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Poverty and Homelessness Board

Thursday, January 15, 2015
12:00 p.m. - 1:30 p.m.
Lane County Youth Services Serbu Campus, Carmichael Conference Room
2727 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. Eugene, OR

AGENDA

Time Topic
11:45 a.m.  Arrival and Lunch

12:00 p.m. Welcome and Introductions
=  Self-introduce with your name and organizational affiliation

12:05 Public Comment
Individuals who plan to offer comment must sign in with name and contact information

prior to beginning of the meeting.

12:15 Follow-Up from Previous Meeting
Approve Minutes December 18, 2014

Committee Reports

Steering Committee/ Pat Walsh

= Committee volunteer application process and select chairs of committees
Action

12:25 Focus Topic 1: Consolidated Plan/Stephanie Jlennings
Information/ Discussion

12:55 Focus Topic 2 : Criminalization of Homelessness/Ken Neubeck
Information/ Discussion

1:25 Wrap up
Summarize board decisions, assignments, and next steps

1:30 Planning the February 2015 Agenda
What new business should the PHB consider at its February 19" meeting?

1:35 p.m. Adjourn



1. Adding Community Members to PHB Standing Commitiees

The PHB Steering Committee is reviewing the process to add community members to PHB
standing Committees. An application has been developed. We are working on a process that

we’ll bring to the January meeting to discuss and approve.

Revised for PHB Governance Charter 11-20-14 { Underlined)

The PHB shall create committees as necessary to accomplish its purpose, roles and
responsibilities. The PHB Chairperson may serve as an ex officio member of all
committees. At least one Board Member shall serve. on each standing
committee. Committee meetings shall be scheduled by the Committee Chairperson. The
responsibilities of Committee Chairpersons include convening and presiding over meetings,
developing meeting agendas, identification and recruitment of members from the public to
ensure wide community representation, and providing reports to the PHB as requested.

1.
2,
3

The PHB shall have the power to create subcommittees, both permanent functional and
ad-hoc, in numbers and with responsibilities believed by the committee to be necessary.
Each permanent committee will consist of at least three members of the PHB.

The PHB chairperson shall appoint and charge a PHB member to be the Chairperson for

each subcommittee,
Committee members with full membership authority may nominate individuals with

expertise related to the committee focus to join the committes. Nominees shall complete

a simple application or provide a resume to document this _expertise. Through
discussion, the committee will select nominees fo recommend for_addition to the
commiftee. Final nomines(s) will be brought before the full PHB board for approval

{revised 11-20-14).
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POVERTY AND HOMELESSNESS BOARD (PHB) COMMITTEE
APPLICATION

APPLICANT'S NAME AND CITY: DATE:
LANE NAME OF PHB COMMITTEE: DATE APPROVED BY PHB:
C(?é,if';TY
- ALORECGON

NAME OF PHB MEMBER NOMINATING YOU

1. Give a brief description of the experience or training that qualifies you for membership on this PHB committee
(If you wish, you may attach a resume or other pertinent material.)

2, Why do you want to become a member of this committee, and what specific contributions do you hope to make?

3. Lane County is committed to reflecting diverse cultures on its boards/committees and does not discriminate against

any person on the basis of gender, race, color, national origin, religion, disability, or age in employment or in
admission, treatment, or participation in its programs, services, and activities. If selected, how would you contribute to

this effort?

The PHB will create, as necessary, committees to accomplish its work and responsibilities. Committee members with full
membership authority may nominate individuals with expertise related to the committee focus to join the committee.
I understand that committee members are full participants in the work of the committee; however this does not

give me membership voting authority af the PHB meetings.
Signature!
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POVERTY AND HOMELESSNESS BOARD (PHB) COMMITTEE

APPLICATION

Please Print

Name:
LANE "
COUNTY {Last) (First)
il | Address:
(Street) (City) (Zip)

Home Phone: How Long Have You Lived in Lane County? Years Months
Occupation: Place of Employment:
Business Address: Business Phone:
E-Mail Address: Fax:

NOTE: Information in this box consisting of home addresses and phone numbers may be exempt from disclosure per ORS 192.502(3).

OPTIONAL INFORMATION

Lane County is required under state and federal guidelines to identify applicants by ethnicity, race, gender and age. Supplying this
information will also assist Lane County in evaluating its Diversity Implementation Plan to achieve more diversity on its advisory
committees. Providing this information will not adversely affect your opportunity to serve on this commitice or board and this
information is processed separately from the application. Completion of this section is entirely voluntary and remains confidential.

Male Female Asian American
African American European American Native American
Hispanic/Chicano/Latino Other Disability: Type:

*This information is used to ensure there is reasonable accommodation and representation on advisory boards.

Is your age over 407 Yes No

Lane Counly does not discriminate against any person on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender,
disability, or age in employment or in admission, treatment, or participation In its programs, services, and
actlivilies.

Signature of Applicant Date:

Except as noted above, all information provided as part of this application is a public record subject to disclosure.

Please Return to:  Lane County Human Services Division
H&HS Charneiton Building
151 W. 7" Avenue, Room 560
Eugene, OR 97401
Attn: Amanda McCluskey

NOTE: If you are not selected at this time, your application will be kept on file for 12 months from the date it
was received and will be reconsidered as vacancies occur.




Poverty and Homelessness Board
Committees

S.t'évé'M'énela, Pearl Wolfe

Dan Bryant, Vice Chair
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Lane County 2014 Annua, domeless Assessment Report

Exhibit 1.1 Estimated Homeless Counts during a One-Year Period’
Reporting Year: 10/1/2013 - 9/30/2014
Site: Lane County

g ; This section is not ﬁ : Estimated
; i { includedinthis : { Total
. : report {Eugena 1 :
| Mission). Will be Number of
? Persons fn | fctdedin20ts Individuals | Homeless
Persons in i Persons in | Families in | Individuals { Individuals in § Persons
Families in | | Families in | Permanent | in in Permanent Across
Emergency | Transitional ; Supportive | Emergency :Transitional | Supportive ; Repnrting*
Shelters f Housing Housing | Sheiters** : Housing Housing szategories
Total Estimated Yearly Count?
140 198 1,262

Estimated Total Count for Period 369 421 134

Point-in-Time Counts’

Esnmated Total on an ‘Average o
Mghr i

011 a s:ngfe mght in..
£ 2390

Oc!ober2013 D T e : _
January 201 4 53 276
Cidpri 2004 B0 282 08 e 8 ISR LeT
July 2014 190
Number of Families*
I year count (October 1-
10 122
September 30) ’ 4l

Point-in-Time Counts
i October 29 2013
Janua:y 28 201 4

July 29, 201 4 9 61 32
Estimated Utilization and Turnover Rates
E timated A ilizati
. r stimated Average Ulilization 929 97% 100% 08% 89%
a e

286

TumoverRate 594 173 129

Estimated Counts by Hounsehold 'I‘ype8

Individual adult male
- Individual adult female” .
Adult in fam:ly, with ch:ld(ren)
g Chxldren in famthes w:th adults
Households with only adults

Unaccompamed chxld
. Mrssmg this mformarion

Report Owner: Lise Stuart, Lane County Human Services Division

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: |



Exhibit 1.2 Detailed Derivation of Estimated Homeless Count!

Reporting Year: 10/1/2013 - 9/30/2014

Site: Lane County

: ‘ - Personsin ; . Individuals |
i Personsin | Personsin : Families in | Individuals " Individuals in
: : - Families in | Families in | Permanent in ' in : Permanent :
! Emergency _Transitional% Supportive Emergency | Transitional | Supportive :
Step: Description ; Source . Shelters | Housing | Housing . Shelters** | Housing : Housing

Unduplicated HMIS data

from
number of providers

1 personsin that 285 421 134 140 198 Persons

?&r’;‘lcslp ating in participate

in HMIS

Average
number of
clients served

Persons

Step 1+
per Bed

Step 2

5.94 1.78 1.29 2.86 i.le

" participating
- providers)

Estimated
unduplicated
number of
persons served
by providers
that do not
participate in

Step 3 x
Step 4

89 0 0 0 0 Persons

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

' estimate double

Pape' 2



counts pcople

6 whouse = -
R pamclpatmg
" and non-

iy partlmpatmg

S‘P“" a4 0. 4211340 L1400 198 Persons

double count

G j-elm’unatedby

jfjtheoverlap
s ad_]ustment
- below,

Overlap factor
is the square of

[(Bed capacity
for HMIS non- (Step4 +
icipati i rla
7 pericipating - Step2)x 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 g overE

providers)y (Step 4 +
(Bed capacity  Step 2)
for HMIS

participating

providers)}

Estimated
number of
persons in

families that is overlap

9 usedboth  Sep7X 5 0 0 0 0 (cross-over)
participating Step 8 adjustment
and non-
participating
providers

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 3



Step

PRI T A i, £

: Description

Source

Persons in
amilies in

- Emergency

4

Shelters

Persons in ; Families in :
Families in | Permanent |
z

nTransitional
i Housing

! Personsin -

§

{

Supportive |

Individuals
in
Emergency

Housing : Shelters** |

' Individuals |

in

 Individuals
in
: Permanent

Transitional | Supportive

Housing

Housing

1

Extrapolation
Factor for non-
participating
providers: This
is the factor
applied to
calculations

that are based
only on
participating
providers, [t is
used to
estimate total
number of
persons served
by participating
and non-
participating
providers.

Step |

Step 10+

1.2937

1.0060

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

is the
extrapolation
factor for
non-
participating
providers,

HMIS

in the.

13

Point-In-Time
Extrapolation
Factor, This is
the factor
applied to
calculations
that are based
only on
participating
providers. It is
used to
estimate total
number of
persons served
by participating
and non-
participating
providers for
values that
report Point-in-
time numbers,
In contrast to
the standard
“Extrapolation
Factor,” the
point-in-time
Extrapolation
fact does not
include an
adjustment for

Step 6+
Step 1

1.3125

1.6000

1.0000

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

1.0000

1.0000

is the
extrapolation
factor for
point-in-
time counts.

Pave: 4



persons using
multiple
providers.

! This reports provides estimates of the homeless individuals and persons in families in Emergency Shelter and transitional
housing programs that participate in HMIS, as well as those that do not participate in HMIS. The estimate is an “extrapolated
count” and is based on the assumption that beds located in programs that do not participate in HMIS are occupied at the same
rate as beds located in HMIS-participating programs. The complete derivation of the total extrapolation factors is detailed in the

next table.
Adding values across categories will double count persons who appeared in multiple types of programs.

The estimates do not include persons that are served by "victim service providers,” including rape crisis centers, battered
women's shelters, domestic violence transitional housing programs, and other programs whose primary mission is to provide
services to victims of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or statking,

2 These results are generated by multiplying the HMIS data by the Extrapolation Factor (Step 11, in table 2.)

3 These values arc generated by multiplying the HMIS data by the Point-In-Time Extrapolation Factor (Step 13, in table 2.)
4 These results are generated by multiplying the HMIS data by the Extrapofation Factor (Step 11, in table 2.)

3 These values are generated by multiplying the HMIS data by the Point-In-Time Extrapolation Factor (Step 13, in table 2.)
% These results are generated by dividing the HMIS data on persons on an average night by the total beds in HMIS.

? These results represent the average number of people who use each bed. It is generated by dividing the unduplicated count of
persons recorded in HMIS, by the total number of beds in HMIS

8 These results are generated by multiplying the HMIS data by the Extrapolation Factor (Step 11, in table 2).

* This value is generated by multiplying the sum of the extrpolated number of persons in each category by an overlap factor,
which accounts for persons who use multiple categories. This value is based on the overlap rates among participating programs
and adjusted to account for possible overlap in non-participating providers. In this site the adjustment factor is: For the PIT.
These values are generated by adding the peint in time counts across categorics. It is assumed that persons do not appear in

multiple programs on the same night.

Data Submitted for HIID's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

Page: 5



200

150

i
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N,
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.
>,

Total on
an Average

Night

Persons in Families in Emergency
Shelter
Persons in Families in Transitional

NN
. K

N

N

NN

Qctober 2013

N

N
)

g
N,

R
N

.
4,

N

individuals in Emergency

Shelter

Housing

N

. | P
January 2014

Individuzals in Transitional

April 2014 Juty

g
014

Individuals in Permanent
Supportive Housing

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Anmal Homeless Assessment Report
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April 29, 2014 Jul

Families in Emergency Shelter g Families in Transitional 5 Families in Permanent Supportive
Housing S Housing

EEE Adult in family, with child(ren)
i Children in families, with B
T adulks T

&\\\‘-Mismng this i-hfgnhéﬁdn

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 7



" .: Exhibit 1.6 Estimated Homeless Counts: Persons in Fﬂmi[ies in Tmnsiﬁma! l'busmg

Aduft in famlly, w;th chlld{ren)
, Children in fa:mhes, wﬂ:h

‘\\ Mlssmg this 1nformat|on

SN Mis.sinaﬁjtbis m’.fﬁfr.r’r@t-_«:n

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Pace: §



‘Exhibit 1.8 Estimated Homeless Counts: Individuals in Transitional Housing

Individual adult male -
2% Individual adult female
N Households with only adults
%#: Households with only children
¢ Unacompanied youth
- Missing this information

Exchibit 1.9 Estimated Homeless Counts: Individuals in Permanent Supporive Housing

B3 Individual adult male
%4 Individual adult female =
N\ Households with only adults - =
%# Households with anly children™ .
#7 Unacorapanied youth
Missing this information

. .

Page 10 is blank and
removed from printed packet

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 9



Exhibit 3.1 Demographic Characteristics of Sheltered Homeless Persons

Reporting Year: 10/1/2013 - 9/30/2014
Site: Lane County

; Persons in Individuals
Persons in g Persons in Families in ; Individuals Individuals in
Familiesin | Familiesin | Permanent in in Permanent
Emergency § Transitional | Supportive Emergency | Transitional Supportive

Characteristics Shelters | Housing Housing Shelters** Housing Housing

Number of Sheltered Homeless :

Persons! | 285 L 421 134 140 198
Number of Sheltered Adults? | 125 | 173 | 56 | 137 1195
Number of Sheltered Children | 160 | 248 Y § 3 P

Gender of Adults
Female 65% 72% 73% 28% 41%

S35% g 27 59%
Unknown 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Gender of Children
Female 48% 53%
 Male $3% L 4T%

Unknown 0% 0%

Ethnicity
Non-Hrspamc/non Latmo 80% 71% 871% 92% 95%

* Hispanic/Lating, ... % IR e e e e
Unknown 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Race
White, non-Hispanic/non-Latino 61% 60% 74% 3% 84%

 White, tispanie/Latino | T R
Black or African American 1%

Ame) ican Indian or Alaska Natrve 4%

- Na veHmvanan or o!‘herPac: c _'
Islander__ S :

Several races 18%
Unknown PR L 0%
Age
Underl 59,
ltes 20% -
61012 18%
Cd3go 17 e T e
1810 30 16%
SRS s
5to 6 39
62andolder T 0%
Unknown 0%

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

Papa* 11



Individuals

; Personsin | :
i Personsin | Personsin | Familiesin | Individuals | Individuals ° in
! Families in 3 Familiesin | Permanent | in ’ in i Permanent
Emergency | Transitional Supportive Emergency g Transitional § Supportive
Characteristics Shelters ; Housing i Housing Shelters** | Housing : Housing
Persons by Household Size
1 person 0% 0% 0% 82% 90%
D pekons L T i e s L ey b e R
3 persons 30% 2% 2%
4 persons . 2 0%
3 or more persons 0%
Uk L Y SnEgen
Veteran (adults only)
Yes 21%
GENe %
Unknown 0%
Disabled (adults only)
Yes 42% 44% 75% 55% 92%
SNo LU SR e 6% e L 25% Sl 8%
Unknown 0% 0% 0% 3% 0%
! 'T'his is the number of sheltered homeless persons from your community's raw data. These numbers do not include persons
that are served by "victim service providers,” including rape crisis centers, battered women's shelters, domestic violence
transitional housing programs, and other programs whose primary mission is to provide services to victims of domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking.
2 This is the number of sheltered homeless adults from your community's raw data. These numbers do not include persons
that are served by "victim service providers," including rape crisis centers, battered women's shelters, domestic violence
transitional housing programs, and other programs whose primary mission is to provide services to victims of domestic
violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking.
Page: 12

Data Submitted for HITD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Renort



s
2

40—

Persons in Persons in Individuais

Persons in

Families Families in in Families in

in Transitonal Transitional Permanent

Emergency Housing Housing Supportive
Shelters Housing

- Exhibit 3.2 Demographic Characteristics: Gender of Aduits

o Eelria_la_
P Male -

Uﬂkﬂm@-"_l'_l_' ok

Individuals
in
Permanent
Supportive
Housing

(o
100
i
&0
40~
Dmi A i WA ELTE - \ o S
Persons in Persons in Individuats Persons in Individuals
Families Familigs in in Families in in
in Transitionat Transiticnal Permanent Permanent
Emergency Housing Housing Supportive  Supportive
Shelters Housing Housing

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annua! Homeless Assessment Report

Paoce 13



i fExhlblt 34 Elemagraphlc Chﬂmclensﬂcs Race uf Persons in Families in Eme:gem:y S['lelier

Whlte, mn+¥15pamdncn—i.ahm =
W7 White, l-hspamcii_atmo
ﬂ Several races . e
“-.\{"?C\\ Black or Afncan Amencan

Amencan indian or Alaska
- Native '

Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander

Unknown

Whlte, non—]-hspamclnon I.ahno S
White, I-ﬁspamcif_at:no ' 5
B Several races | o
NN Black or Afncan Amencan
vzz Asian

American Inchan or Alaska
Natwe L

Natwe Hawaiian or other
Pacific kstander

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 14



:'Exhiblt 3.6 Demﬂgmphxc Chﬂmctenst_l_cs Race of Persans in Families in Permanent Suppmwe

White, non-Hlspamdnon Latmo .
# White, Hispanic/Latino
_. American Indian or Alaska

Native -

B9 Several races

N Black or African American

%4 Asian

Native Hawaiian or other

Pacific klander

Whlte, non- H15pamclnon—Latmo :
% White, Hispanic/Latino

S Black or African Amenca _
H;Sevaralraces CEIA S
T Asian
American lnchan or Alaska

Native = =

Native Hawaifan or other

2+ Pacific klander

BB Unknown

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Pace: 15



B _E};h_ib:_it 3.8 Demographic Characteristics: Race of Individuals in Permanent Supporiive Housing

White, non-Hispanic/non-Latine - |
# Several races R

% White, Hispanic/Latino

N Black or African American S |
74 Asian ' . B
American Indian or Alaska R
Native

Native Hawaiian or other
* Pacific klander

Win'te';_ hén-ﬂispéhidnoﬁ—Laﬁné s
SN White, Hispanic/Latino

Other..- - =~
Unknown

e

i
-

ERTASY

:,\\2&\.

enks [ [¥%]
A nd
Nl -

L)

"

- B

2
d
Permanent

Individuals in
Supportive Housing

Transitlonal Housing

Persons in Families NN~ RN/
In Emergency Shelters '\ \\\
Persons in Families in
Transitonal Houslng
Persons in Families in
Supportive Housing

Individuals In Permanent

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 16



- Exhibit 3.10 Deljhpgrﬁphit_: Characteristics: Age of Persons in Families in Emergency Sheiter

. &% 51 to 61

m&m&
MW b6t012
%13 to 17

LW 18 to 30
31 to 50

EEf 52 and older
84 Unknown

W 6t012 -
Y130 17
518 1o 30

B 51 o 61
BE8H 62 and older

31 to 50

N5 Unknown

Pata Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

Paoce: 17



Housing

- Exhibit 3.12 Demagraphic Characteristics: Age of Persons in Families in Permanent S

Under 1
W# o b
W 6to 12

W13 10 17
i 1810 30

31 te 50

8 51 to 61
B 62 and older

&2 Unknown

upporiive:

3 i
{170 23 BAE T RO AU 1 TO 1604 S R T SO

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

1 toh
XN 6to 12
% 13 to 17
B Unknown

Page: 18



: E).(.h_ibit 3.14 Demcgraphic Characteristics: Age of Individuals in Permanent Supportive Housing

13 to 30 _
B8 51 to 61

" BHH 62 and older
' Under 1 '~
#1085

MW 6to 12
W13 o 17

2% Unknown

2. 1 Persons
X 2 Persons
%% 4 Persons
H 5 or more Persons
1 Person

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 19



~ Exhibit3.16 Demagraphic Characteristics: Persons by Househald Sze:
S L s LERRAT Transitional Housing

e =

i o i o, S S e T TR 5 D D R B
o7 S e T R DG T O M T i T Sl T
EHCTEE L i T R A i R S

DGR oA 2 A,

VA N T G T T T Rt R T SE e %
il (B EER TS S S0 T PR 264 RS S S Bl Yl fn SR e 9308 R
ania v g R o BN AN S YL AT I S I S 2 R S

N

LA

W 4 Persons -
%% 5 or more Perso

Persons in Families in-

%2 2 Persons
N 3 Persons

e

1 Person
Unkno_wn

'_Ci_ha.r#t::té:r'istics_: Persons by Household Size:
. Permanent Supportive Housing

N3 borsan
?;'% 4 Persons . - .0
. E5% 5 or more Persons

Persons in Familiesin

4 2 Persons

1 Person ERERAN
Unknown o

Data Submitted for HITD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

Paoe: 20



| Exhrb:t 3 18 Demngmph:c Charﬂctenst!cs Persons hy Household Size: Individuals in Tmnsihnm&

) 1.Person - .
- & 2 Persons e
m 3 Persons
%%, 4 Persons .
' ‘&5 B or more Persons -
Hnknown

. 2 Persons..
m 3 Persons
'::i’//.?'? 4 Persons
LEEN R or more Persons .

Unknown

Data Submiited for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page- 21



R Exhibit 3.20 Demographic Characleristics: Persons by Household Size

o —11Person .
Tl g o -8 2 Persons
B et EB3verons

| ) : NS 4Persons
E#Z# 5 or more Persons
Unknown '

100y o ol i s
. A b b L

i K 120 E R T

. I o, ¥,
O oo WO i 2%,

Fersonsin  Personsin  Individuals Personsin  [ndividuals
Families Families in in Families in in
in Transitional Transitional Permanent Permanent
Emergency  Housing Housing  Supportive Supporlive
Shelters Housing Housing

 Exhibit3.21 Demographic Characteristics: Veteran Status (Aduits Only)

: Y_Es - " BRSNS 1
I No -

1100 AN SO

80

e IO T

Persons in Persons in individuals  Personsin  Individuals :
Families Famifies in in Families in in i
in Transitional Transitional Permanent Permanent I
Emergency Housing Housing Supportive  Supportive
Shelters Housing Housing

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report Page: 22



R

5 =

& . 2
Personsin Persons in Individuals Persons in
Families Families in in Families in
in Transitional Transitional Permanent
Emergency Housing Housing Supportiive
Shelters Housing

* - Exhibit 3.22 Demographic Characteristics: Disabled {Adutts Only) 1

:3'100 ' : S : \\ N YES Lo .3 1 _34
R - ENe 1

: = - . |

: ;&\\: Unknown :.15__

Individuals

Permanent
Supportive

92%

8%

in

Housing

Data Submitted for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report

Page 24 is blank and
removed from printed packet
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Exhibit 4.1 Prior Living Situation of Persons Using Homeless Residential Services

Reporting Year: 10/1/2013 - 9/30/2014
Site: Lane County

i

! Personsin | Persons in
EFamiIics in | Families in

1

Persons in |
Families in 2 Individuals

i Permanent : E in in

Individuals

t Individuals

in

i Permanent
E Supportive

| |
£
| Emergency §Transit10nal§ Supportive ﬂEmergency §Transitional
| i
| j

Prior Living Situation Shelters | Housing Housing | Shelters** . Housin Housing
Number of Sheltered Homeless Persons 5 285 5 421 134 é 140 198
Living Arrangement the Night before Program
Entry
Total from Homeless Situation
Place not meant for human habitation 45% 25% 27% 3% 44%
- Emergency shelter TS e 3%, 20% 83 R3sY%
Transitional housing 0% 1% 23% 1% 15%
Total from Housing Situation
Permanent supportive housing 0% 0% 0%
Renfedhousmg un, Sy % 1%
Owned r'zousmg unit 5% 0% 0%
! Staying w:thﬁlrmly or friends T 3% 0 31%! = 3%
Total from Institutional Settings
Psychzatrrc faah:y 0% 0% 2% 1% 0%
. Substance abusetreatmentcenteror defox . 0% e 2% R 14% e 1% 1%
Hospzta! (non psychm!r rc) 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%
pris % e S anme iy

Total from Other Sltuatmns
Hotel or mote! (no voucher)
Foster care home
Other lrvmg srtuat:on

Unlmown

Stability of Previous Night's Lmng
Arrangements

Stayed 1 week or less

 Staped more than 1 weck, bul less tha amonth 2% T SN

Sfayed 1 to 3 months
" Stdyed more than 3 months, but less than a year .. 13%
Stayed 1 year or Io er

S

i7%

oo
38%

- Unknown ..
Zip Code of Last Permanent Address
Same Jur isdiction as progranm Iocatm 60% 5% 8%
. gﬁ”erent Jw'rsdxcfwn thart p:ogam locator Ch 40% RE 5%; - 12% S
Unknown 0% 0% 0%
Page: 25

Data Submitied for HUD's 2014 Annual Homeless Assessment Report




Exhibit 4.2 Living Arrangement the Night before Program Entry: Persons in Families in Emegency
e eleliel Shelter it Co

Place not meant for human
habitation

] Emergency shelter
< Dwned housing unit
" Staying with family or friends

- Exhibit4.3 Living Arrangement the Night before Pragram Entry - Persons in Families in Transitional

Place not meant for human - '1;'
- habitation * - o :
#4% Emergency shelter :

& Staying with family or friends
NN Transitional housing
%%% Rented housing unit

51 Owned housing unit
55 Hotel or motel {no voucher)
BEE Other living situation
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kX Exhibit 4.4 Li#injﬁtmngemerﬂ the Night before Program Entry: Individuals in Transitional Housing

Place not meant for human . 5
" habitation - B
V /4] Emergency shelter I
Staying with family or friends
BEE Other living situation '
¥ Transitional housing
%44 Rented housing unit

=t

i Owned housing unit
E55 Hotel or matel (no voucher)

. Ex!ublt 45 hvmgAmmgemenuhe Night before Pragram Entry: Persons in Families in Permanent |

Place not meant for human
- habitation ' ’
@44 Fmergency shelter
NN Transitional housing
BE% Other living situation
%% Rented housing unit
%5 Owned housing unit
Staying with family or friends
555 Hotel or motel (no voucher)
2% Unknown

Other fiving arrangement" includes 90 days or less at hospital or substance abuse treatment facility (homeless prior to facility stay)
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Other Situations: Hotel or motel (no voucher), Foster care home, Other living situation, Unknown
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Institutional Settings: Psychiatric facili,, Jubstance abuse treatment center or detox, hospriw. (non-psychiatric), Jail, prison or juvenile

detention
Housing Situation: Permanent supportive housing, Rented housing unit, Owned housing unit, Staying with family or friends
Homeless Situation: Place not meant for hurman habitation, Emergency shelter, Transitional housing

Exhxbtt4 BS!ﬂblllly nf Prevmus I\hght‘s meg Aﬂﬂngﬂﬂe:ﬂ REteal

Stayed 1 week or less -

Stayed more than 1 week,

L ~ but less than a month '

_j:fStayed‘ltoIimnnths _
sy Stayed more than 3 months,

bu?ty less than a year
@ Stayed 1 year or longer
Unknown

um::;

o

Transitional Houslng [+ \N
o
N

Individuals in __.

Persovis in Families -2
In Emergency Shelters 3~ ) 52f:
NN
Persons in Families in [~
Transitlonal Houslng, [
Supportive Housing
Supportiye Housing, N

Individuals in Pa"manem
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Exhibit 4.1 Length of Stay in Emergency Shelter and Transitional Housing for Persons
Reporting Year: 10/1/2013 - 9/30/2014
Site: Lane County

Persons in

Persons in ¢ Personsin ¢ Families in

Familiesin ;| Familiesin | Permanent

Emergency | Transitional § Supportive ;| Emergency

: Shelters ;. Housing i Housing i Shelters**

LengthofStay . % Cum.%| % [Cum%| % !Cum%| % Cum.%
Aweckorless 15%  15% | 2% 2% E % 0% |

Dk to Lmonth 1% 36% 1 9% 1% 4% 4%

1-3months  43% 9% | 12%  23% L% 1%

3-Gmonths - 20% . 99%. | 2% 45% 9% . 20% 0

6-9months 1%  100% %25% 0% | 14%  34% | 16%  O1% | 15%  36%

9 I2months 0% - 100% L 30% " 100% i 66% . 100% oo 9% 100% i 64% - 100%

Unknown 0%  100% | 0%  100% | 0%  100% | fo% 100% | 0%  100%

. Individuals
Individuals | Individuals | in
in ; in ! Permanent
Transitional .  Supportive
Housing Housing
% Cum.%! % Cum.%
6% 6% 2% 2%
1% 1% A% %
21%  40% | 5%  10%
ek TIes % a%

i

g
i
N

. Exhibit42lengthofStay

PSH-INDEL 4] %

Ll w\x\
/" 13% ¢
f/x// \\

A
'/J‘,

zwmwmmmlwmm

N%//// .

T

==1| f-0 months 7] 912 months  EEA Unknown

A week or less 1-3 months
1 week to 1 month 3-6 months
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**
Data in this category did not meet minimum participation criteria for participation in HUD's Annual Homeless Assessment Report,

U.8. Department of Housing and Urban Development Office of Special Needs Assistance Programs
451 Seventh Street, SW Room 7262 Washington, DC 20410

Developed under contract with the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
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ATY Community Development

City of Eugene
99 W. 10" Avenue
Eugene, Oregon 57401

M EMORANDUM ' (541) 682-5443

(541) 682-5572 FAX
WWww.eugene-or.gov

Date: January 15, 2015
To: Poverty and Homelessness Board

From: Stephanie Jennings, City of Eugene
Molly Markarian, City of Springfield

Subject:  Eugene-Springfield 2015 Consolidated Plan

The Eugene-Springfield Consolidated Plan provides an assessment of local housing, homelessness, and
community development needs and establishes a five-year strategic plan for use of federal funds received
from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). This memo provides an overview of the
HOME and CDBG programs, review of the progress achieved under the 2010 Consolidated Plan, and the status

of the development of the 2015 Consolidated Plan.

Background
The Eugene-Springfield 2015 Consolidated Plan will present an assessment of local housing, homelessness, and

community development needs and establish goals and priorities for use of HUD funds to address those needs.
Eugene and Springfield must complete, adopt, and submit a new five-year Consolidated Plan to HUD by May
15, 2015, and it will address the period from July 2015 through June 2020. Completion of the Consclidated
Plan is a prerequisite for receiving CDBG, HOME, and other HUD grants. CDBG and HOME must be used to
advance the following statutory objectives principally for low-income and moderate-income residents:

e Provide decent, safe, and affordable housing (CDBG and HOME)
¢ Create suitable living environments (CDBG)
+ Expand economic opportunities (CDBG)

The Cities of Eugene and Springfield are both eligible to receive a direct annual allocation of CDBG funds from
HUD, while anly Eugene is eligible to receive a direct allocation of HOME funds from HUD. in 1992, Eugene and
Springfield formed a HOME Consortium to provide local access to HOME funds for housing activities in
Springfield. Eugene is the lead entity in the HOME Consortium and is responsible for the oversight and

administration of HOME funds in the entire Consortium area.

Since the formation of the HOME Consortium, Eugene and Springfield have jointly developed the Eugene-
Springfield Consolidated Plan every five years. This collaboration has allowed for consideration of needs for the
metropolitan area as a whole, development of a shared goals and strategies, and more efficient use of limited

resources for plan development and reporting.
Page 1of 3



In addition to the five-year plan, the Cities of Eugene and Springfield must complete and submit a One Year
Action Plan {Action Plan) for each fiscal year within the five-year period. The Action Plan describes the Cities’
annual allocation process and uses of HOME and CDBG funds allocated by Congress during a specific fiscal
year. The next Action Plan will be completed and submitted to HUD along with the new Consolidated Plan.
Lastly, the jurisdictions also jointly develop a Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Report {CAPER} to

report on outcomes and progress achieved for each year.

Overview of the 2010 Consolidated Plan
The Eugene-Springfield 2010 Consolidated Plan provides a foundation for development of the next Plan, with

goals and strategies organized into an Affordable Housing Strategic Plan and a Community Development
Strategic Plan in accordance with HUD requirements. Selected goals must address identified community needs
but also must be feasible to implement within the complex regulatory requirements of the HOME and CDBG
programs. The complete 2010 Consolidated Plan is available at www.eugene-or, E.ov/hudccnpfan A summary

of the goals, objectives and strategies are provided below.

Affordable Housing Strategic Plan - Affordable housing goals, objectives, strategies, and outcomes are
intended to address HUD program objectives to provide decent, safe, and affordable housing, Both HOME and

CDBG funds are used to support affordable housing goals.

1. increase the supply of affordabie housing

2. Conserve and improve existing affordable owner and renter housing stock

3. Increase opportunities for low- and moderate-income households to become and remain homeowners
4

5

increase opportunities for low- and moderate-income households to become and remain renters
Remove barriers to affordable and supportive housing

Community Development Strategic Plan - Community development goals, objectives, strategies, and outcomes
are intended to address multiple statutory objectives by providing human services; promoting economic

opportunities; increasing access to public facilities; and improving low-income neighborhoods.

1. Support a human services delivery system that helps low- and moderate-income persons achieve

dignity, well-being, and self-sufficiency
2. Provide economic development and diversification through the creation of jobs

Improve accessibility to public facilities
4, Make strategic investrents to improve low-income neighborhoods and other areas exhibiting

conditions of slums and blight

w

Developing the Next Consolidated Plan
HUD has provided extensive guidance on the required elements of the Consolidated Plan as well as the process

for developing the Plan. Required elements of the next Consolidated Plan must include:

e Evaluation of outcomes and results achieved under the previous Consolidated Plan
¢ Assessment of Needs, Housing Market, and Community Conditions

* Development and Prioritization of Goals, Objectives, and Strategies

e Establishment of an Annual Allocation Process and Performance Metrics

The process for developing the Consolidated Plan requires consultation with a wide range of stakeholders as
well outreach to targeted populations. Engagement is strongly encouraged at both the needs assessment stage
and also at the strategy development and prioritization stage. Staff is currently developing a consultation and

public participation strategy for the Consolidated Plan.
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HUD is requiring that the Plan be completed and submitted in an online format that prescribes the information
to be provided and analyzed. It also requires strict adherence to a process that specifies that 1) priority needs
are identified based on the needs assessment data and input received, 2) each identified priority need will be
addressed by a strategy and all strategies will be developed in response to priority needs, and 3) identification
of HUD allocations are tied to each strategy as well as other resources to address the strategy. This is resulting
in additional attention to the needs assessment and consultation to ensure that the priority needs and

resulting strategles are well documented.

Development and adoption of a new Fair Housing Plan is a required component of the Consolidated Plan. The
Eugene and Springfield staff will conduct an “analysis of impediments” to fair housing choice and develop
strategies to address each identified impediment. Impediments to fair housing choice are defined as any
actions, omissions, or decisions taken because of race, color, refigion, sex, disability, familial status, or national
origin that have an effect of restricting housing choice or the availability of housing choice. The analysis must
also include a review of the entitiement community’s laws, regulations, administrative procedures and
practices. It assesses how laws affect the location, availability and accessibility of housing while considering
conditions, both public and private, affecting fair housing choice for all protected classes within the

jurisdiction.

Status of 2015 Consolidated Plan

Provider Consultations - A list of public, private and non-profit stakeholders has been generated and online
surveys have been developed and will be distributed the first week of January. Additionally, individual
consultations with key partners are being scheduled to assure that the Cities obtain input from the HUD-

suggested stakeholders.

Community Outreach — An online community survey has been developed and will be distributed through
existing social media outlets and at the Eugene and Springfield libraries. Efforts are being made to assure that

input is obtained from the HUD-suggested sectors of the community.

Needs Assessment — Most of the analysis and narrative has been drafted for the needs assessment, with
additional information being gathered from key stakeholders.

Attachment
A. Consolidated Plan PowerPoint Presentation Slides
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Eugene-Springfield 2015
Consolidated Plan
A Five-Year Plan for Housing and Community Development

/

Presentation Summary

@ « Provide Overview of the Consolidated Plan

Discuss CDBG and HOME Programs

»

Review 2010 Consolidated Plan Priorities and
Qutcomes

» Highlight Current Conditions and Trends

. Discuss Next Steps for the 2015 Consolidated Plan




/
Consolidated Plan - Summary

"

e

« Sets 5 year strategies and goals for use of CDBG and
HOME funds. Supplemented with annual spending plans.

» Funds based on formula allocation and Congressional
appropriations. Approximately $14 M over 5 years.

. Next Plan due May 15,2015, effective july |,2015.

- Establishes goals and strategies to be consistent with
eligible uses of CDBG and HOME funds.

S
Consolidated Plan - Purpose

>

=S

+ Assess housing and community needs of low-income
people and neighborhoods through data analysis,
community involvement, and agency consultation.

« Develop goals, objectives, strategies, and metrics to
invest funds over next 5 years in areas of greatest
demonstrated need.

» Coordinate with other plans and resources for
partnerships and leverage.

« Consider how governmental policies affect availability
and affordability of housing and impact low-income
neighborhoods.
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Understanding CDBG

=

+ Created to support viable communities through growth In affordable
housing, economic opportunities, and suitable [iving environments.

+ Federal funding has decreased 27% in 10 years
+  Spending guidelines:

"« Must either a) benefit to low-income persons or
neighborhoods, b) prevent or eliminate slums and blight, or c)
meet an urgent need in a disaster

»  Up to 15% may be used for human services.

+  Can be spent for capital projects that create emergency,
transitional, or permanent affordable housing that meet
habitability standards

»  Best suited for affordable housing, economic development,
human services cperations and capital facilities, and
improvements to low-income areas,

NS

/

Understanding HOME

&

- Sole purpose is to expand the supply of decent, safe,
sanitary, and affordable housing.

« Federal funding has decreased 39% in 10 years

- Eugene and Springfield work together to create a pool
of resources to support projects in both jurisdictions.

+ Spending Guidelines:
« Best suited for supporting new construction or acquisition of
existing affordable housing,

+ Can only be used to support permanent or long-term
transitional housing, with high habitability and long requirement
for affordability.

* Requires a minimum 25% match of nonfederal funds.

*» Funds cannot be committed until all other project sources are

EAS ——inplee




2010 Affordable Housing Strategies

Supported with both CDBG & HOME funds

Ohbjective Original Proj. Qriginal Proj,
Eugene Springfield
Increase the supply of 500 units 100 units

affordable housing

Rehabiiitate existing housing

332 unit rehabs

550 work orders

Acquire landbank sites

2 sites

Create homeownership
opportunities

100 home purchases

150 home
purchases

Remove barriers to affordable
& supportive housing

Maintain Housing
Policy Board

Maintain Housing
Policy Board

NS

JIZZOIO Community Development Strategies

-Supported with CDBG funds

N

L
Objective Original Proj. Original Proj.
Eugene Springfield
15% to HSC 15% to HSC

Support human services
operations and capital
improvements

Provide business foans to create
jobs and support
microenterprises

200 jobs created

5 Jobs created

Increase accessibility to public 87 public 4 public
facilities improvements improvements
Make strategic investments to 3 capital 2 capital
low-income neighborhoods or improvement improvement

areas of slum & blight

projects funded

projects funded

NS
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Trends & Conditions — Housing Needs

& » Housing growth slowing, and moderate, at |.4% per
year (94,800 housing units)
-+ 62% housing units built before 1980

» 39% of all manufactured homes are in three tracts,
and comprise 5% of all homes.

« Homeless population of 1,751, nearly double the
incidence compared to state
+ 3% unsheltered
= 6% families

* | 3% veterans
« 24% chronlcally homeless

« 2,262 homeless students served in Lane County

Concentration of Manufactured Homes
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Tr

ends & Conditions - Market Conditions

& « A renter making the average wage would need

to work 58 hours per week to afford an

worker would need to work 70 hours

» Median rent is $751 in Springfield and $834 in
Eugene :

+ Median owner cost is $1,076 in Springfield, and
$1,302 in Eugene

« TREND GOES HERE

e

average 2 bedroom rental, and a minimum wage

/

Trends & Conditions - Demographics

@ + Total population - 219,600 or 95,000 families

« 17% identify as Latino or person of color
14% people with a disability |

1% are University of Oregon students

+. 84% increase in Latino population since 2010

+ 20% of population is over 60, up from 18% in
2000




/

Trends & Conditions —Wages and Employment

&

+  Job market instability caused by reductions in

timber industry and recession

Between 2007 and 2010, Lane County lost 15,900
jobs, or 10% of its employment

- Unemployment for 16-19 year olds neared 20%,

compared to IO% for all workers.

In 1990 wages in Lane County were 10% less than
the statewide average, and grown to 19% in 2000.

The average wage in Lane County was $38,355,
with over 60% earning less

A8

/

Trends & Conditions — Poverty and Financial Stability

-

19% poverty rate,and 9% receive SNAP
25% of people in poverty are |
concentrated in 5 tracts

50% of the children and youth from the
three school districts are eligible for free
reduced lunches

40% households have insufficient liquid
assets to subsist at poverty level for 3
months without income

e




Income and Poverty — EconomicVulnerability

Community Involvement and Agency Consultation
& *  Needed to identify needs, develop and prioritize strategies.

« Wil include affected community groups and stakeholders.

+  Will include consultation with public, nonprofit, and private
agencies

*  Will include low-income persons, residents of low-income
neighborhoods, non-English speakers, persons with
disabilities, special needs populations, and affordable housing

residents.

*  Achieved through review of previous public input, key
informant interviews, surveys, workshops, and public

hearings.
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Consolidated Plan - Process

e e
I.Assess past activities

N

2.Assess community needs

N

3. Assess market conditions

N\

4, Set priorities

N2

5. Determine feasibility

N

é. Set goals, strategies & measurements

Consolidated Plan Development Process

Evaluation and Needs Assessment

4

o o
i.Assess Past (3 Assess ™\ g,
i : 3. Assess Market
Activity E> Community Needs ':> Con :"e;;nsar G
L — ] —— S
o] ) + Howslng need ) *Assessment of
* Qutcomes
achioved by Income and housing market
+ Conditions population characterisu‘?s
Irngact » Community «Assess barriers
performance! development to affordable
« Conditlons * Public housing housing
Jikely to services for
change! homeless,
» Conditlons special needs
likely to
remain! ) - .
-~
-~ —

[ Engage General Population,Affected Parties, and Affected Agencles to [dentify Needs J

NS




/_IConsolidated Plan Development Process

Strategic Plan Development

6. Set Goals,
Strategles and
Metrics

5. Determine
Feasibility

4, Set Priorities

* Geographlc v |s it feasible + ID specifi
needs ; _ touse obfectives;
o {dentify- ——EDBG-or ~v~Bach-goal
Priority HOME tied to
© populations , funds for priority
* Each 1 needl * Basic
priority * Other metrics
addressed resources prescribed
in goal or funding by HUD
\—_J sources
| S . J

Engage General Population,Affected Parties, and Affected Agencies to Inform Prlorities
and Strategles

&8

Big Ideas for Exploration

» FOCUS - Create greater focus for funds

« LEVERAGE - Use funds to leverage other resources

« PARTNERSHIPS - Create partnerships to increase
shared goals -

- FINANCIAL STABILITY FRAMEWORK - Use assets

and financial stability framework to increase income,
maintain assets, and reduce household expenses

. INCREASE PRODUCTION — Increase the production
~of affordable housing through new funding streams,
partnerships and coordination '




RESOURCES ON CRIMINALIZATION OF HOMELESSNESS

A comprehensive report by the National Law Center on Homelessness and
Poverty on criminalization: No Safe Place: The Criminalization of

Homelessness (2014)
http://www.nlchp.org/documents/ NomSafe_*PIace

A report done by the NLCHP taking a human rights approach to criminalization,
submitted to a UN human rights committee: Cruel, Inhuman, and Degrading:
Homelessness in the United States Under the International Covenent on Civil

and Political Rights (2013) : |
http://www.nlchp.org/documents/Cruel_Inhuman_and_Degrading

A report done by a researcher surveying criminalization in the U.S. and
elsewhere focusing on ways to think about criminalization and its negative
impacts: In the Public Eye: Addressing he Negative Impact of Laws Regulating
Public Space on People Experiencing Homelessness (2014)
http://www.churchilltrust.com.au/media/feIiows/Negative__impactﬂ__ofm!awsd_regu!a
ting_public_space_on__homeless_people_Adams_Lucy_ZO13.pdf

A U.S. government report on alternatives to criminalization: Searching Out
Solutions: Constructive Alternatives to the Criminalization of Homelessness

(2012)
http:/lusich.gov/resources/up!oads/assetﬁ_library/RPT_qSoS__MarchZO12.pdf

A web page on alternatives to criminalization maintained by the U.S. Interagency
Council on Homelessness: Human Rights and Alternatives to Criminalization

(2014) :
http://usich.gov/issue/human-rights

Harvard Law School report on alternatives to criminalization: /mpacting
Homelessness in America: Alternatives to Criminalization (2014)
hitps.//blogs.law.harvard. edu/homeless/alternatives-to-criminalization/

A report done by the NLCHP on the need for states and localities to adopt
homeless bills of rights: From Wrongs to Rights: The Case for Homeless Bill of

Rights Legislation (2014) |
http:/fwww.nlchp.org/documents/Wrongs_to_Rights HBOR



October 6, 2014

SNAPS In Focus: The Case Against Laws that Criminalize
Homelessness

As we were thinking about priority topics to include in this In Focus series, we returned again and again to the intersection
between the homeless services system and the criminal justice system. Things like discharge planning, the definition of an
institution, and how we work with the Department of Justice came up — but the most compelling and, frankly, the most
disturbing topic that emerged is the increase in laws and practices that criminalize homelessness and therefore adversely

impact people experiencing homelessness across the country, We thought it was time to talk about it,

As all of you know, people experiencing homelessness are often forced to sleep in public spaces, such as parks and sidewalks,
or in abandoned buildings. Across the country, communities have implemented laws and policies that criminalize
homelessness as a means to move people out of these locations. According to a recent report by the National Law Center on
_Homelessness and Poverty (who collaborated with us on this message), No Safe Place: The Criminalization of Homelessness
in U.S. Cities, there has been a significant increase in city-wide bans on camping, loitering, and begging in public areas. This
“increase in city-wide bans shows that the nature of criminalization is changing and that many cities are resorting to measures
that prohibit life sustaining activities throughout entire communities, effectively criminalizing people’s need fo survive.

A growing body of research comparing the cost of homelessness, including the cost of criminal justice involvement, with the
cost of providing housing to homeless people shows that housing is the most affordable option. With state and local budgets
stretched to their limit, rational, cost-effective policies are needed — not ineffective measures that waste precious taxpayer
dollars. So not only are these practices inhumane, they are short-sighted and ultimately not cost-effective.

Criminalization measures do not prevent or end homelessness; they only exacerbate existing problems. After people
experiencing homelessness are arrested, they are retumed to their communities, still with nowhere to live and now laden with
financial obligations, such as court fees, that they cannot pay. Moreover, criminal convictions — even for minor crimes — can
create barriers to obtaining critical public benefits, employment, or housing, thus making homelessness more difficult to

escape.

Criminalization is not the answer to meeting the needs of cities that are concerned about homelessness. There are sensible,
cost-effective, and humane solutions to homelessness, which a number of cities have pursued. In 2012, the United States
Interagency Council on Homelessness (USICH), in partnership with Department of Justice and HUD, published Searching
out Solutions: Constructive Alternatives to Criminglization, which outlines “alternatives for communities who implement
local measures that criminalize ‘acts of living®”. Searching Out Solutions emphasizes a human rights approach to ending
homelessness and points out that criminalization measures are not aligned with this approach.

I urge homeless service providers and leaders in every community to consider this issue in the context of your work on
strategic resource allocation. Talk about it within your CoC, and engage your public sector members in a discussion about




how to work with elected officials, the police and other stakeholders to avoid these practices. Continue fo educate the
community about why this issue is important,

We all know that the solution to street and unsheltered homelessness is to achieve the goals of Opening Doors by providing
permanent housing for people sleeping on the streets, not criminalizing their very existence.

If you want more information on this issue, go to the NLCHP’s website or the USICH’s website.

As always, thank you for your service to people who are experiencing homeless.

Ann Marie Oliva
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Special Needs
Acting Director, Office of Special Needs Assistance Programs




