Asheville Affordable Housing Advisory Committee
March 7, 2013
Meeting Notes

Attending members: Mae Creadick, Scott Dedman, Barber Melton, Brian Alexander, Lindsey Simerly, Jayden Gurney, William Irby.
Attending staff: Jeff Staudinger, Sandra Anderson, Shannon Capezzali, Martha McGlohon, Shannon Tuch

Introductions:
· Lindsey Simerly called the meeting to order. The February 2012 meeting notes were approved. 

Updates:
· Jeff Staudinger provided information about the March HOME Consortium conditional funding recommendations based on estimated available HUD funding levels. 

Unfinished business:
· Changes to the Landlord-Tenant Flyer draft were discussed. 
· Lindsey Simerly provided an update on LGBT housing rights. One recommendation could be to protect LGBT housing rights as a requirement of certain city services such as variances, zoning incentives, and funding. A general recommendation will be made while details are drafted.
· Martha McGlohon stated that enforcement may be a challenge and may require funding. She will research the following: Who does the city’s nondiscrimination ordinance wording apply to? What will happen to the existing nondiscrimination ordinance if the AHAC Committee drafts a more specific one? What are legal options for enforcing complaints? What other NC Cities have a similar ordinance?
· A motion was made by Scott Dedman to establish a goal to support a non-discrimination ordinance to protect LGBT persons in all City- supported housing.  Seconded by Lindsey Simerly. The motion passed unanimously. A subcommittee will be established, to report in May to the full committee. Martha McGlohon agreed to assist in research. 
· The Committee continued exploration of housing density. City staff will refine its map showing zoning vs. density bonus areas and transit corridors, and will provide information about incentive options for specific types of developments. The HCD Committee has requested that the AHAC continue to pursue this topic and make recommendations. Areas that are in walking distance of major employment or services, and outside of current transit corridors, such as Depot Street, will be evaluated for density potential. Restrictions placed on density-by-right should be evaluated. 
· Scott Dedman stated that other limitations exist which have prevented agencies, such as MHO, from locating in certain neighborhoods. For example, the lack of a supermarket in specific areas has prevented MHO from using Low Income Housing Tax Credits funding for projects, resulting in their locating the developments elsewhere. Other ordinances should be examined to determine how projects are being discouraged. 
· An official recommendation is pending until the next meeting while stakeholders and locations for density bonus areas are identified. 
· Shannon Tuch provided information about accessory apartments and the external implications of allowing larger apartments in existing structures, such as an increase in parking requirements, noise, and neighborhood character. This discussion will be continued at the next meeting.

Next Meeting: April 4, 2013, 8:30 AM, City hall 5th Floor 
