcare.
Empowering Youth/Great Circle (my vote – no)
The Ozarks Resource Center is a worthy organization that provides emergency foster care
placement of children aged infant through eighteen. I have never known of it not to be full.
I also see it as funded through the state. Possibly I am wrong. I found their grant application
to be questionable for providing care to homeless youth in the same age range at the same
physical location. I would want to know more information before I awarded them a grant.
Emergency Services/Salvation Army (my vote – yes)
They are barely putting a finger in the dam. More dollars are needed to assist families with
rent money and utilities.
Safe to Sleep/Council of Churches (my vote – yes)
They are meeting immediate needs of unsheltered women. A grant to fund a social worker
is an excellent idea to concretely assist these women from living on the streets to a more
stable living situation. Navigating through agencies and filling out forms can be such a
challenge.
Forensic Interviewer Services/Child Advocacy Center (my vote – no)
The Child Advocacy Center is an outstanding agency and provides an important service to
our community for foster care and court purposes. However, in the interest of triaging the
needs of our impoverished and unsheltered citizens, I would not fund them at this time.
Rare Breed Youth Services/The Kitchen (my vote – yes)
Too many youth in our community live on the streets. This is an agency addressing a
concrete need and again is barely a finger in a leaking dam.
RISE Programing/Drew Lewis (my vote – yes)
My observation is that this agency continues to improve and is providing direct services to
our target recipients in a manner that has been effective.
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•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Weekend Backpack Program/Ozark Food Harvest (my vote – no)
I do not dispute the worthiness of the effort, however I believe that there are other financial
avenues to support this organization.
Mental Healthcare for Low Income Springfieldians/Betty & Bobby Allison Ozarks
Counseling Center (my vote – yes)
My personal observation is that people who are living in poverty, have food insecurity, or
are unsheltered have a high level of extra stress in their existence. Frequently, they are also
dealing with untreated mental illness or the aftermath of trauma. It is wonderful to have
mental health services available for free or on a sliding scale basis to make sure that care
can be obtained.
Making Sense of Money/CPO (my vote – no)
When a person has to choose between food, a utility payment or a prescription refill, there
is no money for a savings account. I love the concept but we need to meet the most
immediate needs first.
Lunch Buddies Program/Big Brothers Big Sisters of the Ozarks (my vote – no)
Again, I feel a bit like the Grinch because this is a great organization that changes lives one
child at a time, however, this is not where I would spend the funds.
McGregor in the Morning/Boy’s & Girl’s Club (my vote – no)
I see the worth in having safe childcare for children before school starts each day. I see that
this could benefit working families. But again, this is not where I would prioritize the
expenditure of funds.
Strengthening Families in Crisis/Isabel’s House (my vote – yes)
Not only is this program actively providing safety for children when their families are in
crisis, but this agency provides case management to the parents to help them access
immediate services and thus diverts a proportion of the children they serve from having to
come into foster care.
Strengthening Fathers & Families/Good Dads (my vote – no)
I like the concept of this program. I can see it’s worth particularly to families with children
in foster care. However, I don’t perceive the CDBG funds as best utilized here.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit my thoughts. Good luck and much wisdom wished to all
who make these tough final decisions.
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Written Comments regarding the FY 2022 CDBG Public Service Funding
March 9, 2022
First off, thank you to the City of Springfield for obtaining & distributing this annual CDBG
funding. Though it does have a numerical value, the lives it touches and exponential good it
reaches throughout our community is immeasurable.
As per years past, I agree with the Funding Proposals for the “Revolving Loans & Grants”. (See
below, for visual.)

Regarding the Discretionary Funding, my comments are as follows. If a Public Service is not mentioned, I
approve of the allotted funding proposed:
•

•

•
•
•

•

LifeHouse Crisis Maternity Home / Catholic Charities
o This is a worthy cause and this non-profit has proven that it helps some of the most
needy pregnant mothers in our community.
Empowering Youth / Great Circle
o There was some discussion during our CACCD meeting regarding why Great Circle is
taking in homeless youth ages 0-18 yrs old. It was our understanding that Great Circle is
handling foster children and not taking in children directly from the street.
Emergency Services / Salvation Army
o This is a good and needed service in our community.
Safe to Sleep / Council of Churches
o This is a good and needed service in our community.
RISE Programming / Drew Lewis
o The CACCD committee is happy to see funding finally going towards the Drew Lewis
Foundation and believes the RISE programming is worthy and doing valuable good in
our community.
Weekend Backpack Program / Ozark Food Harvest
o Though we support this program, the CACCD realizes that the OFH has many other
financial resources and is not dependent on the CDBG Funding. Therefore, we would like
to see this funding go towards alternative, more needy organizations.
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•

•

•

•

•

Mental Healthcare for Low Income Springfieldians / Betty & Bob Allison Ozarks Counseling
Center
o This is a great organization and much needed in our community. The CACCD supports
funding this organization through this grant funding.
Making Sense of Money / CPO
o Though this is a great organization that prevents people from falling into or back into
poverty, as a committee we would advise prioritizing the MOST need. Therefore, we
would like to see funding going towards an organization more directly connected to
alleviating immediate homeless needs.
McGregor in the Morning / Boys & Girls Club
o We agree that this is a great program – but since they haven’t even spent their last
allotment of grant money, we should not fund this organization this year. We can
reassess next year.
Strengthening Families in Crisis / Isabel’s House
o This is a great organization and SHOULD get funded this year. Possibly in place of the
Weekend Backpack Program or Making Sense of Financial Literacy.
Strengthening Fathers & Families / Good Dads
o While this is a great organization, we agree that this non-profit is too reliant on the
CDBG funding at this point in their growth and is too high of a risk for the City of SGF to
vouge for at this point. The City of SGF should advise them on how they could attain
alternate funding sources & reassess in future years.
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In summary, similar to Maslow’s Hierarchy of Need – the City of SGF should assess each one of these
applicants as they directly affect the MOST NEED in our community. While all of these endeavors have
value, we believe that getting resources to those that are at high risk from homelessness, sickness and
death take priority over those that just make more stable living situations to already somewhat stable
citizens. It’s a difficult decision, but this would be our current recommendation.

Thank you,
Kate Stockton
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