CapMetro’s Project Connect calls for long needed
investment in transit infrastructure throughout Austin.
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Households Vulnerable to Displacement- Orange Line (Pre-COVID)
Each neighborhood in proximity to a transit investment stands at risk of ( )
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experiencing a net negative resulting in displacement. The research on 9
transit investments shows that transit investments are complicated by Cost Burdened Renters (30% - 50% of Income to Housing) 7,325
increases to rent ranging from 42 to 150%, property value of up to 90% ,
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childcare costs. Along each transit line, cost burdened renters and Cost Burdened Homeowners 2,895
homeowners are vulnerable to displacement. Businesses that cater to Soverel oot Burdened 1 1183
X . . . everely Cost Burdened Homeowners A
low-income customers risk being replaced, threatening access to cost

accessible basic needs and services for residents within their

neighborhoods, and the loss of culturally relevant spaces and places for residents.
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Our Baseline: Ongoing Affordability Efforts
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A strategy for displacement mitigation around transit investments must housing, transportation, workforce ==
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take into account neighborhood nuance, timing, and the leverage of any food, utilities - ——
intervention (program, service, or investment) to effectively mitigate - =T
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used to evaluate the field of wide ranging interventions, ongoing or new, « 2016 Mobility Bonds + contact with
that include anything from job training programs, grant programs for the voters
tenant organizing, or affordable multi-family development.

In order to match potential interventions to neighborhoods, we must Leverage
understand whether interventions are preventative or responsive (timing) in Factors
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nature, and what level of leverage each intervention brings to the table. Cost & & &
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Displacement Risk Thumbprint » The Displacement Risk Thumbprint  jnterventions can be matched to each neighborhood
shows a neighborhood’s vulnerability . . .
Eviction Filings to displacement based on the e~ DA@S€d onN neighborhood specific dynamics.
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will also be included.
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