
State: KANSAS (QAP 
2013)

Kansas Housing Resources Corporation (KHRC)

Measure Evidence
HOUSING LOCATION: Site and Neighborhood Standards
A1. Mandatory 
restrictions prohibiting 
increases in racial and 
economic (or low-income) 
concentration

No.
 

A2. Scoring that 
discourages racial and 
economic concentration. 

No.

A3. Mandatory 
requirements for 
development in high-
opportunity areas

No.

A4a. Scoring that 
encourages development in
high-income areas.

Growth patterns clause within site inspection [see Site 
Inspection notes in Notes section.] (p. 26).

A4b. Scoring that 
encourages development in
high opportunity areas.

Adjacent uses clause within site inspection [see Site 
Inspection notes in Notes section.] (p. 27).

A5. Scoring or 
requirements that 
preference siting near high-
quality schools.

No.

A6. Scoring that 
discourages development in
distressed neighborhoods.1

 (-) [Priority] Priority for (b) preservation of housing with a 
HUD Section 8 or USDA Housing Assistance Payment contract,
or any application from a Public Housing Authority (p. 2).  Up 
to 15 points for projects meeting this need (p. 13). 

 (-) 10 points for projects in a QCT or DDA, 10 points for 
projects in a county with a median income less than the 
statewide non-metro average (p. 11).

 (-) 10 points to projects that preserve existing affordable 
housing that would be subject to foreclosure or default if tax 
credits were not available as indicated by deteriorating 
physical condition, high vacancy rate or poor financial 
performance (p. 11). 

A7. Scoring or 
requirements that 
preference siting near mass
transit.

No.

A8. Focus on and 
operationalization of a 
neighborhood revitalization 
plan.  

 [Priority] Priority for (e) any development in a market area 
that is experiencing job growth and economic development 
where tax credit housing can have an impact and 
documented with letters from employers/city 
officials/economic development representatives/government 
officials, newspaper articles or studies (p. 2).  Up to 15 points 
for projects meeting this need (p. 13). 

1 Evidence of the inverse: preference for development in distressed neighborhoods (by overemphasizing 
QCT/DDA preference, preference for existing subsidized housing in distressed neighborhoods, preferences 
for low-income matched financing, etc.) should also be noted.
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20 points to projects that involve the use of housing as part 
of a community revitalization plan, including the adaptive 
reuse of a building that is eligible for the historical register or 
is sited in an officially declared historic district or 
developments that are eligible for a real estate tax exemption
based on state statute or local ordinance (p. 12). 

Growth patterns clause within site inspection [see Site 
Inspection notes in Notes section.] (p. 26). 

B1. Local participation in 
site selection is limited to 
statutory minimum.2

 (-) [Threshold] Applications will not be considered without a
resolution from the local governing body stating that it is 
aware of and approves the housing development (p. 4).

(-) Acceptance clause within site inspection [see Site 
Inspection notes in Notes section.] (p. 26). 

 [Non-point criteria] Applications meeting the preliminary 
requirements will be further reviewed for non-point criteria. 
Applications may be accepted or rejected based solely on the 
non-point criteria, which include: Jurisdictional comments of 
city, county, state or federal representatives, Comments of 
neighborhood groups and organizations that are 
knowledgeable about the area (p. 14).

HOUSING ACCESS: Affirmative Marketing, Priority Groups
C1. Mandatory 
requirements ensuring 
affirmative marketing.

No.

C2. Scoring that 
incentivizes affirmative 
marketing.

No.

C3. Scoring that incentives 
language access and 
marketing to non-English 
speakers.

No.

D1. Scoring that promotes 
Section 8 voucher access in 
high-opportunity areas.

5 points to projects that have entered into an agreement 
with the local PHA to accept the referral of tenants on the PHA
waiting list (p. 13). See Housing Authority Referral Agreement
(p. 28). 

D2. Requirements for 
monitoring Section 8 
voucher access in high-
opportunity areas.

No.

F1. Incentives for larger 
family units.

Up to 10 points for projects with 3+bedrooms; projects will 
receive 1 point for each 2% of 3+ bedroom units as a 
percentage of the total units (p. 11). 

F2. Incentives targeting 
families/families with 
children

10 points to projects that serve individuals with children (p. 
13). 

G1. Scoring that promotes 
units for lowest-income 
households (outside high-
poverty areas).

 [Priority] Priority for d) any development that offers gross 
rent for all units at a rate that is below the fair market rent for
the area in which the property is located (p. 2).  Up to 15 
points for projects meeting this need (p. 13). 

Up to 35 points for projects designed to serve the lowest 

2 Evidence of the inverse: preferences or requirements for local participation should also be noted.
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income tenants (see chart in notes below) (p. 13). 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
H1. Racial/demographic 
reporting requirements.

No.

 
OVERALL ASSESSMENT
TOTAL POINTS POSSIBLE:  310 (Scoring systems is such that points can only be gained.) 

 Local government involvement provisions are alarming.

Notes: 
KHRC has identified the following housing needs as priorities for the tax credit program: a) any 
development in a community with less than 5,000 population; b) preservation of housing with a
HUD Section 8 or USDA Housing Assistance Payment contract, or any application from a Public 
Housing Authority; c) any development for special need populations including, but not limited 
to homeless families and individuals or persons with disabilities; d) any development that offers
gross rent for all units at a rate that is below the fair market rent for the area in which the 
property is located,  (e) any development in a market area that is experiencing job growth and 
economic development where tax credit housing can have an impact and documented with 
letters from employers/city officials/economic development representatives/government 
officials, newspaper articles or studies (p. 2).   Up to 45 points for projects that address 
these priority housing needs (15 point for each priority need) (p. 13). 

[Also possibly a negative provision in A6, though depending on whether non-MSA areas are 
more/less likely to be distressed areas, 10 points for projects located outside a MSA (p. 11).  

Point values awarded for lowest income tenant units [see G1] (p. 13). 

Market study should include an economic analysis of the market area. Emphasis should be 
placed on recent and projected job growth and development, level of wages and salaries being 
paid, the historical and current unemployment rate, and the commuting patterns of workers (p. 
15). 

Median Income
% of Units 50% 45% 40% 35% 30%

P
o
in

ts

10-12 2 3 5 6 7
13-14 4 6 10 12 14
15-16 6 9 15 18 21
17-18 8 12 20 24 28
19-20 10 15 25 30 35

Another non-point criteria is site considerations based on the suitability of its intended use and 
occupancy, including but not limited to uncorrectable environmental conditions, neighborhood 
economics, and excessive site development requirements (p. 14).  [This could potentially fall 
into A1/A3 depending on how neighborhood economics is understood.]

Site Inspection includes (p. 26-7):
 Growth Patterns. Applications will score high if they are located in areas with high 

growth, in the direction of growth or in neighborhoods undergoing demonstrated 
revitalization; when they are consistent with local planning, density, and surrounding 
structures and properly zoned. They will score low when the factors are the opposite. 
Remote sites will score low [pertains to A4a and A8].

 Adjacent Uses. Close proximity to retail, schools, medical services, hospitals, day 
care/support services, recreation/cultural, churches are important. The more of these 
that are close at hand (within a few blocks) the higher the score. A family oriented 
development will need schools and day care as a high priority. Job locations would also 
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be high on the list. If schools, day care and jobs are close this category will score high 
[pertains to A4b]. 

 Acceptance. There should be a demonstration that the city and community will accept 
the development in which case the points will be high. Absent a showing that the 
housing is greatly needed and there are no other realistic sites, community and city non-
acceptance will result in low points. The program administrator will determine this 
factor. However, if the site reviewer is accompanied by local official inquiries should be 
made with regard to community acceptance [pertains to B1].

OTHER CATEGORIES
O1. Scoring that promotes 
units for persons with 
disabilities.

See O2.

O2. Scoring that promotes 
units for special needs 
populations.  

 [Priority] Priority for c) any development for special 
need populations including, but not limited to 
homeless families and individuals or persons with 
disabilities (p. 2).

O3. Scoring to promote 
home ownership.

10 points to projects that creates single-family 
housing that is intended for eventual tenant ownership
(p. 11). 

O4. Provisions affirmatively 
furthering fair housing laws.

As part of the annual compliance certification, must 
show no finding of discrimination under the Fair 
Housing Act has occurred for this development. A 
finding of discrimination includes an adverse final 
decision by the Secretary of HUD, an adverse final 
decision by a substantially equivalent state or local fair
housing agency, or an adverse judgment from a 
federal court (p. 22). 

Owners shall submit the following information to KHRC 
annually:  A Fair Housing Action Plan to affirmatively 
further fair housing as intended under the general use 
clause of the Code. (p. 23). 

Kansas 4


