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State of Oregon

CITIZEN PARTICICIPATION PLAN

for HUD Funding of CDBG, ESGP, HOPWA, and HOME

by Oregon Business Development Department, Oregon Department of Human Services

and Oregon Housing and Community Services

In accordance with 24 CFR Part 91 Subpart B the State of Oregon hereby amends its
existing Citizen Participation Plan by striking it in its entirety and adopting the following.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this Citizen Participation Plan is to encourage collaborative problem
solving through involvement of the citizens of Oregon along with public and private
agencies that serve their needs through use of the covered funds available from HUD.

UNIVERSAL ELEMENTS

TARGETED POPULATIONS

Elderly including frail elderly

Low income persons

Minorities

Disabled, including physically, mentally, developmentally, and chemically
Persons with HIV/AIDs and their families

Homeless and near homeless

Farm workers

CONSULTING PARTNERS

The citizens of Oregon

Oregon Department of Human Services

Oregon Department of Human Services, health division
Oregon Public Housing Authorities

Oregon CDCs, including CHDOs

Oregon economic development organizations

Oregon Association of Community Development Officials
League of Oregon Cities

CASA of Oregon

Oregon Association of Counties

Oregon Council on Developmental Disabilities

Oregon Disability Commission

Oregon Indian Nations

Faith-based groups

Rural Development (U.S. Department of Agriculture)
Oregon Community Action Agencies

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
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TARGETED NOTICE CONTACTS

Oregonian — formal hearing and comment period notices

Approximately 100 print and electronic media outlets — press release
Consulting partners

Various neighborhood, public housing, religious and other organizations
providing services to targeted populations by press release or notice.

e Any person or group requesting notice

DOCUMENT AVAILABITY

OHCS web site  http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/

OBDD web site  http://www.econ.state.or.us/

Reasonable numbers of print copies will be made available free of charge
Documents in other than English will be provided on request

OBDD, 775 Summer NE, Salem, OR 97301

OHCS, 725 Summer St. NE Ste "B", Salem, OR 97301

ACCOMMODATION AT MEETINGS AND HEARINGS

Public meetings or hearings will be held

e atlocations convenient for targeted populations

e in a facility which is fully accessible to the physically handicapped

e at atime convenient for targeted populations (generally over the noon hour)

e Accommodation for translation/interpreter services for limited English
proficient persons will be provided when requested at least five days prior to
the event.

PUBLIC AND PARTNER INPUT

e all citizen input will be considered by Oregon in determining final decisions
on all covered documents

e asummary of all citizen input will be included in all covered documents along
with Oregon’s response to the input, including changes to the covered
document or an explanation of why the comments did not elicit any changes

e minutes from all public hearings will be included in submission of covered
documents

COVERED DOCUMENTS
e Consolidated Plan — a document generally projecting the five year amount, use,
and beneficiaries of the HUD funds for Community Development Block Grant,
Emergency Shelter Grant Program, Home Partnership Grant (including American
Dream Down payment Initiative) and Housing of Persons with Aids grants
e Annual Action Plans — individual detailed annual plans for each of the five years
of the Consolidated Plan.
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e CDBG Method of Distribution

e Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Reports (CAPER) outlining actual
results of Action Plan activities for the previous calendar year

e Substantial Amendments to the Consolidated Plan — defined as one or more the
following

0 Changes to fund allocation priorities
0 Changes in method of distribution of funds not already discussed in the
Consolidated Plan
0 Use of funds (including program income) for an activity not previously
described in the CDBG MOD or Annual Action Plan
0 Changes in the purpose, scope, location, or beneficiaries of and activity.
FORM OF NOTICE CHART
DOCUMENT | PUBLIC | COMMENT SUBMIT TO FORM OF NOTICE
HEARING PERIOD HUD
Consolidated Yes 30 days No later than Newspaper
Plan November 15 Press releases
or 45 days prior | Partner notice via
to start of next direct e-mail
planning period
Annual Action Not 30 days No later than Newspaper
Plan and required November 15 Press releases
CDBG MOD optional or 45 days prior | Partner notices notice
to start of next via direct e-mail
planning period
CAPER Not 15 days No later than Newspaper
required March 30™ of the | Press releases
year following Partner notices notice
performance via direct e-mail
Consolidated Not 30 days As needed Newspaper
Plan required Press releases
Amendments optional Partner notices notice
via direct e-mail
CDBG RECIPIENTS

CDBG recipients are required to follow citizen participation requirements contained in
the Method Of Distribution.

COMPLAINTS

Oregon will respond, in writing, within fifteen working days of to any complaint from
citizens related to the Consolidated Plan, Annual Action Plan, CAPER, or any substantial
Program Amendment.
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CONTACTS

Loren Shultz

Oregon Housing and Community Services
725 Summer NE, Ste. B

Salem, OR 97301-1266

503.986.2008

Portland 971.673.7187
loren.shultz@hcs.state.or.us

Mary Baker

Oregon Business Development Department
775 Summer NE

Salem, OR 97301-1280

503.986.0132

mary.a.baker@state.or.us
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ATTACHMENT 1b

SUMMARY OF INPUT PROCESS PRIOR TO DRAFT PLAN

Following is a general summary of comments received.

Citizen Participation
Oregon's citizen participation process for the 2011-2015 Consolidated
Plan involved the following efforts.

e Oregon held a series of five partner input "round tables" across
the state. Oregon utilizes e-mail to directly contact 400 - 500
partners and other interested parties. The list includes all local
governments, ports, development groups, Tribes, service
providers for special populations, advocates for special
populations, state agencies, housing authorities, CDCs, and
private and non-profit housing developers.

e Through the Analysis of Impediments process, Oregon held a
different set of input sessions across the state, targeting the
general public and fair housing advocates. One of the sessions
was Oregon's first ConPlan associated electronic meeting. A
public hearing was also held for the Al. Meetings were
publicized using the direct e-mail approach described in the
first bullet, as well as public notices, plus a Spanish language
announcement.

e The final draft MOD and Consolidated Plan 30 day comment
period and public hearing were publicized as outlined in the
first bullet, plus newspaper advertising.

Major citizen and partner comments focused on program specific
Issues as summarized below

Maintain funding for the micro-enterprise program

Make one-on-one counseling an eligible expense under micro-
enterprise

Make relief nurseries an eligible public facility

Use a process other than the census to determine income levels

Oregon is making efforts to broaden public participation in the
ConPlan process. As mentioned earlier, the first-ever electronic input
meeting was held, unfortunately with disappointing results. OHCS
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has increased its direct e-mail list by approximately one-third.
Oregon is in the process of reviewing Limited English Proficiency
compliance, and will incorporate the results as appropriate when
available.
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ATTACHMENT 2

Acronym List

Acronym Full Name
AOCDO Association of Oregon Community Development Organizations
AHP Affordable Housing Program
ADDI American Dream Down payment Initiative
AIDS Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome
APM Asset and Property Management
CADO Community Action Agency Directors of Oregon
CDBG Community Development Block Grant
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CHAS Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy
CHDO Community Housing Development Organization
CY Calendar Year — Generally January through December
EHA Emergency Housing Account
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
ESG or ESGP | Emergency Shelter Grant Program
FNMA Federal National Mortgage Association (Fannie Mae)
FY Fiscal Year — Generally July through June
GNMA Government National Mortgage Association (Ginnie Mae)
HIV Human Immunodeficiency Virus
HOPE Home Ownership for People Everywhere
HOPWA Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS
HSP Housing Stabilization Program
HUD U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
LMI Persons with Low to Moderate Income
LIHTC Low Income Housing Tax Credit program
OAHTC Oregon Affordable Housing Tax Credit program
OBDD Oregon Business Development Department
OHCS Oregon Housing and Community Services
PAL Payment Assistance Loan, Oregon's program for ADDI
PY Program Year — Applies to ESG Program
ROCC Rural Oregon Continuum of Care program
SHAP State Homeless Assistance Program
SOCDS State of the Cities Data System, census data by HUD
TBRA or TBA | Tenant based rental assistance
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Intentionally blank
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Attachment 3
STATE OF OREGON FAIR HOUSING ACTION PLAN.

Oregon conducted an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice in 2010.
Through the Analysis of Impediments process, Oregon held a different set of
input sessions across the state, targeting the general public and fair housing
advocates. One of the sessions was Oregon's first ConPlan associated electronic
meeting. A public hearing was also held for the Al. Meetings were publicized
using the direct e-mail approach described in the first bullet, as well as public
notices, plus a Spanish language announcement.

Oregon drafted a new Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice in
2010. The full analysis can be found at the OHCS website:
http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/index.shtml or by contacting Ann
Brown at ann.brown@state.or.us.

2011 =2015 OREGON ANALYSIS OF
IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING CHOICE

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
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EXFCUTIVE SUMMARY

BACKGROUND

The State of Oregon is required to submit to the U.5. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) certification that it is affirmatively furthering fair housing. This is
pursuant to HUD-funded programs that distribute resources in more rural areas that are not
HUD-designated entitlement communities. This certification has three elements and
requires that the State:

1. Complete an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (Al);

2. Take actions to overcome the effects of any impediments identified through the
analysis; and

3. Maintain records reflecting the actions taken in response to the analysis.

HUD defines impediments to fair housing choice in terms of their applicability to local,
state and federal law. In Oregon, impediments would include:

* Any actions, omissions or decisions taken because of race, color, religion, national
origin, sex, familial status, mental or physical disability, source of income, marital
status, sexual orientation, and gender identity (protected classes) which restrict
housing choices or the availahility of housing choice.

« Any actions, omissions or decisions which have the effect of restricting housing
choices or the availability of housing choice on the protected classes previously
listed.

The Al process involves a thorough examination of a variety of sources related to housing,
affirmatively furthering fair housing, the fair housing delivery system and housing
transactions that affect people who are protected under fair housing law. Al sources
include census data, labor market data, home maortgage industry data, federal and state fair
housing complaint data, and surveys of housing industry experts and stakeholders.

An Al also includes an active and involved public input and review process via direct
contact with stakeholders, public forums to collect input from citizens, distribution of draft
reports for citizen review and formal presentations of findings.

OVERVIEW OF FINDINGS
Socio-Economic Context

The total population of Oregon grew from 3,421,399 in 2000 to 3,825,657 in 2009 or by
11.8 percent. In the non-entitlement areas of the state, or the areas not receiving funds
directly from HUD for housing and community development, the population rose from 1.4
million to 1.6 million in the same time period or by 9.3 percent. At the time that the 2000
census was taken, the racial compaosition of the non-entitlement areas of Oregon was 90.0
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percent white. The next most populous group was “other” with 4.2 percent, followed by
two or more races with 2.6 percent and American-Indian with 1.8 percent. The population
of both Hispanics and Native Americans was concentrated in selected areas of the state, as
presented in Maps 11.2 and 11.3. The number of persons in Oregon’s non-entitlement areas
with a disability comprised 20.9 percent of the area’s total population aged five or older or
286,475 people based on 2000 census data. The disabled population in Oregon was also
slightly concentrated in a few areas along the coast, as shown in Map 11.4.

Between 2007 and 2010, the labor force in the state of Oregon, defined as people either
working or looking for work, rose from roughly 1.90 million to 1.95 million. The number
of unemployed persons increased from 2007 through the beginning of 2010, largely due to
the national and global recession, and the state unemployment rate reached well above the
national rate in both early 2009 and early 2010. At the time of the 2000 census, nearly
183,675 or 32.2 percent of households in Oregon had an income under $25,000. From
2000 through 2008, the poverty rate climbed from 361,280 individuals in poverty to
501,475 individuals or from 10.6 percent to 13.5 percent of the population. Poverty was
concentrated in several areas of the non-entitlement parts of the state, as presented in Map
11.5 and Tables 11.9 and 11.10.

A total of 642,592 housing units were counted in the non-entitlement areas of the state in
the 2000 census. Mearly 90.0 percent (569,696} of these units were occupied. Nearly 71.0
percent (403,282 of occupied units were owned and 29.2 percent (166,414) of occupied
units were rented. In terms of housing problems, at the time the 2000 census was taken,
7,944 renter-occupied units or 4.8 percent were overcrowded and another 6,380 units
were severely overcrowded in non-entitlement areas of Oregon. A total of 10,350 units
were without complete kitchen facilities and 8,407 units lacked complete plumbing
facilities in Oregon's non-entitlement areas. Mearly 20.0 percent of renters experienced a
cost burden and 18.2 percent had a severe cost burden in 2000.

Lending Practices

Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data were used to analyze discrimination in
lending markets. Home purchase loan applications that were reviewed showed that
between 2004 and 2008 there were 105,076 loan originations and 27,677 loan denials, for
an average five-year loan denial rate of 20.8 percent. Denial rates wvaried by year and
ranged from a low of 19.8 in 2004 to a high of 24.2 percent in 2008. HMDA data showed
that Mative American and Hispanic applicants experienced higher rates of loan denials than
white applicants, even when correcting for income. These groups were also shown to
have a greater share of high annual percentage rate loans and therefore tended to carry a
greater risk for foreclosure.
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Evaluation of the Fair Housing Profile

hMany organizations play a role in fair housing in Oregon, including the U.5. Department of
Housing and Urban Development, the Oregon Bureau of Labor and Industries and the Fair
Housing Council of Oregon. These entities exist to address fair housing complaints in the
state and to rectify fair housing disputes as well as to offer education and advocacy for the
general public.

A review of national fair housing studies revealed that despite efforts to curb fair housing
discrimination in the U.5., problems still exist in terms of discrimination against racial and
ethnic minorities, discrimination against persons with disabilities and residential
segregation. Mational studies also revealed that there is a lack of awareness of fair housing
laws and who is protected.

Statewide fair housing studies and cases demonstrated issues of failure to make reasonable
accommodation in the rental market and discrimination in advertising for housing based on
race, sex and familial status.

Fair housing complaint data was collected from the regional Department of Housing and
Urban Development office, as well as the Bureau of Labor and Industries and the Fair
Housing Council of Oregon. Data from these sources showed that several hundred
complaints were filed in the non-entitlement areas of Oregon from 2004 through 2009.
The most common basis for complaint was disability followed by familial status, and the
most prevalent issues were in the rental market, including discriminatory refusal to rent and
failure to make reasonable accommodation.

A fair housing survey regarding the state of fair housing throughout the non-entitlement
areas of Oregon showed that many respondents have concerns about fair housing in their
communities and that they see barriers to affirmatively furthering fair housing.
Respondents also found fair housing laws difficult to understand and noted that additional
outreach and education efforts regarding fair housing are needed in their communities.
Furthermore, public input revealed concern for “Not in My Backyard” (NIMBY) attitudes
that affect how local land use policies and zoning ordinances are administered as well as
the tendency for communities to block some forms of housing development.

IDENTIFIED IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOousinG CHOICE

The 2010 Analysis of Impediments for the State of Oregon uncovered several issues that
can be considered barriers to affirmatively furthering fair housing and, consequently,
impediments to fair housing choice. These issues are as follows:

A. Organizational/Political constraints:
1. Lack of strategic communication regarding fair housing, further hampered by
language and cultural differences.
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‘.

Local zoning constraints and NIMBYism restrict inclusive housing production
policies; existence of such policies or administrative actions that may not be in the
spirit of affirmatively furthering fair housing.

B. Structural barriers:

2.
3.
4

Lack of coordinated fair housing outreach and education methods, particularly in
the non-entitiement areas of Oregon.

Lack of understanding of fair housing laws and the fair housing complaint system.
Lack of effective referral system.

Lack of sufficient enforcement capacity.

C. Rental markets:

1.
2

3.
4.
D. Ho
1.

Refusal to allow reasonable accommodations.

Discrimination against Section 8 voucher holders. While not a protected class,
respondents reported Section 8 program participation as a commonly cited reason
they are turned away by landlords.

Discriminatory terms and conditions exist in marketplace.

Discriminatory refusal to rent.

me purchase markets:

Disproportionately high denial rates for selected racial and ethnic minorities,
regardless of income level.

. Originated high annual percentage rate loans (HALs) disproportionately carried by

racial and ethnic minorities.
Denials and HALs appear concentrated in selected geographic areas, specifically the
western half of the state.

SUGGESTED ACTIONS TO CONSIDER

In response to these listed impediments, the State of Oregon should consider taking the
following actions:

A. Organizational/Political:

2

Review the State’s existing non-English speaking resident citizen participation

requirements and enhance where needed.

Initiate communication with the Oregon Department of Land Use and Conservation

Development.

a. Review land uze laws within Oregon to identify and attempt to overcome any
impediments to fair housing choice.

b. Review recently passed legislation in Morth Carolina that limits NIMBYism as
well as the Florida and California laws that have the capability for similar
applicability in Oregon.

B. Structural barriers:

Create a statelevel, inter-agency stakeholder group to evaluate the current
methodologies and funding mechanisms used to track fair housing impediments
throughout the state. The group could consist of members with a specific fair
housing interest or significance and could include but not be limited to:

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
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4.

Oregon Housing and Community Services Department;

Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development;

Oregon Department of Justice;

Oregon Department of Human Services;

Oregon Business Development Department;

Oregon Bureau of Labor and Industry.

Further develop the established Fair Housing Stakeholder Collaborative, consisting

of stakeholders throughout the state with a specific interest in fair housing, to

discuss fair housing issues, prospective action items pertinent to the non-entitlement

areas of Oregon and evaluation methodology. Among others, the Collaborative

should include a Qualified Fair Housing Organization (QFHO), as designated by

HUD.

Establish a strategic communication plan to increase knowledge of fair housing laws

in Oregon through the following methods:

a. Effective distribution of printed materials explaining current Oregon law,
including who is protected and what constitutes illegal discriminatory treatment;

b. Research the ability to utilize alternative dissemination media such as television
and radio advertisements, webinars and seminars, and other communication
media not currently utilized by the State;

c. Consider preparing a fair housing referral guide for distribution in the non-

~ooon ge

entitlement portions of the state advising persons of the complaint process

Form a stronger alliance with BOLI and:

a. Meet with a representative of BOLI periodically to discuss the current state of fair
housing in Oregon and in the non-entitlement areas of Oregon.

b. Steer housing complaints directly to BOLI, as they are reimbursed by HUD on a
per case basis for each case alleged to be in violation of federal fair housing law.

c. Demonstrate to BOLI that additional enforcement capacity is needed outside of
their current regional offices of Portland, Salem, Eugene, Bend, Medford and
Pendleton, as seen in the FHCO housing complaint data.

d. Facilitate or otherwise help BOLI with incorporating more enforcement capacity
building and training under their HUD funded FHAP activities.

e. Encourage BOLI to add annual performance measures and benchmarks.

C. Rental markets:

2
3.

Enhance outreach and education activities to increase understanding of commaon
discriminatory actions seen in the rental markets.

Conduct audit testing.

Enhance outreach and education activities to consumers to overcome the two types
of discriminatory activities identified in rental markets, as described above.

D. Home purchase markets:

Enhance homebuyer education programs to better inform consumers of the
attributes of predatory lending, including car title and payday loans.
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Adjunct to the Analysis was a list of recommendations for Oregon's Fair Housing
Action Plan.

A. Organizational/Political

1. Review the State’s existing non-English speaking resident citizen
participation requirements and enhance where needed.

2. Initiate communication with the Oregon Department of Land Use and
Conservation Development.

a. Review land use laws within Oregon to identify and attempt to
overcome any impediments to fair housing choice created by these
laws;

b. Review the recently passed legislation in North Carolina that limits
NIMBYism as well as the Florida and California laws that have the
capability for similar applicability in Oregon.

B. Structural Barriers
1. Create a state level interagency stakeholders group consisting of members
with a specific fair housing interest or significance including but limited to
the Oregon Housing and Community Services Department, the Oregon

Department of Land Use and Conservation, the Department of Justice,

Department of Human Services, the Oregon Business Development

Department, and the Bureau of Labor and Industry, to evaluate the

current methodologies and funding mechanisms used to track fair

housing impediments throughout the state.

2. Develop the Fair Housing Stakeholder Collaborative consisting of
stakeholders throughout the state with a specific interest in fair housing
to discuss fair housing issues, prospective action items pertinent to the
non-entitlement areas of Oregon, and evaluation methodology.

3. Establish a strategic communications plan to increase the knowledge of
fair housing laws in Oregon through the following methods:

a. increase level of understanding of fair housing law through the
effective distribution of printed materials explaining current Oregon
law of who is protected and what represents illegal discriminatory
treatment;

b. research the ability to utilize alternative dissemination media such as
television and radio advertisements, webinars and seminars and
other communication media not currently utilized by the state to
increase knowledge of fair housing laws in Oregon;

c. consider preparing a fair housing referral guide for distribution in

the non-entitlement portions of the state advising persons of the
complaint process.

4. Form a stronger alliance with BOLI and:

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
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a. Meet with a representative of BOLI periodically to discuss the current
state of fair housing in Oregon and in the non-entitlement areas of
Oregon.

b. Steer housing complaints directly to BOLI, as they are reimbursed by
HUD on a per case basis for each case alleged to be in violation of
federal fair housing law.

c. Demonstrate to BOLI that additional enforcement capacity is needed
outside their current regional offices of Portland, Salem, Eugene,
Bend, Medford and Pendleton, as seen in the FHCO housing
complaint data.

d. Facilitate or otherwise help BOLI with incorporating more
enforcement capacity, building and training under their HUD
funded FHAP activities. Encourage them to add annual performance
measures and benchmarks.

C. Rental Markets

1. Enhance outreach and education activities to increase the understanding o
common discriminatory actions seen in the rental markets.

2. Conduct audit testing.

3. Enhance outreach and education activities to consumers to overcome the
two types of discriminatory activities identified in rental markets, as
described above.

D. Home Purchase markets:

a. Enhance homebuyer education programs to better inform consumers of
the attributes of predatory lending, including car title and pay day loans.

b. Enhance financial literacy classes for housing consumers, including racial
and ethics minorities, o include describing how to establish and keep good
credit. This could also include production and distribution of educational
materials for housing consumers, so they might better protect themselves
against predatory- style lending.

Oregon will reconstitute the fair housing alliance to further study and refine these
recommendations into a more traditional action plan.
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OREGON
2011- 2015 FAIR HOUSING STRATEGIC
ACTION PLAN

Housing and Community Development Programs

EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY
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2011-2015 FAIR HOUSING ACTION PLAN.
State of Oregon

This is the State of Oregon’s Five-Year Fair Housing Strategic Action Plan (FHAP) to address and mitigate impediments to
fair housing choice that exist in the State of Oregon. This plan will be carried out by Oregon between 2011 and 2015.
Why a State Fair Housing Plan?
Each year, the State of Oregon is eligible to receive funds from the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development (HUD).
These funds are used in communities throughout the State to improve housing and community development conditions. HUD
requires the State to complete several reports in order to receive funds. One of these reports is called an Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or Al.
The Al has two distinct parts. The first is made up of research that is used to identify existing fair housing impediments. Fair
housing impediments can take many forms, which may include discrimination of citizens when trying to obtain housing, land
use and zoning barriers that prohibit or discourage certain types of housing, and differential treatment of borrowers who are
applying for a mortgage, among other types of activities. The second part of the Al is a plan for addressing the impediments
that were identified in the research.
The State of Oregon Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice report, completed in the summer of 2010, details the
research findings from the State study of fair housing impediments. This document outlines the specific actions the State will
undertake to address the fair housing impediments identified in the Analysis of Impediments (Al). To receive a copy of the Al,
contact Ann Brown at ann.brown@state.or.us or 503.986.2122.
The 2010 Analysis of Impediments for the state of Oregon uncovered several issues considered barriers to affirmatively furthering fair
housing and, consequently, impediments to fair housing choice. These issues are as follows:

A. Organizational/Political constraints:
1. The need for more effective communication regarding fair housing, further hampered by language and cultural differences.
2. Local zoning constraints and NIMBYism tend to restrict inclusive housing production policies; existence of such policies or
administrative that may not be in the spirit of affirmatively furthering fair housing.
B. Structural barriers:
1. The need for more effective outreach and education methods, such as television and radio advertisements, seminars, and
webinars or other dissemination methods not currently utilized by the state, particularly in the non-entitlement areas of Oregon.
2. The need to increase knowledge of fair housing and fair housing complaint system.
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3. The need to develop a more effective referral system.
4. The need to increase the existing enforcement capacity.
C. Rental markets:
1. Refusal to allow reasonable accommodation.
2. Discrimination against Section 8 voucher holders. While not a protected class, respondents reported Section 8 program
participation as a commonly cited reason they are turned away by landlords.
3. Discriminatory terms and conditions exist in marketplace.
4. Discriminatory refusal to rent.
D. Home purchase markets:
1. Disproportionately high denial rates for selected racial and ethnic minorities.
2. Originated high annual percentage rate loans (HALs) disproportionately carried by racial and ethnic minorities.
3. Denials and HALs appear concentrated in selected geographic areas.

The Analysis of Impediments contains a total of twenty possible actions Oregon should consider in developing a Fair Housing
Action Plan. While all suggestions had merit, internal discussions led to consensus that due to shortages of human and
financial resources, actions should be prioritized. Oregon intends to pursue fair housing actions through an informal
association of stakeholders referred to as the Fair Housing Collaborative. The Collaborative consists of State and local
agencies concerned about fair housing, the Fair Housing Council of Oregon, and other interested parties.

This Fair Housing Action Plan is intended to be a partner document with the Analysis of Impediments, and thus will minimize
repetition of information contained therein. The plan element itself is minimal and contained in the following table, intended
to be concise and to the point.
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ACTION ITEM PRIORITY TIMING OUTCOME MEASUREMENT
L. Renevx./ effgrts to have a broad.- . . Improved participation and | Regular meetings with progress on mutually identified
based active, involved Fair Housing High Ongoing ) .o,

. involvement action 1tems

Collaborative (B4*)
2. Continue contracting for "retail"
activities guch as efiucatlonal . High Annual Consistent effort at pubhc and Number of events, brochures, etc.
outreach, informative brochures, audit partner education.
testing etc. (Bla, B2, B2a)
3. Develop a means of measuring Evaluation of existing
results of outreach efforts, including High 2011 -2012 | measures and suggestions for System for measuring effectiveness of outreach
possible new approaches (Blb) new approaches
4. .Contmue the Fair Housing referral High Annual Avallgl?lllty of information to Number distributed (see #3)
guide (B3) citizens and partners
5. Initiate and maintain better
communications with Oregon's fair . . Better coordination and
housing enforcement arm, the Bureau High Ongoing understanding To be developed
of Labor and Industry (BS5, a-b-c)
6. Review non-English speaking Revised Citizen Participation
citizen participation requirements and High 2001 - 2012 Plan. Adopted Limited HUD approval and user acceptance
make changes where needed. (A1) English Proficiency Plan
7. Conduct audit testing specific to . Improved approaches to .
reasonable accommodation (C2) High Annual education and enforcement Improved baseline data
8. In(.:rease knowledge of Fair Medium 2014 - 2015 Better educated citizens and Contingent upon #3 success
Housing law (B1) partners
9. Enhance outreach and education to Better educated citizens. and
rental markets and consumers (Cl1, Medium 2014 - 2015 ’ Contingent upon #3 success
C3) landlords
(1]())'1 )Enhance homebuyer programs Low 2;) é fS_ Better educated home buyers | Decrease in predatory lending as measured in next Al
11. Review NIMBYism laws in other Low 2014 - Better understanding of Actions taken to correct anv broblems discovered
states (A2a) 2015 impacts of Oregon law yp
12. In cooperation with Department
of Land Conservation and Low 2014 — Better understanding of Actions taken to correct any problems discovered
Development, in-depth review of land 2015 impacts of Oregon law yp

use law (A2)
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* Suggestion number in Analysis of Impediments

Conclusion

Impediments to fair housing continue to exist in Oregon's balance of state and elsewhere. Oregon's Analysis of Impediments
identifies a variety of factors that impact Oregon citizens in their right to fair housing.

Oregon has proposed specific actions to overcome identified barriers to fair housing which include a continuation of existing measures
plus efforts to explore and develop more sophisticated means of implementing State and federal rules and regulations governing fair
housing.
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Attachment 4
2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan  Resources

1 April 2010 Oregon Corrections Prison Forecast

2 Oregon OEA Population forecast http://oregon.gov/DAS/OEA/docs/economic/appendixc.pdf

3 Portland State 2009 Population Estimate http://www.pdx.edu/sites/www.pdx.edu.prc/files/media assets/2009CertPopEst web3.xls

4 Portland State 2005 Population Estimate http://www.pdx.edu/sites/www.pdx.edu.prc/files/media_assets/prc_2005completed.xls

5 Portland State Certified 2009 Population Estimate ht’tvlzﬁ/zw):lvsw.pdx.edu/sites/www.pdx.edu.prc/ﬁles/mediaiassets/Population%Z0Rep0rt%2020097tab1es

6 Oregon University System 2009 Facts and Figures http://www.ous.edu/dept/ir/reports/fb2009/FactBook2009.pdf

7 Oregon DHS 2007 County Health statistics http://www.dhs.state.or.us/dhs/ph/chs/data/cntydata/cdb2007/codat07.shtml

8 Oregon DHS Migrant Health Report http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hsp/migrant/migrant.shtml

9 2002 Larsen Farm Labor Study http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hsp/migrant/enumerationstudy.pdf

10 | Oregon Youth Authority 2009 Demand Forecast http://oregon.gov/DAS/OEA/docs/oya/JuvenileCorrectionsForecast200910.pdf

11 | Oregon DOC Strategic Plan http://egov.oregon.gov/DOC/ADMIN/strategic_plan.shtml

12 | Governor's Reentry Council http://governor.oregon.gov/Gov/governor reentry council/rec_index.shtml

13 (z)(f)(())gresgtzﬁls of Oregon Children from Children First http://ctfo.convio.net/site/DocServer/2009_County Data Book- Revised.pdf?docID=1502

14 | Oregon DHS 2009 Child Welfare Data Book http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/abuse/publications/children/2009-cw-data-book.pdf

15 | 2006 DHS Progress and Service Report http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/children/publications/ssbg/apsr_06.pdf

16 | 2001-2005 and 2006-2011 ConPlan Paper copies

17 eDVI;IISu igiigs&ingzzieﬁ%:}ég%? t outcomes system http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/data/eos/e0s2009report14n2.pdf

18 | DHS Client data book on DD http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/data/clients_dd/ddd2008book.pdf

19 | 2009 Client Data Book DHS Seniors http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/data/clients_dd/data_0906.pdf

20 | ALF Data Book DHS http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/data/providers/capacity 0912.pdf

21 | 1996 Long Range plan for DD http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/pubs/dd/ddIrplan.pdf

22 | Oregon Council on DD 5 year plan http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/spd/pubs/dd/ddlrplan.pdf

23 \i‘:}lll(élgrgn Sgiggﬁpi)gipgzggsgosgve Individuals http://ocdd.org/images/uploads/ProviderCapacity WhitePaper2007.pdf

24 | 2006 OMHAS Housing Survey http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/addiction/publications/05survey-results.pdf

25 | 2008-09 Oregon Agriculture and Fisheries Data http://www.oregon.gov/ODA/docs/pdf/pubs/agripedia_stats.pdf

26 | 2009 Oregon Progress Board Benchmark Report http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/docs/2009Report/2009 Benchmark Highlights.pdf

27 2002 Census of Agriculture http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/Publications/2002/Volume 1, Chapter 2 _County Level/Oregon/st41
2 007 _007.pdf

28 | OHCS CSBG application http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/Recovery/Community Services Block Grant Factsheet.pdf

29 | 2008 CSBG report http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/Recovery/Community_Services_Block Grant Factsheet.pdf

30 | 2008 Report on Poverty http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/RA 2008 Poverty Reports.shtml

31 | SOCDS Building permit data http://socds.huduser.org/permits/

32 | 2000 Census Affordability Mismatch http://socds.huduser.org/scripts/odbic.exe/chas/raceyear.htm

33 | Intimate Partner Violence 2007 http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/ipv/docs/survey.pdf

34 | 2009 Family Violence Prevention Report http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/abuse/domestic/docs/annualrpt_09.pdf

35 | 2009 DHS Domestic Violence Statistics http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/abuse/domestic/docs/dv_sa_09summary.pdf

36 | 2009 OBDD Strategic Plan http://www.orinfrastructure.org/assets/docs/agency-strategic-plan.pdf

37 | Oregon Data Sheets http://www.qualityinfo.org/olmisj/PubReader?itemid=00001380

38 iﬁgiﬁ;;zlmﬁ?;}; fli{lzsearch institute Demographic http://www.rupri.org/Forms/Oregon2.pdf

3 2B(3(i)§Western Rural Development Center Population http://wrdc.usu.edu/files/uploads/Population/Oregon WEB.pdf

40 | PHA Resident Characteristic Report https://hudapps.hud.gov/public/pic/Mtcsrcr?category=rcr_print&download=false&count=0

41 | Oregon Hunger Relief Task Force Reports http://oregonhunger.org/statistics-and-analyses

42 | 2005 Ryan White Title II report http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/docs/gsitev05.pdf

43 | 2000 Farmworkers in Oregon LWV

44 2007 Census of Agriculture Table 7 {}tsttpg.;/_v;v_v(\))\s;ifggr;?;‘fusda.gov/Publ1catl0ns/2007/Fu11_Rep0rt/Volume_1,_Chapter_Z_US_State_Leve

45 | Central Oregon Veterans Outreach http://mypeoplepc.com/members/jackdiamondback/centraloregonveteransoutreachinc/index.html

46 | US Census Population Projections http://www.census.gov/population/projections/state/9525rank/orprsrel.txt

47 | Oregon Almanac http://www.netstate.com/states/alma/or_alma.htm

48 | Pew Hispanic Center http://pewhispanic.org/states/?stateid=OR

49 g:iiif;;:ﬁ;;fniga;agézgﬁr?s Housing & http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/docs/OregonPlanFinal08.pdf?ga=t

50 | DOC Inmate Profile http://egov.oregon.gov/DOC/RESRCH/docs/inmate_profile.pdf

51 | 2005 OMHAS Housing Survey http://www.oregon.gov/DHS/addiction/publications/05survey-results.pdf?ga=t

52 | National Housing Trust Expiring Section 8 contracts http://www.nhtinc.org/downloads/or expiring section 8 contracts report.xls

53 | OHCS 2011-2013 Budget Request by John Fletcher

54 | Oregon Labor Market Information System
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55

Bureau of Labor Statistics

56

2009-2011 Oregon Legislative Session: Governor's
Priorities

57

Department of Human Services: Drinking Water
Program, Drinking Water Benchmark Reports

58

Department of Environmental Quality: Water Quality
Permit Base

59

Portland State University, Population Research
Centers — Certified Population Estimates for Oregon
Cities and Counties

60

National Council of Non-profits — Special Reports

61

Special Districts Association of Oregon

62

Council of State and Community Development
Agencies Federal Advocacy Priorities

63

2009 Oregon Consolidated Performance Evaluation
Report

64

2010 Method of Distribution

65

Oregon Business Development Department Goals and
Priorities and project data bases.

how

5
6.
7

2005-2010 Reference Materials

Oregon Disabilties Commission 2001-2002 Report
OMAS Mental Health Housing Initiatives 2003 Report (DHS Office of
Mental Health and Addition Services)
Farmworkers in Oregon, LWV fall 2000
Migrant And Seasonal Farmworker Enumeration Profiles Study Sept. 2002
Alice C. Larson PHD, CASA
. 2002 Census of Agriculture Table 7 Hired Farm Labor
Demographics and Oregon Richard Bjelland
. Oregon Council on Developmental Disabilities 2001-2006 Plan as amended
2004

8. 2003 Benchmark Performance Report Oregon Progress Board March 2003

9. OHCS 2005-2006 CSBG Application
10
11.

12
13
14

15.

16
17
18
13
15

16
17

18

. Oregon Major Populations Trends, Population Research Center April 2003

Oregon Population Change, Population Research Center December 2003

. HIV/AIDS Housing Plan, balance of state 2002 DHHS
. 2001-2005 Oregon Consolidated Plan

. Report on Poverty 2004 OHCS

Center for Public Policy
. Outreach 2002 OHCS
. US Census Oregon Quick Facts

In the Shadows of the Recovery, The state of working Oregon 2004 Oregon

. HOME Program snapshot as of 09/30/04

. 2000 2005 Consolidated Plan

. Alcohol and Drug Abuse 2002 County Data Books, Oregon Department of

Human Services
. Oregon Population Survey 2002

. Forecasts of Oregon's County Populations. Office of Economic Analysis,

DAS

. HUDs SOCDS Building Permit Data 1993 and 2003
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19. HUDs SOCDS Affordability mismatch and vacancy data

20. HUDs Resident Characteristics Report for PHAs Nov. 30 2004

21. Oregon Affordable Housing Projects/Units OHCS

22. Single Person Households extrapolated from US Census SF 1, H13 and H15
and QT-H2 statewide which includes Salem/Keizer and Springfield/Eugene

23. SOCDS CHAS Data: Housing problems for mobility and self care limitation

24. OECDD Profiles from US Census

25. Oregon DHS County Data Books

26. Oregon Department of Corrections 2001-2003 Evaluation

27. Planning together for Oregon's Children and Families February 2001

28. Listening to Survivors 2001

29. 1998 Oregon Domestic Violence Needs Assessment

30. DHS Summary of Services Provided by Domestic and Sexual Violence
Programs in Oregon 2003

31.0regon Women's Health and Safety Survey Intimate Partner Violence 1997-
2003

32. OHCS March 2004 Homeless Shelter Nightcount Report

33. A Study of VAWA Funded Domestic Violence Shelter Programs in Oregon
by DHS for Criminal Justice Services

34. Achieving Oregon Shines Vision: The 2005 Benchmark Performance
Report Oregon Progress Board

35. SOCDS CHAS Data:

36. HOPWA applications and amendments

37. Governor's Task Force on the Future of Services to Seniors and Disabled
2002

38. OHCS Strategic goals

39. Housing as an Economic Stimulus

40. OMHAS Best Practices, National Alliance to End Homelessness

41. HCT8 Tenure by age of household US Census 2000

42. Forecasts of Oregon County populations and components of change 2000- 2040

43. Oregonian, July 22 2005

44. Lois Lannin’'s list of Oregon Homeless Shelters

45. Oregon Community Resource Directory

46. Oregonian, July 24

47. Ryan White Title 11 report

48. Oregon HIV/AIDS Summary 2003

49. HIV/AIDS Services Comprehensive Plan 2002-2005

50. Oregon Balance of State HIV Housing Plan 2002

51. FDIC Summer 2005 Report

52. OHCS Residential Loan Program Report April 2005

53. 2004 Reports on Housing and Homeless with
Psychiatric and Substance Abuse factors

54. Continuum of Care Application 2005-2006

55. Forecasts of Oregon's County Populations and Components of Change, 2000
2040

56. OHCS 2005-2007 Budget Presentation

57. Support Housing and Recovery for People with Substance Use Disorders
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OMHAS National Learning Meeting October 2004
58. OMHAS Budget Information for Ways and Means Subcommittee February
15 2005
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ATTACHMENT 5

Table 1A

STATE OF OREGON 2011-2015 CONSOLIDATED PLAN

HUD REQUIRED TABLES

Homeless and Special Needs Populations

Continuum of Care: Housing Gap Analysis Chart

Current Under Unmet Need/
Inventory Development Gap
Individuals
Example Emergency Shelter 100 40 26
Emergency Shelter 753 0 315
Beds Transitional Housing 483 0 259
Permanent Supportive Housing 311 0 272
Total 1547 0 846
Persons in Families With Children
Emergency Shelter 913 13 654
Beds Transitional Housing 1255 13 573
Permanent Supportive Housing 602 0 553
Total 2770 13 1780
Continuum of Care: Homeless Population and Subpopulations Chart
Part 1: Homeless Population Sheltered Unsheltered Total
Emergency Transitional
Example: 75 (A) 125 (A) 105 (N) 305
1. Homeless Individuals
445 325 1327 2097
2. Homeless Families with Children 08 237 420 765
2a. Persons in Homeless Families
with Children 274 736 1304 2314
Total (lines 1 + 2a) 719 1061 2631 4411
Part 2: Homeless Subpopulations Sheltered Unsheltered Total
1. Chronically Homeless 290 510 800
2. Seriously Mentally Ill 215
3. Chronic Substance Abuse 365
4. Veterans 104
5. Persons with HIV/AIDS 100
6. Victims of Domestic Violence 195
7. Youth 47
TABLE 1B
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Special Needs (non-homeless) Populations

Priority Need Dollars to
Level Unmet Address 5 Year
High, Medium, Low, Need Unmet Need Goals
SPECIAL NEEDS No Such Need
SUBPOPULATIONS
Elderly High 40,313 Plfost‘; see 2,510
Frail Elderly Hish Included in Included in Included in
& elderly elderly elderly
Severe Mental Illness Hish 36.273 Please see Please see
& ’ notes notes
Developmentally Disabled Hich 14.339 Please see Please see
& ’ notes notes
Physically Disabled Hich Please see Please see Please see
& notes notes notes
Persons w/ Alcohol/Other Drug Addictions Hich 7695 Please see Please see
& ’ notes notes
Persons w/HIV/AIDS High 1,401 Pl&;i)stz Ssee 565%
Farmworker . Please see Please see
High 79,546 notes notes
TOTAL 179,567 Please see 3075
notes

DOLLARS TO ADDRESS UNMET NEEDS: Oregon does not target specific dollars to specific populations.
Funds are distributed through the Consolidated Funding Cycle (CFC) process which allows optimum market

input for defining need at the local level and leveraging other funds.

FRAIL ELDERLY: Frail elderly are included with elderly populations. The majority of the units in the five
year goal are through HOME Tenant Based Assistance. Current TBA tracking practice does not qualify

households by age.

SEVERE MENTAL ILLNESS: This subpopulation is included in both homeless and disabled calculations.

PHYSICALLY DISABLED: Oregon includes physically and developmentally disabled in the category "persons

with the presence of a disability".

PERSONS WITH ADDICTIONS: These special needs population goals are included in the overall mix of
transitional and homeless housing, as well as undifferentiated affordable housing. Oregon Mental Health and
Addictions Services is actively working with the Oregon Youth Authority, Oregon Department of Corrections
and the Oregon Employment Department to establish a system for determining and tracking what happens to

clients after treatment.*®

PERSONS WITH HIV/AIDS: The annual goal of 131 is met through rental and other recurring assistance.

FARMWORKER: Needs are extremely difficult to enumerated separately. 50% to 70% are undocumented (3)
and most of the remainder are included either in census or other, special counts.
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Table 2 A
Priority Housing Needs

PRIORITY Priority Need
HOUSING NEEDS Level Unmet S Year
(households) High, Medium, Low | Need | Goals
High 10,360 2,065
0-30%
Small Related High 9,505 540
31-50%
Medium 6,847 275
51-80%
High 2,321 2,005
0-30%
Large Related High 3,066 410
31-50%
Medium 3,583 165
51-80%
Renter High 4,876 2,010
0-30%
Elderly High 5,523 440
31-50%
Medium 30,747 45
51-80%
High see above | see above
0-30%
All Other High see above | see above
31-50%
Medium | see above | see above
51-80%
Low 15,249 0
0-30%
Owner Low 18,048 0
31-50%
Medium 20,605 730
51-80%
Special Needs High 57,739 1,215
0-80%
Total Goals 9,900
Total 215 Goals 9,900
Total 215 Renter Goals 9,170
Total 215 Owner Goals 730
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Attachment 6

Affirmative Marketing for HOME Projects

Oregon requires sponsors of all HOME funded projects to comply fully
with HOME affirmative marketing and outreach requirements.
Following are language excerpts, guidelines, and an actual certification
requirement.

Excerpt from Consolidated Funding application

GUIDELINES FOR AFFIRMATIVE OUTREACH NARRATIVE

Describe in narrative form the affirmative outreach efforts that will ensure that minority and women-owned
enterprises will be used to the greatest extent possible to provide development or project related services to the
project.

Your description should include, but not be limited to, real estate agents, appraisers, lenders, architects,
contractors, consultants, materials suppliers and property management forms.

Excerpt from Funding Reservation Letter

5. Sponsors with projects containing 5 or more units must affirmatively market the units before
renting them. Therefore, it is necessary to take steps to provide information and otherwise
attract eligible persons from all racial, ethnic, and gender groups in the housing market area to
the available housing.

a) Execute the Affirmative Marketing Policy found at:
http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/HRS Reservation Letter Attach.shtml.

b) Describe the affirmative marketing efforts to be taken in renting the units.

Optional wording If the population of the project is all special needs (special needs as defined
by the Market Assessment Section):

HOME-assisted special needs projects must meet all HOME Program requirements regarding
affirmatively marketing the units before renting them. Although preference may be given to
specific special needs populations, the units must be marketed to all persons within the special
needs group. The units MAY NOT be filled exclusively through referrals from a single social
service agency. A good faith effort must be made to inform and solicit applications from
members of the special needs group throughout the market area. Project sponsors must take
steps to provide information and otherwise attract eligible persons from all racial, ethnic and
gender groups in the housing market area to the available housing. Therefore you must:
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a) Execute the Affirmative Marketing Policy found at:
http://www.ohcs.oregon.gov/OHCS/HRS Reservation_Letter Attach.shtml.

b) Describe the affirmative marketing efforts to be taken in renting the units.

GUIDELINES FOR AFFIRMATIVE MARKETING NARRATIVE

(HOME PROJECTS OVER 5 UNITS)

Affirmative Marketing is required for HOME projects containing five or more units. Affirmative marketing
steps consist of actions to provide information and otherwise attract eligible persons to the available housing
from all racial, ethnic, and gender groups ion the housing market area.

The Department, through its APM Section, will annually assess a project’s affirmative marketing program to
determine the success of affirmative marketing efforts and any necessary corrective actions.

Affirmative marketing activities, at a minimum, shall include:

4

4

Insuring that advertised vacant units include the Equal Housing Opportunity logo or statement.
Posting the HUD Fair Housing poster in common area(s) of housing assisted with HOME funds.

Soliciting application for vacant units from persons in the housing market who are least likely to apply
for the HOME-assisted housing without the benefit of special outreach efforts.

Maintaining file records containing all marketing efforts (e.g., newspaper advertisements, file
memorandums documenting phone inquiries, copies of inquiry letters and related responses, etc.)
These records shall be made available to the Department staff for inspection during normal working
hours.

Maintaining listings of all tenants residing in each unit from the time of application submittal through
the end of the HOME compliance period.

AFFIRMATIVE MARKETING CERTIFICATION

The objective of affirmative marketing is to provide information and otherwise attract eligible persons
from all racial, ethnic and gender groups in the housing market area to the available housing. This
includes persons in the housing market area who are not likely to apply for this housing without
special outreach efforts. In addition, the goal is to impose minimal burdens and sanctions on the
owners, yet effectively achieve affirmative marketing objectives.

In accordance with 24 CFR 92.351 and to the extent feasible, owners who have properties with five or
more housing units assisted through the HOME Program will market units in an affirmative manner.
In soliciting tenants or purchasers, the owner agrees:

L.

To maintain a fair housing policy which does not discriminate against tenants or prospective

tenants because of race, color, religion, national origin, sex, physical and mental handicap, or
familial status. The owner will take actions to ensure that all tenants and prospective tenants
receive equal treatment in all terms and conditions of residency.
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10.

11.

To Inform the public, owners, and potential tenants about fair housing laws and this
affirmative marketing policy.

When advertising vacant units, to include the equal housing opportunity logo or statement in
said advertisement. Advertising media may include newspapers of general circulation, radio,
television, brochures and flyers.

To post the HUD Fair Housing poster in common area(s) of housing assisted with HOME
funds.

To solicit applications for vacant units from persons in the housing market who are least likely
to apply for the HOME-assisted housing without the benefit of special outreach efforts. In
general, persons who are not of the race/ethnicity of the residents of the neighbor hood in
which the newly constructed or rehabilitated building is located shall be considered those least
likely to apply.

For outreach purposes, the owner may utilize housing authorities, community action agencies,
community development corporations, other community organizations, places of worship,
employment centers, fair housing groups, housing counseling agencies, social service centers
or medical service centers to publicize unit vacancies or otherwise provide information to
potential tenants.

To maintain file records containing all marketing efforts including, but not limited to, copies
of newspaper advertisements, file memoranda documenting phone inquiries, copies of inquiry
letters and related responses, etc. These records shall be make available to the Oregon
Housing and Community Services Department for inspection during normal working hours.

To maintain listings of all tenants residing in each unit at the time of application submittal
through the end of the HOME compliance period including income, family size, sex,
disabilities and racial origin.

Not to discriminate against prospective tenants on the basis or their receipt of, or eligibility
for, housing assistance under any federal, state or local housing assistance program.

That all evictions shall be for cause and in accordance with state and federal law.

In the event that an owner fails to comply with the affirmative marketing requirements, then
the owner agrees to take corrective actions which include, but are not limited to, conducting
extensive outreach efforts on all future vacancies using appropriate contacts such as those
outlined in #5 above in order to achieve occupancy goals. Should the owner still not comply
with the affirmative marketing requirements, the Housing and Community Services
Department may impose other sanctions as deemed necessary.

The owner further agrees that should a court having proper jurisdiction find that the owner has
discriminated against any person or group, that this may result in the return of grant funds or
such other action as may be deemed appropriate by the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development or their duly authorized representative.
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The undersigned certifies that the individual/organization will affirmatively market the HOME-
assisted project in accordance with the aforementioned terms and conditions.

Name Date

Name and Title printed or typed

Organization
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ATTACHMENT 7

Proposed Beneficiary Summary - In total the CDBG program funds awarded by the state, from January 1, 2006 to June
15, 2010, were proposed to have the following benefits to the residents of Oregon.

e  Funds Leveraged: $50,471,365
e  Sponsored Local Capacity Building Conferences: 22 Conferences
0 Attendees - 2,473
e Total Persons Benefitted: 129,074
e  Total LMI Persons Benefitted: 86,496
e Jobs Created: 120
e  Microenterprises Assisted: 1,137
e  Municipal Wastewater System Improvement Projects: 24 Systems
e  Municipal Water System Improvement Projects: 14 Systems
o  Downtown Revitalization Projects: 2 Cities
o  Brownfield Redevelopment: 0.9 acres
o  Off-site Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing: 20 units
e Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation: 708 units (plus 2010 awards )
e Housing Center Projects Funded: 36 projects
e  Emergency Homeless Beds Created: 40
o Disaster Recovery Property Clearance: 19 properties
e  Public Community Facilities: 30

o  Fire Stations -2

Community Facility — 2

Library — 1

Senior Centers — 6

Food Banks - 4

Substance Abuse Detoxification Centers — 2
Head Starts — 6

Mental Health Treatment Facilities — 4
Domestic Violence Shelters — 2

Homeless Shelter - 1

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOo

Actual Outcomes - To report actual outcomes, from each grant awarded by the State, the grant activities must be
completed and the grant contract between the city/county recipient and the State is administratively closed. Each grant
recipient is allowed a specified period of time to complete the CDBG funded activities and this time period varies by type of
grant. This time period is referred to as the Project Completion Date (PCD). The State allows PCD extensions if the local
circumstances warrant the extensions. Each PCD extension is reviewed on a case by case basis. A summary of the
standard PCD time periods are:

e 1year PCD - Applies to microenterprise assistance grants and housing center grants.

e 2year PCD - Planning grants, final design only grants, construction only grants and economic development
grants.

e 3year PCD - Final design and construction activities combined into one grant.

Due to the length of time it can take to complete a project, the actual outcomes from the grants take time to be realized. A

summary of the proposed and actual outcomes are reported below, using the required Performance Measure outcome and
objective codes, in accordance with the 2006-2010 Consolidated Plan. This information covers January 1, 2006 to June 15,
2010 and will be updated as the 2010 program grants are awarded and the grants are administratively closed in 2010.
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT — REVOLVING LOAN FUNDS and MICROENTERPRISE GRANT PROGRAM

Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
EO3 - Economic Opportunity — Sustainabilit
$124,000 Jobs Created 2006 | 30 3 10%
$337,500 Jobs Created 2007 | 90 24 27%
$0 Jobs Created 2008 | 0 0 0%
$0 Jobs Created 2009 |0 0 0%
$0 Jobs Created 2010 |0 0 0%
TOTAL | $461,500 | TOTAL 120 27 22%
MICROENTERPRISE ASSISTANCE - PUBLIC SERVICES
Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
EO3 - Economic Opportunity — Sustainability
$93,415 Microenterprises Asst. 2006 | 110 115 104%
$154,551 Microenterprises Asst. 2007 | 198 644 325%
$108,297 Microenterprises Asst. 2008 | 225 163 2%
$148,519 Microenterprises Asst. 2009 | 494 130 26%
$0 Microenterprises Asst. 2010 | 110 0 0%
TOTAL $504,782 TOTAL 1,137 1,052 92.5%

PUBLIC WORKS - WATER AND WASTEWATER PROJECTS and DOWNTOWN REVITALIZATION PROJECTS

Outcome/Objective Leveraged Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
SL3-Suitable Living Environment — Sustainability
$20,575,098 | Persons served 2006 | 12,012 3,679 30%
$750,636 Persons served 2007 | 26,854 1,174 4.3%
$585,000 Persons served 2008 | 5,324 439 8.2%
$5,227,591 | Persons served 2009 | 17,502 0 0%
$3,176,332 | Persons served 2010 | 2,618 0 0%
TOTAL $30,314,657 | TOTAL 64,310 5,292 15.4%
PUBLIC WORKS — BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT
Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
SL3 - Suitable Living Environment — Sustainability
$36,300 Acres redeveloped 2006 | 0.9 0.9 100%
$0 Acres redeveloped 2007 |0 0 0%
$0 Acres redeveloped 2008 |0 0 0%
N/A Category Discontinued 2009 | N/A N/A N/A
N/A Category Discontinued 2010 | N/A N/A N/A
TOTAL $36,300 TOTAL 0.9 0.9 100%
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PUBLICLY OWNED OFF-SITE INFRASTRUCTURE

Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual Percent

Funds Number | Number | Complete
DH3 - Decent Housing — Sustainability

N/A New in 2007 2006 | N/A

$0 Units created 2007 |0 0 0%

$0 Units created 2008 |0 0 0%

$413,134 Units created 2009 | 20 0 0%

$0 Units created 2010 |0 0 0%
TOTAL | $413,134 | TOTAL 20 0 0%

PUBLIC/COMMUNITY FACILITIES
(Fire Stations, Libraries, Senior Centers, Food Banks, Family Resource Centers, and Community Centers)

Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
SL1 - Suitable Living Environment — Availability/Accessibility
$2,198,667 | Persons served 2006 | 2,680 3,680 137%
$1,358,273 | Persons served 2007 | 10,074 101 1%
$1,520,742 | Persons served 2008 | 12,167 0 0%
$0 Persons served 2009 | 2,119 0 0%
$980,972 Persons served 2010 | 8,170 0 0%
TOTAL $6,058,654 | TOTAL 35,210 3,781 10.7%

PUBLIC/COMMUNITY FACILITIES
(Drug and Alcohol Treatment Facilities, Head Starts, Mental Health Treatment Facilities, Shelters/Workshops

for Persons with Disabilities, Health Clinics)

Outcome/Objective Leveraged Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
SL3 - Suitable Living Environment — Sustainability
$817,633 Persons served 2006 | 4,835 3,260 66%
$2,892,199 | Persons served 2007 | 801 0 0%
$1,439,500 | Persons served 2008 | 2,105 0 0%
$1,719,500 | Persons served 2009 | 1,225 0 0%
$160,000 Persons served 2010 | 170 0 0%
TOTAL $7,028,832 | TOTAL 9,136 3,260 35%
PUBLIC/COMMUNITY FACILITIES
(Domestic Violence Shelters, Emergency/Homeless Shelters and Transitional Housing)
Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
DH1 — Decent Housing — Availability/Accessibility
$124,000 Persons served 2006 | 250 0 0%
$61,051 Persons served 2007 | 142 0 0%
$0 Persons served 2008 |0 0 0%
$728,000 Persons served 2009 | 70 0 0%
$0 Persons served 2010 | O 0 0%
TOTAL $913,051 TOTAL 462 0 0%
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Special homelessness indicator: Number of beds created: 22 (2006), 12(2007), 0(2008), 6(2009)

REGIONAL HOUSING REHABILIATION (Includes the 2008 Disaster Recovery projects)

Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
DH3 — Decent Housing — Sustainability
$877,472 Units Rehabilitated 2006 | 148 153 103%
$579,000 Units Rehabilitated 2007 | 151 106 70%
$ need Units Rehabilitated 2008 | 216 10 5%
$ need Units Rehabilitated 2009 | 193 0 0%
Units Rehabilitated 2010 | 139 0 0%
TOTAL $877,472 TOTAL 847 333 39.3%
REGIONAL HOUSING CENTERS
Outcome/Objective Leveraged | Performance Indicators Year | Expected | Actual | Percent
Funds Number | Number | Complete
DH1 - Decent Housing — Availability/Accessibility
Not Persons served 2006 | 3,891 4,471 115%
collected
Not Persons served 2007 | 3,668 212 5.8%
Collected
Not Persons served 2008 | 485 0 0%
Collected
Not Persons served 2009 | 5517 0 0%
Collected
Persons served 2010 | 375 0 0
TOTAL $ TOTAL 13,936 4,683 33.6%
2008 CDBG-R Summary
Objective/ | Funding Category # Awards Amount Leveraged | Direct Total Total LMI
Outcome Awarded Funds Construction | Persons Persons
jobs
SL1 Public Works 2 new awards $2,465,782 $0 J29.4 660 376
Water/Wastewater Haines (56.97%)
Tillamook County
SL1 Public/Community 1 new award $1,095,000 $695,983 13.1 101 101 (100%)
Facilities Silverton
TOTAL 3 new awards $3,560,782 $695,983 | 425 761 477
(62.9%)
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ATTACHMENT 8

Oregon Housing and Community Services

Special Needs and Affordable Housing Needs Assessment

Purpose

The Needs Assessment identifies gaps between the housing needs of specific Oregon populations and the
existing special needs and affordable housing inventory available for each of those populations. The
assessment will help Oregon Housing and Community Services Consolidated Funding Cycle establish
funding priorities. The goal: to understand the housing circumstances of local communities and target
limited housing resources to groups that face the greatest housing shortage.

Not a market study

This assessment seeks to prioritize the housing needs of specific populations in relation to each other. It
does not seek to analyze local real estate market conditions. The assessment does not evaluate whether a
proposed development can succeed nor if a project will appeal to its target resident.

Implementation

This needs assessment will evolve over time. As more timely and accurate information becomes
available, the department will refine the assessment. The first version established a structure for the
assessment, this is the 2010 update.

Questions / Comments

Natasha Detweiler, Research Analyst
Oregon Housing and Community Services
725 Summer Street NE. Suite B

Salem OR 97301-1266

Natasha Detweiler@state or.us
0716737183

Contents
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Population type and source summary

For special needs / affordable housing groups, the assessment looks at need in each county for the

following populations:

* Alcohol and drug recovery
 Chromcally homeless

* Domestic violence victims
e Elderly

* Farmworkers

¢  Frail elderly

« HIV/AIDS

* Homeless

* People with a presence of a physical disability
* People with the presence of a chronic mental illness

¢ Released offenders

For workforce affordable housing groups the assessment looks at the county level and cities that are
included in the vpdated American Community Survey datasets.

Data sources for 2010 CFC Needs Assessment

Population

Data Source

Affordable/Special Needs Housing Inventory

+ (OHCS properties (DISH, LIPS, APM)

¢+ Oregon Housing Authorities

+ Rural Development Authority

* Metro — Affordable Housing Inventory for
Portland Metropolitan Area

Alcohol and Drug Recovery

FY 2008-09 client data from DHS

Chronically Homeless

OHCS One Night Shelter Count

Domestic Violence Victims

2006-8 DHS domestic violence program data

Elderly Census 2000, 2006-8 American Community Survey
Farmworkers 2007 Agricultural Census

Frail Elderly/Disabled 2009 Department of Human Services Report
HIV/AIDS 2009 Department of Human Services Count
Homeless OHCS One Night Homeless Count

People with the presence of a chronic mental
illness

2009 Department of Human Services AMH
Reporting System

People with the presence of a developmental
disability

2008 Department of Human Services Report

People with the presence of a physical disability

2009 Department of Human Services Report

Released Offenders 2000-02 Data from Department of Justice
Workforce/Family Census 2000, 2006-8 American Community Survey
8/19/2010 Page 2 of 13
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Data sources and methods overview

Special needs

For most groups — except workforce housing — the OHCS needs assessment reflects population and
housing inventory at the county level.

The assessment relies on county information due to data limitations and the dynamics of special needs
housing. Data on special needs groups is largely not available beyond a county boundary; in general the
market from which special needs housing draws residents goes beyond that of a small city. instead
drawing residents from across a county.

OHCS found a reliable population count for each special needs housing population from outside sources
such as the Census and the Oregon Department of Human Services. Housing unit counts for each needs
group come from the department’s own affordable housing inventory. The agency calculated the
proportion of need using these two numbers.

Workforce

OHCS generated its workforce housing needs assessment at the city level rather than the county. The
department could find reliable data at the city level. More importantly, effective workforce housing 1s
both affordable to the workforce and close to jobs, necessifating a local perspective.

Some considerations and limitations

While a person may belong to a special needs group. that person may not need affordable housing. Asa
result, the assessment inflates housing needs for all groups except people experiencing homelessness.

This assessment also reflects a certain amount of inevitable duplication for both population and unit
counts. For example, a frail elderly person will also appear in the count of elderly persons. Similarly. a
unit designated as frail elderly will also appear in the count of units designated as serving an elderly
population. In addition, a person can fall into multiple special needs housing groups, and a person with a
special need can live in housing without services designed for their need group. As a result, summing all
of these populations will generate an inflated number due to these duplications.

The following pages provide a detailed summary of the data values, sources, definitions, explanations,
used to assessment the housing needs of special population. The OHCS Affordable and Special Needs

Housing Inventory Methodology follows.

Fopulations
Alcohol and Drug RECOVEIY ... msssssssssissss s ssssmss s s s s ssss ssmss e ssssss msssrassssssansssssmsasssesnsssamsa se 4
DOMESHIC WIOIBNMCE (it s i s s st e e £ e e e s b aba s md bt R 4
T T 5
T
Frail Elderly
HIVTAIDS .. et e e e e na s st meem e et £re e e e s et £ £ mnee e £ ot £ £ e s e £ rm e m R A e £ e e e e erme st srn e snennerenen
Homeless § Chronically HOMEIRSS......cceiiimsenimis s s sassssss s ssssssssssess sessssssssamsssssssssnsasssssnssssees 7
People with the presence of a developmental disability ... 7
People with the presence of a physical disability ... 7
People with the presence of a chronic mental illNess.... v ———_— 8
Released Offenders ... s s s e s e e ps s 8
Workforce | Family Affordable HOUSING «...oo et s e 9
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Alcohol and Drug Recovery
Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for people in alcohol and dmg
rehabilitation to the total population in Alcohol and Drug Treatment.

Definition: The total population for the ADR group comes from an unduplicated count of clients
receiving substance abuse treatment by county for the Fiscal Years 2008-2000.

Sources: Special query from DHS research staff for OHCS.

Rationale: OHCS relies on the unduplicated county count of those receiving substance abuse treatment
through DHS as the most uniformly collected and updated information for this factor.

Change from prior method: Previously OHCS had used the 2005 DHS ADR and Mental Health
Housing Study from DHS. which had not been updated. In consult with DHS research and program staff
it was determined that the updated case load informafion would be more accurate than depending on the
outdated information from this survey.

The data do not identify the number of people in Aleohol and Drug treatment who also need affordable
housing.

Assumprtions. The needs assessment assumes that similar proportion of the ADR population can obtain
housing through the private market as through subsidized units. The assessment uses the total number of
people in Alcohol and Dimg treatment through the state as a proxy for the state’s affordable Alcohol and
Drug treatment housing need.

Domestic Violence

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for adult victims of domestic violence to
the three-year average number of (2006-8) adult victims of domestic violence.

Definition: Number of adults affected by domestic violence as reported by community agencies statewide

Data Source: DHS Domestic Violence Statistics reported to OHCS, reported by service agencies for
2006, 2007, and 2008, and Portland State University Population Research Center’s 2009 Population
Estimate to allocate populations from agencies that serve multiple counties.

Change from prior method: No source or method change Updated source data year.

Explanation: The department uses the number of adults affected by domestic violence as a proxy for a
household measure since domestic violence counts are captured individually instead of by household.
This does not take into consideration that some minors receiving domestic violence supportive services
could constitute a household.

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
42



Farmworkers

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for farmworkers to the total number of
farmworkers (seasonal and full-time, excluding migrant farmworkers).

Definitions: Farmworkers who work full time (more than 150 days) and seasonally (less than 150 days).
The Agricultural Census identifies farms that use migrant farm labor, but the population count used does
not include estimates of the migrant population. A farm is considered to be “any place from which
$1.000 or more of agricultural products were produced and sold. or normally would have been sold,
during the census year.”

Data Sources: 2007 USDA Agricultural Census, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special
Needs Housing Inventory

Rationale: OHCS initially looked at three sources of farmworker information: the Oregon Employment
Department’s Covered Employvment and Wages. the 2002 USDA Agricultural Census data, and a 2002
farm worlker enumeration studv conducted by Alice Larson.

Each of the data sources has limitations. For example, the Employment Department data report only
farmworkers covered by unemployment insurance. Because 82 percent of (32.000) Oregon farms are too
small to be subject to unemployment insurance requirements. the Employment Department does not
report the majority of the state’s farms / farmworkers. The two remaining sources use differing
methodology and categornize the farmworker population in different ways. The Agricultural Census
identified “full-time” farmworkers and “seasonal” farmworkers. The data from the 2002 Agricultural
Census for “Seasonal” farmworkers (fotal: 95.506) was found to be roughly comparable to the “Migrant
and Seasonal” farmworker data from the enumeration study (total: 29.923). In addition to “full-time™ and
“seasonal” farmworkers, the enumeration sought to identify the “migrant™ farmworker population.
“Migrant” farmworkers differ from “seasonal” only in that they travel for their seasonal farm
employment. often necessitating the use of temporary shelters.

Additional information and definitions at the OHCS Farmworker Information Center.

During the initial design of this analysis, OHCS considered each of these resources as it sought to identify
a reliable resource for farmworker data for the CFC needs analysis. OHCS decided to rely on the
defensible and standardized 2002 Agriculural Census data because unlike the enumeration study. which
had limited information on several counties. it presented uniform information from all areas statewide.
Using this source has also allowed for the update to the 2007 data. which 1s the most current of available
farmworker data.

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data year.

Assumprtions: The number of farmworker units in the Affordable and Special Needs Housing inventory
reflects the housing built specifically for farmworkers. The needs assessment uses the total number of
farmworkers as an indicator of farmworker housing based on the following assumptions:

» the private market will meet a similar proportion of need within each county. and

+ affordable housing developments will serve a similar percentage of farmworkers from county to
county.
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Elderly

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for people age 65 and older to the number
of people age 65 and older with incomes between 0 and 60 percent of median county income.

Definition: Seniors age 65 and older and earning between 0 and 60 percent of median county income.

Sources: 2000 Census tables P53 and P55, 2006-8 Amernican Community Survey data for those counties
with data provided tables B19013 and B19037, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special Needs
Housing Inventory.

Change from prior method: No source or method change Updated source data year.

Explanation: Most affordable rental housing programs serving the elderly target those with incomes
between 0 and 60 percent of area/county median income. By calculating the proportion of the elderly
population living with units from the Affordable Housing inventory. the scale of the elderly housing gap
15 identified. This does not mean that all people over 65 1n this income range would be in need of
affordable housing, nor does it mean that elderly projects using this groups priority assignment need to
use the specific age of 65 as ifs tenant criteria.

Frail Elderly

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units designated as assisted living facilities or
residential care facilities to the number of individuals age 65 and older with physical disabilities.

Definition: Clients of the Department of Human Services age 65 or older with disabilities who: receive
In-Home care; are in adult foster care. residential care. assisted living, or a nursing facility; or are
personal care clients

Sources: 2002 DHS Client data book for Seniors/Physically Disabled, published Tune 2009, and the 2010
OHCS State Affordable and Special Needs Housing Inventory

Change from prior method: No source or method change Updated source data year.

Rationale: These data values identify the number of seniors (age 65 and older) who received assistance
through in-home, residential, or personal care. Because a person must be low-income and have few assets
to qualify for assistance, this count provides a good indication of the need for affordable housing.

HIV/AIDS

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for people with HIV/ATDS to the total
number of diagnosed HIV/AIDS cases

Definition: Number of people reported for each county with HIV / AIDS

Data Source: Department of Human Services HIV/AIDS Reporting System — extracted 10/1/2009, data
on status from 6/30/2009, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special Needs Housing Inventory

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data vear.

Rartionale: While the data does not describe financial capacity to pay for housing, it is information that is
uniformly gathered statewide.
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Homeless / Chronically Homeless

Data Value: Total number households (sheltered and turned away) plus affordable homeless housing
unifs, total number of chronically homeless households (sheltered and tumed away) plus affordable
homeless housing units in ratio with Number of Affordable Housing Units/Beds with a Homeless
population allocation

Definition: OHCS defines homeless households as those households counted during the one-night count.
Chronically homeless households have been continuously homeless for a period of a year or more or had
at least four episodes of homelessness in the past three years as well as having a physical or mental
disability.

Homelessness is a Policy Priority #1

Sources: 2009 OHCS One-night homeless count, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special
Needs Housing Inventory.

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data year.

Rationale: To identify a total homeless population, OHCS added to the number of affordable homeless
housing units or beds to those homeless households identified during the one-night shelter count.

People with the presence of a developmental disability
Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for people with developmental disabilities
to the number of people with developmental disabilities.

Definition: Number of adults and children with developmental disabilities identified by DHS in case
management.

Sources: 2008 DHS Client data book, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special Needs Housing
[nventory

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data year.

Rationale: People identified as Department of Human Services clients with developmental disabilities are
likely to qualify for housing allocated to serve people with developmental disabilities. This serves asa
proxy for affordable housing needs among this group.

People with the presence of a physical disability

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for people with physical disabilities fo the
number of people under age 65 with a physical disability.

Definition: People under age 65 with disabilities who receive In-Home care; are in adult foster care,
residential care, assisted living. or a nursing facility; or are personal care clients

Sources: 2009 DHS Client data book for Seniors/Physically Disabled, and the 2010 OHCS State
Affordable and Special Needs Housing Inventory

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data year.

Rationale: These data values identify the number of people under 65 who receive assistance through in-
home, residential, or personal care. Because a person must be low-income and have few assets to qualify
for assistance, this count provides a good indication of the need for affordable housing.
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People with the presence of a chronic mental illness

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable units for people with chronic mental illness to the
number of people with chronic mental illness discharged to counties by Community Mental Health
Programs.

Definition: The total count of mental health discharges in CPMS by county. It represents an unduplicated
count of the adults and children discharged by the Community Mental Health Programs from 2007-2000
calendar years. The three-vear average is used.

Sources: 2009 AMH Online Reporting System Data queried on 2/2/2010, and represented as based on
data available through 12/2009.

Rationale: The assessment uses the total number of people discharged from Community Mental Health
Programs as a proxy to indicate the relative scale of need for affordable CMI housing. It does not identify
how many people with chronic mental illness also need affordable housing.

Change from prior method: Previously OHCS had vsed the 2005 DHS ADER and Mental Health
Housing Study from DHS. which had not been updated. In consult with DHS research and program staff
it was determined that the updated case load information would be more accurate than depending on the
oufdated information from this survey.

Assumptions: The needs assessment assumes that an analogous proportion of the CMI population can
obfain housing through the private market, as need subsidized units. It is additionally notable that this
count 15 for those served in community, not private, mental health programs.

Released Offenders

Data Value: A ratio of the number of affordable housing units for released offenders to the three-year
average (2007-9) number of released offenders by county.

Definition: Offenders released into the county in which they offended.

Data Source: Department of Justice, direct reporting to OHCS of releases into each Oregon county by
vear for 2000 through 2009, and the 2010 OHCS State Affordable and Special Needs Housing Inventory

Change from prior method: No source or method change. Updated source data year

Explanation: Does not currently include information on what percentage of the released offender
population are in need of affordable housing. It is often the case that offenders return to live with family
where they would not need housing assistance.
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Workforce / Family Affordable Housing

Data Value: Rent burden for households earning 30 to 60 percent of county median income in
comparison to the state value.

Definitions: The CFC defines workforce population as renter households earning between 30 and 60
percent of county median income. Rent burden occurs when a household spends more than 30 percent of
household income on gross rent. Workforce Index is a comparizon of the percent of rent burdened
workforce in a particular city or county fo the statewide rent burdened workforce.

Data Sources: 2000 Census tables P53 and H73, 2008 & 2006-8 American Community Survey tables
B19013 and C25074

Change from prior method: No source or method change Updated source data year

Rationale: OHCS set the low end of the earnings range at 30 percent of area median income. A
household working at minimum wage earns approximately 30 percent of area median income. Therefore,
the needs assessment captures the lowest paid workers — a portion of the workforce population most likely
to benefit from CFC funding.

The housing or rent burden variable is currently the standard measure used in the research and analysis of
workforce housing issues.

The rate of housing burden reflects a household’s ability to live in a particular area because a high burden
rate means the area lacks in housing that would be affordable to this population group.

City data were included where available from the American Community Survey (in addition to county) as
the primary market area for workforce housing.

81972010 Page 9 of 13

Oregon Housing and Community Services, Information Services Division, Research and Analysis Section.

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
47



Affordable and Special Needs Housing Inventory

Purpose

The department used data from many sources (see below) to build a special needs and affordable housing
inventory for Oregon. This inventory provides unit counts for the consolidated funding cycle’s special
needs population groups. The department identified affordable housing gaps by population groups by
companng this unit counts to population data.

Sources
OHCS Housing Databases

¢ Multi-Family Project Database (DISH)
¢ [oan Information Processing System (LIPS)
*  Acset and Property Management's Project Tracking System (PROMIS)
* Housing and Development Software (HDS)
¢ Ounline Inventory Document
Oregon Housing Authorities
¢ (Clatsop County Housing Authority
¢  Coos-Curry Housing Authority
¢ Housing Works (Bend area)
¢ Tackson Countv Housing Authority
* Josephine Housing Council
¢ Klamath County
¢ [ ane County Housing Authority
¢ Lincoln County Housing Authority
¢ [inn-Benton Housing Authority
¢ Malheur County Housing Authority
¢ Manon County Housing Authornity
¢ Mid Columbia Housing Authority
¢ North East Oregon
¢ North West Oregon
&  West Valley
¢ City of Salem
¢ Umatilla County Housing
Rural Development Authority
US Dept of Housing and Urban Development
METRO Affordable Housing Inventory

Housing Development Centers — Streamlining Project Inventory ** new in 2010 **
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Methods

OHCS queried all of its databases to identify properties. The department then merged the results using
project name, address, project number fields to identify duplicate enfries.

Inventory Data Variables:
* Project Name
+  Project Number / Unigue Identifier
* Project Address (Street, County, City)
* Total Unit Count
s Affordable (Subsidized Regulated) Unit Count
* Population Served
Populations Served:
+ HOM (homeless)
s ELD (elderly)
« ADR (alcohol and drug recovery)
* PD (people with physical disabilities)
+ CMI (people with a chronic mental illness)
« HIV (people with HIV / AIDS)
« DD (people with a developmental disability)
« FW (farmworkers)
¢« EO (released offenders)
« DV (domestic violence victims)
« FAM (family / general population)
o NATV (Native American)
« ALT (Assisted Living Facility)
* RCF (Residential Care Facility)

OHCS Property Databases

At QHCS, the DISH database is the most inclusive resource for property information, capturing most
project information from the time of project inception. DISH reflects all projects that submit an
application for funding whether the project received funding or not. Therefore, the data query specified
funded projects.

After the department approves a project for development and the project is developed, the department
transfers responsibility for ongoing project oversight to the Asset and Property Management Division
which maintains project information in the Promis (through September 2007) and HDS.

Alternatively, those projects not requiring asset management services through OHCS remain in both
DISH and LIPS (the Loan Information Processing System).
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Properties managed by other agencies

Community Infegration Projects represent and important exception to OHCS long-term project oversight
practices. After the 1999 closure of Fairview State Training Center, the state established CIP to support
the development alternate housing options for people with developmental disabilities. Fairview had
housed up to 3.000 people with developmental disabilities.

http://www.oregon gov/DHS/dd‘housing.shiml (12/07)

Once funded and developed, the Department of Human Services, Seniors and People with Disabilities
Community Housing Section takes on management and oversight of CIP homes. DHS keeps data related
to the properties. and OHCS no longer maintains information about them

APM replaced a database known as Promis in September of 2007 with a new database called HDS. APM
maintains current and verified unit counts in HDS.

Identifying projects
OHCS created a unique identifier number for each project entered into DISH.

The department also uses other identifiers. Separate numbering systems cover loans, properties in Promis,
HUD properties in HDS. This complicates the process of creating a single list of housing units. The
department used project names and addresses, which are generally not standardized or permanent to
update information and to identify duplicate data.

Identifying target populations

Another challenge to creating a single inventorv centers on the specification of housing units for a
particular population group. While DISH often captures target populations and the number of total units /
affordable units, the information reflects only the first fund application through initial development.
Therefore, the information cannot be considered updated or reliable. HDS and Promis usually do not
include the population served and provide only one unit count. In the case of the unit count. HDS and
Promis do not consistently reflect a property”s fotal number of units. often reporting just the regulated
units. Therefore, the department must combine and scour multiple data sources to build accurate
information about each property.

Because OHCS databases do not provide rich information about the number of units and the targeted
populations. the department turned to a number of outside sources for more information These sources
included the federal Department of Housing and Urban Development, local housing authorities, the
United States Department of Agriculture Rural Development. and Metro.

For those properties without a duplicate entry in the supplemental databases, the department sought to
identify the population served and the numbers of units through HDS, DISH, Promis, and LIPS, In some
cases, population type reflects the intended use of the property at development. often included in the
name. For example: all of the projects with CIP in the name indicated that they were developed to house
people with developmental disabilities; projects with ALF in the name are assisted living facilities that
house the elderly; those that are Non Congregate Group Care are Non CIP Group Care facilities whose
populations were idenfified primarily through DISH.

Project status

Active/Inactive project status comes from multiple sources. The department flags inactive project in HDS.
However, HDS accuracy 1s compromised when APM changes a project identifier. In such cases, a single
project may appear on both the Active and Inactive project lists. The department resolved such conflicts
by turning to HUD project activity reports. The department does not consistently enter project activity in
DISH.
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Process/Stakeholders — during Initial Analysis Development

OHCS Housing Staff: monthly meetings were held with OHCS housing staff including Bob Gillespie,
Betty Markey, Vicki Massey. and Information Services™ Bill Carpenter. The group discusses 13sues
regarding the definition of populations served through the CFC process. access to accurate data, and
methods of priontization.

CYC Technical Advisory Team: The department met monthly with CFC stakeholders statewide to
address the re-working of the CFC application. From July through November the CFC needs assessment
was a regular part of the agendas. The CFC TAG helped identify the special needs groups included in the
assessment and data resources for those populations. The group also gave feedback on methodological
presentations and assisted with the definition and parameters of the workforce population.

CFC Revision TAG Team Members

Name Organization

Amanda Saul Housing Development Center
Betty Tamm Umpgua CDC

Bill Van Vliet or Joni Hartmann NOAT

Catherine Kes Hacienda CDC

Neighborhood Partnership Fund
Central City Concern

Janet Byrd
Jennifer Gates

Lisa Rogers CASA of Oregon

Mark Rozgay TimberRiver Development Inc.
Mike Andrews Housing Authority of Portland
Monica Elgert Enterprise

Phil Hedrick Cascade Housing Group

City of Eugene / Planning & Dev.
Mid-Columbia Housing Authority
Eastern Oregon Alcohol Foundation

Richie Weinman
Ruby Mason
Sonja Hart

Sophia McDonald / Michael Anderson

AOCDO /CDN

Steve Fulton or Will White

Bureau of Housing

Terri Silvis Catholic Charities

OHCS CFC Revision Staff Members
Name Email
Betty Markey betty. markey@hcs. state or.us
Bob Gillespie bob.gillespie@hcs state.or.us
Darcy Strahan darcy.strahan@hcs.state.or.us

jack duncan.@hcs.state or.us
karen.clearwater@hcs state orus
sarah.domon@hcs.state.or.us

Jack Duncan
Karen Clearwater

Sarah Dornon
Vicki Massey

vicki.massey@@hcs state or.us

OHCS Research Staff: The project is under the direction of Bill Carpenter. Natasha Detweiler is the
primary researcher. Weekly updates and strategy sessions were held with OHCS research staff including,
at various times, Bill Carpenter, Lisa Joyce. Richard Bjelland. Natasha Detweiler, Andria Howell. and
Melissa Torgerson.
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Oregon Housing and Community Services, Information Services Division, Research and Analysis Section.
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OHCS Special Needs And Affordable Housing Needs Assessment

-
x L s a > a z > g o o % ,:_fl §
Housing < < © e ° w =T T -oE g o ®
Units o @
Baker 5 0 16 3 0 86 0 0 10 6 4 60 190 0
Benton 0 0 0 30 20 264 0 0 0 15 0 251 580 0
Clatsop 0 0 15 32 3 160 0 0 29 17 0 289 544 0
Columbia 2 35 13 26 0 139 22 0 2 8 20 272 538 35
Coos 39 50 22 33 8 139 66 0 312 677 50
Crook 0 30 8 0 0 104 0 0 0 0 0 69 211 30
Curry 0 0 18 10 10 128 0 0 0 18 0 172 356 0
Deschutes 2 83 25 43 0 546 0 0 38 11 0 868 1,615 102
Douglas 17 169 40 52 36 490 0 0 93 14 18 852 1,779 169
Gilliam 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 29
Grant 0 0 0 12 0 26 0 0 0 0 57 95 0
Harney 0 40 0 0 0 40 1 0 0 70 157 40
Hood
River 0 30 0 5 0 72 222 0 0 0 0 291 619 30
Jackson 54 0 47 44 33 1,119 77 4 47 44 0 1,611 3,080 8
Jefferson 0 27 0 0 0 48 47 0 12 15 0 171 319 27
Josephine 0 105 74 20 24 375 0 0 7 0 0 171 776 105
Klamath 0 0 11 12 4 210 25 0 8 2 2 244 518 0
Lake 0 6 0 0 0 9 0 0 9 0 28 51 23
Lane 34 276 162 198 0 1,441 11 0 176 151 23 2,800 5,270 349
Lincoln 0 244 9 10 0 308 40 0 18 0 0 555 1,184 244
Linn 0 50 49 71 32 450 1 0 46 10 2 630 1,340 65
Malheur 5 0 0 10 0 216 198 0 7 0 0 259 695 0
Marion 9 224 10 222 56 1,237 283 0 57 126 3 2,313 4,541 388
Morrow 0 0 0 0 0 19 48 0 0 0 0 66 133 0
Polk 8 168 6 59 0 256 45 0 3 48 0 358 949 227
Sherman 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0
Tillamook 0 64 0 0 0 37 0 0 0 0 0 322 423 64
Umatilla 16 149 24 56 2 330 257 0 14 0 1 1,142 1,989 149
Union 0 0 10 7 0 170 46 0 11 0 0 381 625 0
Wallowa 0 30 11 0 38 0 0 0 5 0 112 196 40
Wasco 8 0 0 5 0 146 341 0 20 20 0 522 1,061 40
Wheeler 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 10 0 5 24 19
Yamhill 6 163 18 75 24 342 73 0 17 59 1 925 1,702 271
203 1,972 586 1,034 252 8,963 1,802 4 620 594 74 16,174 32,278 2,504

* FRAIL ELDERLY (ELD PD & ALF, RCF, CC) Duplicated
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Populations

County

Baker

Benton
Clatsop
Columbia
Coos
Crook
Curry
Deschutes
Douglas
Gilliam
Grant

Harney
Hood
River

Jackson
Jefferson
Josephine
Klamath
Lake
Lane
Lincoln
Linn
Malheur
Marion
Morrow
Polk
Sherman
Tillamook
Umatilla
Union
Wallowa
Wasco
Wheeler
Yambhill

Totals

existing
units
Unmet
need

Notes:

Domestic
Violence Victims

a4
67

129
74
11
40
69
80

30
31

34
170

117
80

146
68
56
51

133
15
22

2
18
87
17

8
24

0
66

1,752

252

1,500

Elderly

813

2,029
1,597
1,710
2,956
921
1,224
5,427
4,546
91
306
270

763
8,074
518
3,695
2,934
345
11,118
2,271
4,576
1,426
9,388
336
2,601
73
1,381
1,953
1,228
373
886
58
3,239

79,126

8,693

70,433

Farm workers

617
2,290
248
960
787
436
450
826
2,515
268
307
670

8,332

3,735
1,108
679
1,922
574
3,803
275
3,348
2,586
16,916
1,626
3,039
215
650
5,192
909
336
9,216
130
6,383

81,348

1802

79,546

Released
Offenders

53
40
40
67
21
16
191
98

13

15
194
32
114
107
12
498
64
208
51
644
5
65
2
20
81
21
4
22
1
92

2,811

74

2,737

HIV/AIDS

36
24
25
37

75
66

15
136
12
54
22

275
36
57
18

340

6
28
0
13
41
10
2
13
0
39

1,405

4

1,401

Physically
Disabled

87
75
i
393
33
73
241
397

14
16

33
497
39
319
162
11
841
177
347
76
606
26
200
3
43
215
65
23
70
3
148

5,351

594

4,757

Frail Elderly

107

181
179
173
579
126
146
475
676
11
58
38

72
919
73
622
279
33
1,590
347
723
221
1,489
34
393
7
116
473
183
53
198
5
510

11,089

1972

9,117

1. Totals include Salem/Keizer, Corvallis, and Eugene/Springfield

2. Non-project based rental assistance is not included in unit count.
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Alcohol & Drug
Rehab

1,099

1,272
880
671
947
348
282

2,767

1,947

20
118
132

228
4,440
1,265
1,544
1,282
120
5,966
1,224
1,830
1,008
5,872
132
500
19
407
1,873
447
55
255
17
1,367

40,334

203

40,131

Develop-
mentally
Disabled

112

435
191
257
305
66
120
479
459
8
27
26

116
794
129
411
418
25
1,660
260
629
158
1,718
23
429
10
169
310
146
35
130
4
557

10,616

1,034

9,582

Chronically
Mentally Il

588

620
683
620
847
513
321
2,815
1,593
54
363
131

280
2,842
466
1,931
1,743
111
4,842
797
2,721
421
6,256
120
1,072
28
565
758
354
147
477
26
1,719

36,823

586

36,237



This page intentionally blank.

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
54



ATTACHMENT 9 CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

~ The Oregonian

18 mu

Prattimny Indrspwsa‘bfe

1320 SW Broadway, Poﬁ!rmd OR o7301-3400

Affidavit of Publication

1 ﬁj.’b’b{ GU./\’./M‘:Mswm depose and say that I am the Principal Cletk Of The Publisher of The
Oregonian, a newspaper of general circulation, as defined by ORS 193.010 and 193.020, published in the city of Portland, in
Multnomah County, Oregon; that the advertisement was published without interruption in the entire and regular issue of The
Oregonian or the issue on the following date(s):

81872010

ALANB OCILLINS ’ ringipal Clerk o /M.IAe ublisher:
NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON  {f

"““/Zﬁ/’f

Ad Order Number; 0003014700
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The Oregonian

EST. 13
....................................... Sraas e

Practically Indispensable. -

1320 SW Broadway, Portland, OR ¢7204-3400

Affidavit of Publication

Oregon Infrastructure Finance Authority
775 Summer St NE, Ste 200
Salem OR 97301
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Infrastructure
Finance
Authority

August 9, 2010

To: City Councils, County Boards of Commissioners, Councils of Government,
Economic Development Districts and Interested Qrganizations and Individuals

From: Lynn Schoessler, Infrastructure Finance Authority (IFA) Director

Subject: Proposed 2011 Community Development Block Grant Guidelines — Request for
Commenis

A copy of the proposed 2011 “Method of Distribution” Community Development Block Grant
Program Guidelines is available on the Department's web site at:

http:{fwww.orinfrastructure.org/Learn-About-Infrastructure-Programs/interested-in-a-
Community-Development-Project/Community-Development-Block-Grant/

Please take time to review this message and the proposed Guidelines. If you are unable to
download a copy of the guidelines the IFA staff will gladly forward a copy to you upon request.

The State of Oregon expects to have approximately $15 million in federal funds for award to rural
cities and counties in the year 2011, The money comes from the federal Community Development
Block Grant Program administered through the U.S, Department of Housing and Urban
Development. These grant funds must be awarded under a system with published rules and
criteria, which are adopted following an opportunity for public comment.

The department is proposing to make changes to the program guidelines adopted for year 2010
funds. The attached *Summary of Significant Changes Proposed for 2011" describes the proposed
changes. Your comments and suggestions will help us to improve service in 2011.

The deadline for written comments is September 8, 2010. You can send your comments and
suggestions in writing, either by letter or e-mail. Letters should be addressed to: Mary Baker,
Infrastructure Finance Authority, Oregon Business Development Department, PO Box 868,
Klamath Falls, OR 97601, E-mail responses can be sent fo: mary.a.bakeri@biz stale or.us

Thank you for your interest and participation in this very important process. If you have questions,
please call Mary Baker at (541) 882-1340.

August 9, 2010
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Oregon Business Development Department
Infrastructure Finance Authority

Community Development Block Grant Program

Summary of Significant Changes Proposed for 2011

Comments Requested:

Please review the following summary and the proposed “Methed of Distribution” (program
guidelines) for the 2011 Community Development Block Grant program. Comments and
suggestions are encouraged and welcomed.

Comment Period and Public Hearing

Comments on the proposad 2011 Community Development Block Grant Program’s Method of Cistribution can be
submitted either orally, in witing or by &-mail. -day comment pe at 5:00 pm on S 2010.
Pleass address writlen comments by letter to Mary Baker, Community Development Division, Oregon Business
Development Department-Infrastructure Finance Authority, P.0. Box 866, Klamath Falls, OR 97601 or by e-mall to
mary.a.baken@biz slate or.us

Public Hearing Date:  Septernber 8, 2010

Time: 11:00 am to 12:00 noon

Location: OBDD-IFA
775 Summer Street NE - Suite 200
Salem, Oregon 97301
Conference Room 201

Summary of Proposed Changes for 2011

The State of Oregon is facing a budget crisis. Every agency has been forced o reduce budgets
and furlough employees. Although the Community Development Block Grant program is funded
with an annual federal allocation, it comes with a limited amount of administrative dollars. The
program also comes with extraordinary federal regulations that must be followed as weli as
extensively reported on.

In the program’s origin, the State of Oregon chose to narrowly focus the CDBG program on public
health and safely issues. However, over the years the program has expanded to include
numerous other funding categories that have resulted in added administrative burden. The cost of
program administration has forced the department to use state resources beyond the federal
administrative funding allowance to properly administer each annual CDBG allocation the state
receives.

August 9, 2010
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The OBDD-IFA must consider options to reduce the adminisirative cost of the program and to ease
the burden on state resources. At the same time, the |FA program staff is hearing about the ever
increasing cost of projects and how the project expense is unaffordable to low and moderate
income communities that are the only jurisdictions eligible for the program. The OBDD-IFAis
proposing to increase individual project grant funding amounts but limit the number of eligible
projects funded to address both issues and accomplish two program imperatives. Proposed
program changes include:

1) Public water and wastewater projects:
a. Increase the maximum grant from 51,500,000 to $2,000,000 to accommodate
rising construction and project costs.
b. Limit projects o address health and safety issues:

i. Water or wastewater projects for systems that are currently out of
compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act or Clean Water Act
requirements;

ii. Water or wastewater projects for systems that will be out of compliance
with the Safe Drinking Water Act or Clean Water Act requirements in two
years if the system is not improved; and '

iii. Water projects necessary for the provision of dependable and efficient
water storage, treatment andfor transmission;

iv. Wastewater projects necessary for the provision of dependable and
efficient wastewater collection, treatment and disposalfre-use.

2} Public/Community facilities:
a. Increase the maximum grant from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 to accommeodate rising
construction and project costs.
i, Limit projects to those that address hunger and homeless issues: Shelters
for Victims of Domestic Violence, Emergency/Homeless Shelters, Senior
Centers, Food Banks; and
i. Head Start centers.

3} Housing Rehabilitation:

a. Streamline the delivery of the regional housing rehabilitation program and make the
application dates more flexible. The preservation of the state's aging housing stock
through the owner occupied housing rehabilitafion program otherwise remains
substantially unchanged.

4) Other:
a. The Economic Development Revolving Loan Fund, Microenterprise Grant
Program, Certified Main Street Fagade Program and the Microenteprise
Assistance Program have been eliminated.
b. The Regional Housing Center program will no longer be offered by the CDBG
program. QHCS will continue to fund this program with a léss onerous altemate
state funding resource.

The comments and ideas provided regarding this proposal will assist the IFA staff and Board as
they consider the final design of the 2011 CDBG program. Your assistance and comments are

appreciated,

August 9, 2¢10
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The budget issues the state and all agency programs face will require difficult decisions that must
be addressed during the coming months. It has been impossible for the CDBG program to meet all
of the needs of rural low and moderate income citizens in Oregon and the future holds no hope this
situation will change. OBDD-IFA’s task is to try and find the best way to meet the highest priority
needs of the rural low and moderate income communities statewide.

GENERAL PROGRAM CHANGES

1. Matching Funds — Many applicants to the program had unsecured/committed matching
funds that could not be secured within 4 months after grant contract execution. Therefore
all malching funds necessary to complete the proposed CDBG project must be committed
and available at the lime the application is received by OBDD.

2. Readiness to Proceed — This section was revised to reflect the change in the matching
funds requirement identified above, and to provide the ability for an exceplion to the
matching funds requirement o accommodate funding from other federal or state
resources.

3. Non-English Speaking Resident Citizen Participation - To enforce the federal Limited
English Proficiency requirements Step 3 of Chapter 7, has been madified so that every
applicant must provide the percentage of non-English speaking residents within their
community derived from the most recent decennial census data. If more than 5% of the
population is non-English speaking than the public notices must be published or posted in
that language and the application must include the affidavit of publication or the
certification of posting of the non-English speaking public hearing nofice.

FUNDING CATEGORY CHANGES (Refer to the specific chapter in the proposed 2011 Method of
Distribution for more detailed information about each funding category.)

Chapter 2 -Eligible Applicants/Limits on Applications:

1. This chapter was revised to incorporate housing rehabilitation projects into the three open
grant rule.

Chapter 7 — OBDD Application Procedures:

2. This chapter was modified fo incorporate the housing rehabifitation projects within the
quarterly competitive application process and to include the housing rehabilitation
application scoring criteria. This section was also modified to include the modified
matching fund and readiness fo proceed criteria.

Chapter 9 - Public Works:

1. The maximum grant was increased from $1,500,000 fo §2,000,000 to accommodale rising
construction and project casts,
2. The maximum grant exception was increased accordingly from $3,000,000 to $3,500,000.

Aungust 9, 2010
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3. The historically rarely funded Type 2, Downtown Revitalization and Type 3, Off-Site
Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing project types were eliminated as eligible
activities from the category.

Chapter 10 - Public/Community Facilities:

1. The maximum grant was increased from 1,000,000 to $1,500,000 fo accommedate rising
construction and project costs.

2. The facility types that have historically demonstrated alterate funding sources or were
rarely funded by the program have been eliminated from the category. Eliminated
activities include: Mental Health Treatment Facilities; Transitional Housing; Shelters or
Workshops for Persons with Disabilities; Health Clinics; Drug and Alcohol Treatment
Facilities; Family Resource Centers; Fire Stations, Community Centers and Libraries.

Chapter 11 - Housing Rehabilitation:

1, To streamline the delivery of the regional housing rehabilitation program, on January 1,
2011 OBDD-IFA will administer the regional housing rehabilitation program within OBDD-
IFA and discontinue providing funding for this pregram to Oregon Housing and Community
Services (OHCS). OHCS will administer the grants awarded by OHCS until administrative
closure and then transfer files to OBDD-IFA. OBDD-IFA will commence making awards
quarterly in calendar year 2011.

2. The housing rehabilitation program remains substantially unchanged and Chapter 11 has
been revised to reflect the adminisiration by OBDD and to include federal and state
requirements for: financial review; identified priorities for the housing rehabilitation
program; non-competiion with local financing institutions; reasonable accommedation
policies; borrower defaults; and an entitlement area review.

Chapter 15 — Outcome and Performance Measure Reporting:

1. This chapter was modified to provide a better summary of the program's accomplishments
under the 2006-2010 Consolidated Plan and to provide the proposed periormance
measures for the 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan.

Other:

1. The Economic Development Revolving Loan Fund, Microenterprise Grant Program,
Certified Main Street Fagade Program and the Microenteprise Assistance Program have
been eliminaled.

2. The Regional Housing Center program will no longer be offered by the CDBG program.
OHCS wiill continue to fund this program with a less onerous altemate state funding
resource.

August 9, 2010
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Baker, Mary A

From: cdbgnews-bounces@listsmart.osl.state.or.us on behalf of Zacharias, Gloria
[gloria.zacharias@biz state or.us]

Sent: Monday, August 09, 2010 10:36 AM

To: CDBGNews@listsmart osl.state.or.us

Subject: [CDBGNews] Proposed 2011 Community Development Block Grant Method of Disiribution

Aftachments: 2011 Public Hearing Notice.pdf; 2011 CDBG comment notice and sig changes. pdf,
ATTOO001. it

Categories: Yellow Category

Attached please find the 2011 CDBG Public Hearing Notice and the 2011 CDBG Comment Notice and Slgnificant Changes
Memo.

The Oregon Business Development Department {OBDD] is seeking public comment on the proposed 2011 CDBG Method
of Distribution through September &, 2010. A public hearing will be held at 11:00 am on September 8, 2010 at OBDD,
775 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon in conference room 201

The draft Method of Distribution (MOD) can be viewed at

Written comments on the proposed 2011 MOD will be a;cepted until 5:00 pm on September 8, 2010, Comments can be
forwarded to Mary Baker, OBDD, PO Box 866, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or by e-mail at mary.a baker@hbiz state or.us

If you would like a hard copy of the 2011 Proposed Method of Distribution please let us know and one will be sent to
you.

Glorla £acharias, PCED
CDEG Program and Palicy Canrdinator
Oregon Business Development Department

Office: {303} 986-0232
Faw: (503) 581-511%
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business

o

business grows

SEQUENTIAL NOTICE
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
NOTICE OF PUBLIC COMMENT PERIODS

The State of Oregon is seeking public comment on the 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan, the 2011-2015
Analysis of Impediments fo Fair Housing Choice and Fair Housing Action Plan, the 2011 Actlon
Plan and the 2011 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Method of Distribution. The public
comment periods on the proposed documents will occur sequentially.

Proposed ommunity Devel t Block Grant M of Distribution:

The Oregon Business Development Department (OBDD} is seeking public comment on the proposed 2011
CDBG Method of Distribution relating to funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). OBDD will be submitting the 2011 CDBG Method of Distribution to HUD for a variety
of community development activities. A description of the acfivifies to be offered during 2011are contained
within the proposed 2011 CDBG Method of Distribution and can be viewed at:
hito:[www.orinfrasiructure.ora/Learn-About-Infrastructure-Programs/interested-in-a-Community-

@uelggmgut-Pm‘mc_tr‘f‘,gmmgnitg-ﬁe\relumt—ﬂlock—sranu

OBDD is seeking public comment on the proposed 2011 CDBG Method of Distribution from August9,
2010 through September 8, 2010. A public hearing will be held from 11:00 am to 12:00 noon on
September 8, 2010 at OBDD, 775 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon In conference room 201. Written
comments will be received until 5:00 pm on September 8, 2010 and should be directed to Mary Baker,
OBDD, P.0. Box 866, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or by e-mail at mary.a.baker(@biz state.or.us

2011-2015 Consolida the 2011-2015 Analysis of | iments to Fair Housing Cholce and
Fair Housin ion Plan, the 2011 Action !

0BDD, Oregon Housing and Community Services (OHCS) and the Oregon Department of Human Services
are seeking public comment on the proposed 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan, the 2011-2015 Analysis of
Impediments o Falr Housing Choice and the Falr Housing Action Plan and the proposed 2011 Action Plan
relating to funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for the Community
Development Block Grant Program (CDBG), Home Investment Partnerships Program (HOME), Housing
Opportunities for Persons with HIV/AIDs (HOPWA) and the Emergency Shelter Grant Program (ESG). The
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three agencies are jointly submitting these documents fo HUD for a variety of housing and community
development activities. Descriptions of the activities are contained within the plans,

The agencles are seeking public comment on these plans from September 13 through Octobe
2010. A public hearing will be held from11:00 am to 12:00 noon on October 13, 2010 at OBDD, 775
summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon in conference room 201. The draft plans can be viewed al:

e o oral or http:fiwww.oregon.gov/OHCS!

Written comments on the proposed 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan, the 2011-2015 Analysis of Impediments
to Fair Housing Choice and the Fair Housing Action Plan and the proposed 2011 Action Plan will

be received until 5:00 pm on October 13, 2010. Comments regarding the plans can be directed to either
Mary Baker, OBDD, P.0. Box 868, Klamalh Falls, Oregon 97601 or by e-malil at
mary.a.baker@biz.slate.orus or Loren Shultz, OHCS, 725 Summer Street NE — Suite B, Salem, Oregon

67301 or by e-malil at joren.shultz@state.or.us

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
67



e ooy
Infrastructure
Finance
Authority

August 8, 2010

To: City Councils, County Boards of Commissioners, Councils of Govemment,
Economic Development Districs and Interested Organizations and Individuals

From: Lynn Schoessler, Infrastructure Finance Authority (IFA) Director

Subject: Proposed 2011 Community Development Block Grant Guidelines ~ Request for
- Comments

A copy of the proposed 2011 "Method of Distribution” Community Development Block Grant
Program Guidelines is available on the Depariment's web site at:

i/ infrastructure.org/Learn-About-Infrastructure-Programs/in ted-in-a-
Commun velopment-Project/Co ity-Development-Block-Grant!

Please take time to review this message and the proposed Guidelines. If you are unable to
download a copy of the guidelines the IFA staff will gladly forward a copy to you upan request.

The State of Oregon expects to have approximately $15 million in federal funds for award to rural
cities and counties in the year 2011. The money comes from the fedsral Community Development
Block Grant Program administered through the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development. These grant funds must be awarded under a system with published rules and
criteria, which are adopted following an oppertunity for public comment.

The department Is proposing to make changss o the program guidelines adopted for year 2010
funds. The attached “Surmmary of Significant Changes Proposed for 2011 describes the proposed
changes. Your comments and suggestions will help us to improve service in 2011.

The deadline for written comments is September 8, 2010. You can send your comments and
suggestions In writing, either by letter or e-mail. Letters should be addressed to: Mary Baker,
Infrastructure Finance Authority, Oregon Business Development Department, PO Box 866,
Kiamath Falls, OR 97601, E-mail responses can be sent to; mary.a.baker@biz siate.or.us

Thank you for your interest and participation in this very important pracess. If you have questions,
please call Mary Baker at (541) 882-1340.

Angust 9, 2010
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Oregon Business Development Department
Infrastructure Finance Authority

Community Development Block Grant Program

Summary of Significant Changes Proposed for 2011

Comments Requested:

Please review the following summary and the proposed “Method of Distribution” (program
guidelines) for the 2011 Community Development Block Grant pragram. Comments and
suggestions are encouraged and welcomed,

Comment Period and Puhlit: Hearing

Comments on the proposed 2011 Community Development Block Grant Program’s Method of Distribution can ba

submitted either orally, In writing or by e-mall. The 30-day comment period ends at 5:00 pm o September 8, 2

Pleasa address wrilten comments by letter to Mary Baker, Community Davelopment Division, Oregon Buslness

Development Department-Infrastructure Finance Authority, P.O. Box 866, Klamath Fails, OR 97601 or by e-mal to
stale

Public Hearing Date: ~ September 8, 2010

Time: 11:00 am to 12:00 noon

Location: OBDD-IFA
775 Summer Sireet NE ~ Suite 200
Salem, Oregon 87301
Conference Room 201

Su of Proposed Changes for 2011

The State of Oregon is facing a budget crisis. Every agency has been forced to reduce budgels
and furlough employees. Although the Community Development Block Grant program is funded
with an annual federal allocation, it comes with a limited amount of administrative dollars. The
program also comes with exiraordinary federal regulations that must be followed as well as
extensively reported on.

In the program's origin, the State of Oregon chose to narrowly focus the CDBG program on public
health and safely issues. However, over the years the program has expanded fo include
numerous other funding categories that have resulted in added adminisirative burden. The cost of
program adminisiration has forced the depariment fo use slate resources beyond the federal
administrative funding allowance to properly administer each annual CDBG allocation the state
receives.

August 9, 2010
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The OBDD-IFA must consider options to reduce the administrative cost of the program and to ease
the burden on state resources. At the same time, the IFA program staff is hearing about the ever
increasing cost of projects and how the project expense is unaffordable to low and moderate
Income communities that are the only jurisdictions eligible for the program. The OBDD-IFA is
proposing to increase individual project grant funding amounis but limit the number of eligible
projects funded to address both issues and accomplish two program imperatives. Proposed
program changes include:

1) Public water and wastewaler projects:
a. Increase the maximum grant from $4,500,000 to $2,000,000 to accommodate
rising construction and project costs.
b. Limit projects to address health and safety issues:

i, Water or wastewater projects for systems that are currently out of
compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act or Clean Water Act
requirements;

il, Water or wastewater projects for systems that will be out of compliance
with the Safe Drinking Water Act or Clean Water Act requirements in two
years if the system is not improve; and ' :

ili. Water projects necessary for the provision of dependable and efficient
waler storage, trealment and/or fransmission;

iv. Wastewaler projects necessary for the provision of dependable and
efficient waslewater collection, treatment and disposalire-use.

2) Public/Community facilties:
a. Increase the maximum grant from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 to accommodale rising
construction and project costs.
-i, Limit projects to those that address hunger and homeless issues: Shelters

for Victims of Domestic Viclence, Emergency/Homeless Shelters, Senicr
Canters, Food Banks; and
il. Heed Start centers.

3) Housing Rehabilitation:

a. Streamline the delivery of the regional housing rehabilitation program and make the
application dates more flexible. The preservation of the state’s aging housing stock
through the owner occupied housing rehabilitation program otherwise remains
substantially unchanged.

4) Other:
a. The Economic Development Revelving Loan Fund, Microenterprise Grant
Program, Certified Main Street Fagade Program and the Microenteprise
Asslstance Program have been eliminated.
b. The Reglonal Housing Center program wiill no longer be offered by the CDBG
prograrn. OHCS will continue to fund this program with a léss onerous aliemate
stale funding resource.

The comments and ideas provided regarding this proposal will assist the IFA siaff and Board as
they consider the final design of the 2011 CDBG program. Your assistance and comments are

appreciated.
August 9, 2010
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The budget lssues the state and all agency programs face will require difficult decisions that must
be addressed during the coming months. It has been impossible for the CDBG program to meet al
of the needs of rural low and moderate income cifizens in Oregon and the fufure holds no hope this
situation will change. OBDD-IFA's task Is to try and find the best way to mest the highest priorify
needs of the rural low and moderate income communities statewide.

GENERAL PROGRAM CHANGES

1. Matching Funds — Many applicants to the program had unsecured/committed matching
' funds that could not be secured within 4 months after grant contract execution. Therefore
all matching funds necessary io complete the proposed COBG project must be committed
and avallable at the time the application is received by OBDD.

2. Readiness to Proceed - This section was revised to reflect the change in the matching

funds requirement identified above, and fo provide the ability for an exception fo the
matching funds requirement to accommodate funding from other federal or state

resources.

3. Non-English Speaking Resident Citizen Participation - To enforce the federal Limited
English Proficiency requirements Step 3 of Chapter 7, has been modified so that every
applicant must provide the percentage of non-English speaking residents within their
community derived from the most recent decennial census data. If more than 5% of the
population is non-English speaking than the public notices must be published or posted in
that language and the application must include the affidavit of publication or the
certification of posting of the non-English speaking public hearing nofice.

FUNDING CATEGORY CHANGES {Refer to the specific chapter in the proposed 2011 Method of
Distribution for more detailed information about each funding category.)

Chapter 2 —Eligible Applicants/Limits on Applications:

1. This chapter was revised to incorporate housing rehabilitafion projects into the three open
grant rule.

Chapter 7 = OBDD Application Procedures:

2, This chapler was modified to incorporate the housing rehabilitation projects within the
quarlerly competifive application process and to include the housing rehabilitation
application scoring criteria. This section was also modified to include the modified
malching fund and readiness to proceed criteria, '

Chapter 8 - Public Works:
1. The maximum grant was increased from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 to accommodate rising

construction and project costs.
2. The maximum grant exception was increased accordingly from $3,000,000 to $3,500,000.

August 9, 2010



3, The historically rarely funded Type 2, Downtown Revitalization and Type 3, Off-Site
Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing project lypes were eliminated as eligible
activities from the category.

Chapter 10 - Public/Community Facilities:

1. The maximum grant was increased from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 to accommodate rising
construction and project costs.

2. The facility types that have historically demonstrated altemate funding sources or were
rarely funded by the program have been efiminated from the category. Eliminated
activities include: Mental Health Trealment Facilities; Transitional Housing; Shelters or
Workshops for Persons with Disabilities; Health Clinics; Drug and Alcohol Treatment
Facllities; Family Resource Centers; Fire Stalions, Community Centers and Libraries.

Chapter 11 - Housing Rehabilitation:

1. To sireamiine the delivery of the regional housing rehabilitation program, on January 1,
2011 OBDD-IFA will administer the regional housing rehabilitation program within OBDD-
IFA and discontinue providing funding for this program to Cregon Housing and Community
Services (OHCS). OHCS will administer the grants awarded by OHCS unil administrative
closure and then transfer files to OBDD-IFA. OBDD-IFA will commence making awards
quarterly in calendar year 2011.

2. The housing rehabilitation program remains substantially unchanged and Chapler 11 has
been revised o reflect the administration by OBDD and to include federal and state
requirements for: financial review; identified priofities for the housing rehabilitation
program; non-competition with local financing institutions; reascnable accommodation
policies; borrower defaulis; and an entitement area review.

Chapter 15 - Outcome and Performance Measure Reporting:

1, This chapter was modified to provide a better summary of the program’s accomplishments
under the 2006-2010 Consolidated Plan and fo provide the proposed performance
measlires for the 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan.

Other:

1. The Economic Development Revalving Loan Fund, Microenterprise Grant Program,
Certified Main Street Fagade Program and the Microenteprise Assistance Program have
been eliminated.

2. The Regional Housing Center program will no longer be offered by the CDBG program.

OHCS will continue to fund this program with a less onerous altemate state funding
Tesource.

August 9, 2010
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+ Non-digest options » Topics
+ Digest options . Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them vsing the Submit Your Changes bution belov.

Membership List
Find member thelp):- - -
Click here to include the leper is tahle
I 352 members tofal, 9 shown
ABCDIEI FGH KLMNOPRST VWY :
unsuy mn‘::::li;:s:;e;s m de acl:l Tt:bn] cdupes|digesi|[plain Ianguage
[ [jEhrooksh 151010515 al & (ol e @ | o[ @ | e usnE
e, irytel.ng I
Fl mf & El Fl English (USA) i
i ] : ] .
o eekeelerf@len.douglags.orng glel & “ IEI @ || Enatish s E
:n|3|]u5@,g‘§hu51"g§=§ com i
Fl ME Bojeg o E] || 4 || English (USA)ES
] ;_.:.__l'_r I -
[ [eRlve@sizerons alo] o (o] o | @ | 5B |6 | engishusay S
il Ay o §EY /. il [ ] EQ“?M’;{SN_%
£l # l“;l% oojag e [ Engiish (USA) 55
r erin(f _1:sisle.rs.ﬂr.y_s 1@ Fl Al 6 @ || engtsh {US-"\]L;;&E
B leswansongei rosehurg.or.us & el . [ || @ | Engish (Usa) 55
http:/listsmart.osl.state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter—e 2/423/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management.., Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities
« Tend to pending moderator requests
+ General Optigns « Privacy options » Go to the general list infonnation
» Passwo » Bounce processing page N
» Language oplions » Archiving Options « Edit the public HIML pages and
» Membership Management... » Mail< tﬁ“-t—f—"—!ﬁ A
o [Membership List >News pateways » Go o fist archives
o Mass Subscription s Aulo-responder ) o .
o Mass Removal » Content filtering . Eﬂﬂiﬂl_l-.ﬁ.uﬂllﬂgh_ﬁtfmmms
« Mon-digest options » Topics confirmation)
» Digest options
« Logout
Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Subntit Your Changes button below.
Membership List
Find member (help):
Click heie to inclhy lecend for this table, _
352 members total, 7 shown |
ABCDEFI GHIJELMNOPRSTYWY
| ’ . || il t - .
unsub m;ﬁfﬁ:ﬂg;f mod||hid ':;::::1 "ﬂﬁmne?m nodupes|/digest||plai language
Fl Bl B |a & [ || Engish (USA)
Fl By € BB English (USA) 3
FJ El Bl B @ English m@j@'
£ fossilei irytel.net ] u £l B el @ _Egg_l_s_ﬂ:'l(USATm
] ievidan{aw [E l M m lal B & £ Eﬂﬂ“@ﬂsﬁl‘_@
schaadi@sinte.orus || - I . _
Fl fumi.schaadtfristate.or.us alal o el & & (1 | @ || enoish wsa @
feamer@bakercanty.org i .
F @iay By 7} || & || English (USA) 55}
[ Submit Your Changes . __|
hitp://listsmart.oslstate,or,us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter= 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Page L of 2

Configuration Categories

Other Administrative Activities

1 Option » Privacy oplions.,, . !gudmug'ndmglg;gdl len:‘tur requests

« Pasgwords « Bounce processing « Go to the general ligt information pape
« Languape options s« Archiving Options . EILmeMLLQ&EMﬁ_
« Membershlp Management...  « Mail< + Qo to list archives

o [Membership List] =News paleways o )

o Mass Subseriplion » Auto-responder » Delete this mailing list (requires

o Removal + Content filiering conflnmation)
» Mon-digest options + Topics
« Digest options . Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes button below.

Membership List
Find member (help): e
ick here to i the le 1 {hiz table, _
- 352 members tofal, 13 shown
ABCDEFIGI HIJELMNOPRSTYWY
unsub nmﬁ;:ﬂ;i::a Mhﬂe 1::;::::] ack n?t nodupesldipest plainl language
p [ooidesdifu@uees g \pl o ol 6| @ |6 )9 | oo
E mﬁ&?— mlel @ jalel = |6 English (USA) B
£ [Pl indspanience s : B Al B F || & | Enolish (usa) 5
£ umcMCﬁ:D.ﬂ-MhEﬂ::nheumnn;.us @l e Ell ml = A [ || @ || Englsh ‘U.Sf"}@
o frock@eoymiiions —Tolal g el el 2 | 8|2 ez
? @ e _F_l 71_ _a_ M || 71| @ | English (USAY S
o al o] o 01 | @ | Engion won
n‘ esdyol@uposn ol o Jola] @ [o]o|mauns
g pEenes slaliz Sateats alol o lole] @ [ 0| e|esnusz
al o lelel = o @ -'_;é%ﬁﬁﬁﬁilé?ﬂlﬁ
2/23/2010
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Page 2ol 2

0 #i0 ] # Emllsh{whjaj|
£ nifec inetel.com . @l a e . Mshm&ﬁjﬁll
Clelel 0 jole] e @ | e Osm

Additional Member Tasks

« Set everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

C0ff @0n

CDBGNews list vun by

iz state.onrs, jfackie ross @

ig sl iz, 54 renrrts nba.ker':‘.rr

CDRGNews adminisirative inferfoce (requ.‘.:'as nm‘.‘mrrzaﬂau)
Overview of all lstsmarLoslstale.or.us mailiyg Iists

LR

version 2.1.12
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Cafegories Ofher Administrative Activities
) . ) + Tend to pending moderator requeats
s Geperal Options « Privacy options... + Ga o the peneral list information page
o Dagswords W » Eddit the public HTML papes and (exi
+ Language opfions rchivi files
+ Membership Management,.  » I»_iml<_— o Clo to list archives
o [Membership List] =News gateways
o Mass Subseription « Auto-responder « Delete this mailing list (requires
o Mass Removal « Content fillering confirmation)
» Mon-digest options = Topics
» Digest options . ngﬂut

Make your changes in the following section, {hen submit them using the Submit Your Changes butlon below.

Membership List
Find member (Liglp) E
Click here to inclad egend for this (able, _
352 members total, 5 shown
ABCDEEQG [JKLMNOPRSTVWY
b il ]
uusub]L_ “ﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁs difhide [r;;::::l ck ml;“ odupe Eigestl p}nmi. language
.l - - —
h.jack duncan@hes.state,or.us El a lel s i 1 | @ | English usa) [
- = R
heothermuby@olpat | g | f jE| B @ | © | E | Enalsh USA)
he .net
gy [feppue@eeniucyicloct =1 =0 51 Hs 1 || @ || Enish wsm B
Fl SRR -ITEI gy B 0y @ Englsh (USA) &
b 189 L{alnetscape nel —
nl 891 {anelsca . ] £ al B v ) o Engiish [USA]-%
@thYuwCL%J
Additional Member Tasks
« Set everyonc's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible
OOff ©0n
http:ff]istsmari.usi.slalc.-:Jr.use’mailnmnfadrniMcdbgnows.n’membm?iettewh 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities
+ Tend to pending moderator
. . . reguests
+ General Options « Privacy oplions... « Go 1o the geperal list information
e Passwords « Bounce processing page
+ Languape options « Archiving Options « Edit the public HTML pages and
« Membership Management... o Mail<- text files
o [Membership List] >MNews gateways « Go to list archives
o Syl iption « Auto-responder
. ° M‘.ﬁﬂl . QSM@E o Delete this mailing list (requires
« Non-digesl oplions =« Topics confirmation)
o Diges] opfjons
. Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes button
helow.

Membership List
Find.mcmber{h_el]ﬂ::j' ' ﬂ1

——

352 mentbers total, 3 shown___ |
[ ABCDEFQHMJKLMNOPRST

member address . o |l nomail not
|lms ub member name Im'd |EHQ|im&mn]"ilf meto

& E) | & | Englon ush) 522

<
=
&3

nodupes|jdigest||plain language

—

Fl Fil B @ | E1 | & | Engleh (Usa) 53
al | el ol @ || & | ®& | Ediehusa) 5

... .SubmitYourChanges. . -}

Additional Member Tasks

« Sct everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

OOff ®O0n

htip:/f listsmart.osLstate.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=i 22372010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories ' Other Administrative Activities

« General Options » Privacy options.. . Iﬁ.ﬂ_.rplﬁi sending mod Inimsl grafor 1 mﬂ:ﬁgmﬂtﬂ
+ Passwords » Bounce processing + Goto the general Iist information page
+ Lapsuage options » Archiving Options + Edit the public HTML pages and text files
« Membership Management...  » Mail= « Goto list archives

o [pembership List] >MNews pateways L .

o Subseription « Auto-responder » Delete this wailing list (requires

o Mass Removal .+ Content filtering confirmation)
» MNon-digest oplions ) « Topics
» Diggst options . Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them nsing the Swubmit Yonr Chunges button below.

Membership List
Find member (help): o . R
jck here _!.Ilclll he le i le, _
E_ _ 352 members tofal, 29 shown o
I ABCDEFOHIMKLMNOPRSTY WY
"Tub _ mﬂl"::gz :ﬂ;l!r::s mod|ihid [I:_g ﬂgﬂ]@nﬁ;o odupesi|digestfiplain language
—= - .
ross(@hiz. stale.or.us " golel Bl ®m || B | © |} Engish usa) £
o fjsksonss e lmlm| & B @ | P | @] ek usa) S
ar i i i L' A
" jznnieberlein@@ei. florence.or.us | B Al B & El English W]@
etad rus lafm al @ | @ [ 5 | @ | ek usa £
p fizekbowi@dzssiateonss . g lgll @ (@) 6| @ | B | @ | Elsh usn
=
[ (@it . o B @) el @ | | @] eos vy E
jason.Jocke@ei dallas.or, | -
r freleke@ddlsats Jgin) 0 |o @ | 0 | @ | e s 2
iburch@@nceds.k12.orus T i
p pedi@ncedsklors . lgliEl @ @) 0| @ | © )| ey 3
je nigrytels N ___‘—;
[ pe@eenugieled dmlinl o el ol @ § 0| @ | Egisusa) Z
jefF.deiss@or.usda,gov e
r fiefideiss@orusdagoy leiol o ol o] @ | 0| & | egshusa @
I1t1p:#listsmaﬂ.ns].siate,or.usfmailmam‘adminfcdhguewsimembsrs?!eﬂcréi /2372010
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Page 2 of 3

Additional Member Tasks

& }“ﬂgﬂ@““"—ﬁ”‘" al o lol ol @ | 0| | e

lelkingfelty.ami —elel o (ola] @ | o | @ |Ewihusa)iE

- mln| & B @ English (USA) &2

Sler@sien — Jglal ool o] @ | 0|0

y edithi@ocogmorys lelal o o ) | @ | Enish wsa) 2

£ PMQM“M Telal o lelal o | oo |eamess

ﬂ : elo] = (oo m | o [Eanosn s
EIA' al o lelel @ls Ergilsh (USA) 5
;| - {elo] o lofa| & | o|e |

| & _ Biay B el & “ @ | P || @ | Engish (USA)
&) i : Bl o |B B | & | @ | engihusa)

F) minard@oityofsda Imipl & |8l ® | @ | B || @ |Engishusa) B

B o s ‘='“.iﬁ‘“°“‘=m_[§; all & (el e | & | 6| @ | eihusa B

& ,m gl & | | @ | ;| @) e usa 3

E Jiohn bowalaci woodbunonus alel B le|l o] @ | 0| @ |eonusngs
£y osbenkon@eiscappoosces alol o [o]la] = [0]e englsh (UsA) )

[ fv@eitvofiutscycon ol 8 l=] o 6 | & | engtsh wen ]
£ Mg E—EE IE r"l- English (USA) {5

b lm_lm_l _state.or.y alal & l= a | e j.'i‘i"??‘.!”s.“}ﬁ

« Seteveryone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

hitp://listsmart.osl.state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=j

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments

95

2/23/2010



CDBGMews Administration (Membership Management...) Page 1 of 2

CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities

] ] + Tend fo pending moderator requesis

+ General Options + Privacy options.,, + Go to the general list information page
o Passwi « Dounee processing » Edit the public IITML pages and text
» Languape options » Axchiving Options files
» Membership Management.. Mail<- « Go to list archives

o [Menijbership List] =Mews gateways

o Mass Subscription « Auto-responder « Delete this mailing list (requires

o Mass Remoyal « Content filtering confirmation) )
» Non-digesi options » Topics :
+ Digesf options « Logout

———

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submir Your Changes button below.,

Membership List

Find member (help):

Click here w include the legend for this table.
[ 3352 members total, 8 shown
[ ABCDEFGHIJIKILMNOPRSIY WY
ber add . il]f .| utl , .
iunsubl “:E‘:‘m]':;ﬂmz]ﬁf | odifhid ['::a[:z:: lqn::t upes|dig Ep]am language
I[ El |ka|'enceamrﬂr I &0 i II alm " a el | w7 " English [US&}%
Fl |[kascy@holladayengineering.c l Elu a el m B | @ | engish wsm B2
. e — i .
Fl kayncumeyerfeenturytel.net [ =1 M @ 1 | @ |l Engish s 2
g fRockikilon mial 0 (ole] @ | o Englsh (USA) 5|
) kevinf@icl.garibaldior.ag A=mle =l r @ i Emﬂah{umjﬁ
[ S rch e _r==|
i i UL s
. khobson@brookings.or.us alol & el o o 01 || @ || engiten ws)
0 . iy o jef o [ English {USA) 55
[ Pedisicons lol o nfol = | o English USA) i
| -
(_.__Submit Your Changes |
hitp://listsmart.osl.state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter—k 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities
. . « Tend to ing modgrator requests

+ General Options « Privacy oplions... . he peneral list i ion page
« Passwords » Bounce processing » Edit the public HTML pages and text
« Lanpuage oplions » Archiv tion files
« Membership Management,., + Mail< e Go to list archives

o |Membership List >Mows pateways

o Mass Subseription « Auto-responder « Delete ihis mailing list (requires

o IMags Removal « Content filiering confirmation)
+» Non-digest oplions « Topics
« Digest options . . Lﬂ;ﬁ'llt

Make your changes in the following section, then gubmit them using the Submit Yorr Changes button below,

Membership List

Find member (help):

Click he[_g ;g inciugg !hu Iegeud E this EEI&

352 menthers total, 16 shown
ABCDEFGHIJKIHIMNO RSTV WY
member address | ., i nomail not , ,
unsub member name !;;{"1'@ [reason]l| {metoo nodupesidigesifiplaing  language |
m| el@eo.eurry.orus B (e e 1 || & || English s
f e @ el e @ | & # |
g [lekeviewoenmanager@yaboocon o e | gy (@) B || @ | B @ nfmnshtusn}%
r I -_. Ll — =]
m [eldizc@unpquacdeorg, ~ B il nl @ || 6« Engnsmusmﬁl
] gmini 8 (A /A Fl ‘English [usm:-%'[
£ Mo 8 (g EIII @ | F || @ ] English (UsA)
r all o lel ol » || & | @ ||eshussE
L .
|E] Ain| o o a) & o English (USA) 55
ru ‘ - TORUESLIVEL. Al B oo e " E] English {USA) 22
I — i I = | i I
http:/istsmart.osl _state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=1 2/23/2010
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AMEyEy 0 EIH ] @ || F) || @ || English (USA) ]
@] |l @ |0 {I i || English (USA) i
Fl delal B R an) 8 | English (USA) [
£l min] B Bl e & || English {USA)
F) mie| B o) e [ || @ |f English (USA) B3
£ ouis ks on Talal = 1ol o 01 || @ | Engish usm) 2
UJT—“'@MM Aol e [ o] e]eomossiz
=
Additional Member Tasks
« Set everyone's moderation bit, including lllwse members not currently visible
OO0ft ®0n

ﬂz.st‘ar Fieid.
CDBGNews dmm.-mrrm inferfice rreguims authorization)

erview af all listsmari.osl stote o s miniling lisis

I Gy
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Conflguration Categories Other Administrative Activities

» General Options s Privacy opfions... . Gmljutﬁl inm]n;lo:l' Fc-r .
» Passwords + Haunce processing + Go lo the general list information page
+ Language options » Archiving Options . MEM@W
« Membership Management..,  « Mail< + Qo tolist archives

o [Membership List] >News pateways o .

o Mass Subscription + Auto-responder » Delete tl]!{:nmilnggim(mqum

o Mass Removal » Content filtering confimation}
» Noi-digest options « Topics
» Digesf options . Logout

e —— = = s

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Subaeit Four Chauges button below,

Membership List

Find member (help):

Click hete to include the legend for this fable.

] 352 members tofal, 36 shown
h_BzﬁD_EEQﬁlIELj:lMHQEPEEIIEEI
unsub member addrezs nod ﬁé%m“k 5 lnodupes cﬁgmﬁmain language
£l G ale| o G| B || @ | enaten sy 8
=ﬂ_"’ wger@sityolloledo.o @le] B (ol @ & | B | @ | Eosnsa B
o [pnte@chaeneloet g F B @ | o | @ | enoeh usa 5
g ke state.orus alal & lel ol @ | 6| @ |eenvws]
£ ET A B el @ [ | English (USA) EZ|
il aEy I:!-.El _ ] | 5 || English (usA) B
Fl Ff B 0o @ |8 English (USA) 8
o) oo Elq_lEl £ || @ | English (USA) 22
@ |0 rj afol @ || o English (USA) &2
@inl o felol @ || 0| © | Esh s
hﬂp:.-’n"liafsmari.nsl.smte.m’.usfm&i]manfadmlufcdbgnewshnambcrs?lcttcﬁn 272372010
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o aiaf o (0o o Fl English (USA) ;51

Lm ol N | & & Fl _m English (USA) 22
py [Peealerr RO o nl e @ | 8| @ | e osa) E

£l dnigee@rcyonvosel miel o (Bl e @ | &) @ |eoenwsa)ER

[ I“‘ ichman@@yorshiliheadstari mle| a8 \alnl @ |8 Ergieh W6 55

[ l”—e-‘m“m gl o lofl ol @ | 6| @ [ewshwsaiE

Rl 8 (B @ TEI ] En;i'-éimwg

Fl e Fl @ Enﬁs‘n'"tﬁs'ﬁ;;'ggj

| 6 Ao @ |8 @) éh&ﬁ@}ﬁ

lmie| 8 (A|D| @ | & & 'mmsm

@Al Fl n_m ™ E_Eq'ﬁﬁ%im)%

B R GG B | @ | engish s 5

ol s ] ETNET English (USA) 51

Fl Fl 1 || 1@ || English (USA) E5

ey 8 () F _IEIH English (USA) ]

mieg 6 £ E1 || @1 || English (USA) 58

_ET Fl e é__ ] || English (UsA) 2

Ef B R B g & e _gqqnspggsmﬁ

mic O fep g @m0 .i;“ﬁhlus‘ﬁ}ﬁ

_u giaf o (B o) @ || O} @ | et psa E
-E] monl0l@eblkoet @iy Boe |_1 | F @ |;ngysmps;;§;§s%_i
£l mosesiaseisen oIl o [of o o | @ | enan w3
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mi] o {n) o F1 || & || Engish (usa) 25
Telal o ol o] @ | 0|0 [eenosE
[ (@t ols g in) B Ao P | 1 || Englen (usA i
gy [[instonley@cityoficasides | | i | “ ) @ | & E—‘ngnahiusm%ﬁ
- - (S bmi Your Ghenges )]
Additional Member Tasks
+ Set cveryone’s moderation bit, including those members not currently visible
C)Off ©0n

CDBGNews list ran by carnen.d.
bizstate.oras, fockie ross af Dis.stale.or.Hs, mmrfe bram
CRBGNews gdnivisirative interface (requires anthorization)

Overview of afl listsmert.osl.state,or.us ataifing fists

R T i R

version 2.1.12

. i 1e, 00 18 Fmr,{(ﬁ wrd.*cer al
.

e, 0118, i zael
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Conflguration Categories Other Administeative Activities

. . + Tend to pending moderator requests

« General Options v Priv 1HONS.. « (o to the general list information page
+ Passwords « Bounce processing + Edit the public HTML. pa rid 1ex
« Language options » Archiving Options files
« Membership Management... — « Mail<- « Go 1o list archives

o [Membership List] =News gateways

o Mass Subscription + Auto-responder « Delete this mailing list {requires

o Mass Removal « Contept filtering confirmation)
+ Non-diges! options » Topics
« Digest options R ]_rﬂE'ﬂ' t

Make your changes in the following section, then subm it them using the Submit Your Changes button below.

Membership List
Find member (help): o T
iok here to inclu lepend is 1o
352 members tolal, 8 shown
&EQEEEF_GHIJKLMNQE_R TVWY
ungubll Tﬂﬁ;?ﬁ:ﬁs mod|hide 1:::"53::} ack m':;;u odupesfidigesifiplain}  language
£ F%'MLM‘— lol o loln| @ | o= E“Q'_"_‘T'_!'-’_sﬂ@||
= o G EE @ o f.ry.ﬂah.t@%|
£l i, yachals.or.u @ m F @ £l = ,_E_rﬁﬁgﬁu——ls.ﬂ} %
ry |pchalench@nchalemielnet e d gl g @ By ff @[ e English (USA) |38
Je ST e r
AR et ] Tl G ] 0 | @ | Engien wsn) 5
0 12 A O ) 8 | E1 | B ] Enghsh USA) EF
| ol o lolall @ | B | @ | Eishusa El
miol o o) 8 B English (USA) i3
{ . Submit Your Changss _,_| B B
http://listsmart,osl.state.or.us/ mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=n 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities
» Tengd o pending moderator
» General Options « Privacy oplions... » Go to the general list information
» Passwords « Bounce processin page
+ Language options » Archiving Options « Edit the public HTML pages and
» Membership Management... « Mail<- text files
o [Membership List] =News galgways + Gio fo list archives
o Mass Subscription » Aufo-responder
o Ma moval » Content filtering + Delete this mailing list (requires
» MNon-dipest options » Topigs confirmation)
» Digest options
« Logout
Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes bution below.
Membership List
Findmember (helpy [Search...]

;Elick heie to include the legend for this table.
352 members total, 3 shown

ABCDEFGHIIKLMNIOIPRST VWY
unsupf| ~ memberaddiess i oqlhia ol En;;?;o wodupes|digestlplain]  Tanguage
oaklandrecorder@qwestnet) E?|r al gl m E_E_rﬂlﬁsjh@%
F] EMiEy B ey By @ g E English (USA) 5
|| MiE) [ EiE El F1 || # || English (USA) 25

Additional Member Tasks

« Sct everyone's moderation bit, including those members not cumrently visible

DO @0n :
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities

« General Options « Privacy options » Tend fo pending moderator requests
« Passwords » Bounce processing » Goto the general |ist information page
. W " &mbiving“gﬁms - Mﬂm
o Membership Management,., « Mail<- » Goto list archives

o [Memb ip Lis >News gatcways . I .

o Mass Subscription + Auto-responder * Delete this mailing list (requires

o Mass Remaoval +« Content filtering confinmation)
+ MNon-digest options « Topi
= Dipest oplions + Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes button below,

352 members total, 9 shown ]
| ABCDEFGHIJKELMNOPIRSTVWY
Igaub mﬂ;“ﬁfg;m odifhide ;f;::g] m';": mdupes digestplai l language
py [fronmdbichdescifair.com wlo| 0 ool o [ 6]y
p (Remel@miodaguus g fa) B @ | 8| @ | &g usa
F —-—_EI E}EE_E E) || @ || English (UsA) B3
F el E B B | B || B (| B | Englishusa) B
£ EJE] Fl E £l ] Ll English {USA) 5
a bilonsthadmingciphionaorae [ e [ o) ol o | @ [ o [ & | evpsnwen
El Hnlm.wimuhl_ﬂmu@mmmmmgg o lolel @ | o]omeuss
semsbisenalol o | o] @ [o]a]smmees
(__Submil Your Changes ]
http://listsmart,osl.state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=p 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Catopories Other Administeative Activities

» General Options « Privacy options... + Xcnd to pending moderatot requests
» Passwords + Bounce processing » Go to the peneral list information page
+ Lansuape options » Archiving Options + Hddit the public HTML. pages and text files
« Membership Management... » Mail<- + Go o lst archives

o [Membership ZNews spteways . . )

o Mass Subscription « Auto-responde » Delete thi ﬂl‘?fﬂm'_l,l_lghﬂ (requires

o Mass Removal » Content filtering confirmation)
» Non-digest options « Topics
» Digest oplions « Logout

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submift Your Changes button below,

Membership List

Find member (helpy:

332 meembers fotal, 20 shown
| ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPIRIST YWY
unsuh . wn?;;ms mﬁmﬂ ck 1:; nodupes ’ﬂglml_i]anguage
MiF| 0 &= u-@*"“”g” it
mis| B e @ _-@ _g 5 Emusn:usamﬁl
®) o lalel| = |e]e English (USA) {52
TEI Fy £ ; El || ® | E1 |} B [ English usn) =
&8l f jap e 0| ® Enuuﬁ;é;@
MMy B Ala| @ | a _Igi "'_E_ngushww@
& F1 A F1 | @ | B | B | English usa) iS5
Jelal o o O} @ || O || B | English (usa) &5
al ololo] @ | ols _Englﬁn_c_qa&}@l
. ?ufkf-ninﬂﬂéa@%-qnus lalal o lal & O
_ http://listsmart.ogl.state, or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/membersletter=r 2/23/2010
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CDBGNews Administration (Membership Management...)

Page 2 of2
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Addiﬂﬂnal Member Tasks
« Set everyone's moderation bit, including fhose members not currently visible
OOf ®0n Sel

C:Dﬂg’,iﬂgnr; Hsr ruin ﬁy carnten. L spuhler gr iz siate.or,us, maridbeker af biz.sioie.or g[s. {ngdﬂ k. walker ar

biz.state.or.rs, jockie.ross at biz.sh

CDBGNews administrative interface (requires mr!&orfzm‘ian)
few af all ri.osl.state.or.us maifing lsts
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version 2.1.12
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CDBGNews Administration (Membership Management...) Page 1 of 3

CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities
+ Tend to ing moderator requests
« General Options o Privacy options... « Go to the general list information page
» Passwords + Bounge processin » Edit the public HTMT. pages and text
» Languape aptions « Archiving Options files
« Membership Management.,  » Mail< « Goto list archives
o [Membership List >News gateways
o Mass Subscription » Auto-responder s Delete this mailing list {requires
o Mass Removal » Conent filtering confirmation)
« Non-digest options » Topicg
« Dipgest options ) iLﬁEﬁﬂt
Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes bulton below,
Membership List
Find member (help):
Click here to intclude the i le

353}:"@”&@” fotad, 25 shown

| ABCDEFGHIJEKELMNOPRISITV WY

Iunsul:- mﬂi::ﬁ;:fﬂ:fhzs ----- ) Wimll af mré?;n JudupcsdllTﬂﬂf] plain{  Ianguage
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E] = 1 ) e B | @ | Enoten s 58
"ﬁ—m"a—“ﬁmﬂ tabil.oc Mmic] o o) o Fl English (USA) 53
M0y O fof B | & | B || & | English (Usa) 5
Mol o el & o English (USA) £
[ I B I [ |
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Additional Member Tasks
» Sel everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible
OOff ®0n

CDE Gﬁepw admmr.r!mn e .?mer,,!ﬂt‘ |" ra;-‘mre.r mﬂﬁm izafion)
Overview of all Hsismart os state.ov.wes mailing lists
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management.., Section

Configuration Categories Other Administrative Activities

« General Options » Privacy optiops.., « Tend to pending moderator requests
+ Passwords » Bounge processing « Go to the genera] list information page
» Lanpuage options + Archiving Options « Edit the public HTML pages and text files
+ Membership Management...  « Mail<- « o to list archives

o IMembership List] =Mews gateways e .

o Mass Subscription o Auto-responder » Delete this mailing list (requires

o IMass Removal « Content fillering confirmalion)
» Mon-dipest options » Topics )
+ Digest options + Logout

Make your changes in the following gection, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes button below.

_ Membership List
Find member (helpy.
Click here to include the legend for this table,
332 members iotal, 17 shown
éHQEEFGE!lL{LMEOFRS[ﬂV_K
unsub" “‘mf::f:f _______ ol '::a':;}:]‘ mm nodupesiidigest|jplain]  Tanguage
1 liﬂ“—"ﬁ‘w alal | B @ | & @ | e uss B
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 http://listsmart.osl.state.or.us/mailman/admin/cdbgnews/members?letter=t 2/23/2010
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Additional Member Tasks

« Set cveryone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

OOff ®0n
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Conflguration Categories Other Administrative Activities
. . . . to pending moderator sts
« General Options » Privacy options.., « Go to the general list information page
« Passwords = Bournce processing « Edif the public HTML pages and text
« Language oplions o Archiving Options files
« Membership Management... + Mail< « (o to list archives
o Membership List] =News gatewnys .
o Mass Subscription » Au der = Delete this mailing list (requires
o Mass Removal » Content filtering confirmation)
» Non-digest options + Topics
* Di . Logout

e T S

Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Stebmeit Your Changes button below.

Membership List

Find member (help): -

Click here to include the legend for this tab

352 members total, G shown —
A DEFGHIJKLMNOPRGSTINI WX
{lunsub mrzxgr;:::::s 1mod hide 1::::;2 ack] ml::?;n ﬁnd‘upes digesi|jplain language I
Sl S mlal 8 o] 8 £ || @ EnglrshtUSA}"
) [enpecifier.com al 5 ol el @ | 6| @ | e usaiE
gy [Mickieco ot mil|l | e & ) English (USA) 5
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‘Eg-__-—m_= l't' = L
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Additional Member Tasks
« Set everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible
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CDBGNews Administration (Membership Management...)

CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Page 1 of 2

. & & &

Configuration Categories

General Oplions
Passwords

Language options
Membership Management.,.

o [Membership List

o Mass Subscription
o Mass Removal

Other Administrative Activities
« Tend to pending moderstor requests

+ [Piivacy options...
» Bounce processing
+ Archiving Options
« Mail<-

>Mews gateways

» Auto-responder
« Content filtering

files

» Go fo list prehi
« Delgte this mailing st (requires

« Go to the general list information
page
« Edit the public HTML pages and text

» Non-digest oplions + Topics confirmation) _
» Digest options
. Logout
Make your changes in the following section, then submit them using the Submit Your Changes button below.
Membership List
Find meriber (help): o ) -
Cli include the | iz fable,
352 members tofal, 11 shown
_&BEQEEQH_HKQM N OPFPRSTY W ¥
. il . .
Iunsuh mﬁ;;rma modjthide {1:::;::1 m:l-:I nc; dupes dtgc;| pla lanpuage
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Additional Member Tasks

» Sel everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

Coff ®0n
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CDBGNews mailing list administration
Membership Management... Section

Confignration Categories Other Administrative Activities
+ Tend to pending mode
_ . ) requests
« General Options + DPrivacy options... « Go to the general list
« Passwords * Bounce processing information page
» Lanpuage options . M_'L“J'_?%E_QJM% + FEdit the public HTML pages
» Membership Management... o Mail<- and fext files
o [Membership List] >News gateways « Go to list archives
o Mass Subscription  Auto-responder
o Mass Removal . Mﬂg « Delste this mailing list (requires
» Non-digest options » Topics confinmation)
« Digest oplions
. Logout

Mako your ch,angcs in the following scctlon, thcn submit thcm using fhc Submit Your Changes bution
below,

Membership List
Find member (help): —'

Click here to include the legend for this table,
352 members total, 1 shown ]l

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPRSTVYV W I[Y]
member address ., || nomail not : .
unsub| member name imad |hldc: [reason] ack metoo |nodupes digestfipla langnage

T t :
oncatia(@irosenc.ne Fl & "E £l English (USA) 255

- SubmiLYour Changes... ..

Additional Member Tasks

= Set everyone's moderation bit, including those members not currently visible

Ooff ®0n [Sel)

er al biz.state.or.us, linda kavalker

loria.zacharias al
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League of Oregon Cities > Home
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CITIES

Home

About Us

Sorvices

City Resources

Legislative

Conference

Training

Publications
Affiliates

City Insurance

Yellow Pagos

Jobsinterims

Surveys
RFPs
Classifieds

Internships

http:/fwww.orcities.org/Home/tabid/798/language/en-US/Default. aspx

Calendar

A-Z Index ]

Search

Page 1 of 32

Contact Us | Register Login

1's:cities!

What's New

City Images

LOC Bulletin - August 13, 2010
« CDBG Guideline Changes

» Broadband Survey Closing

= City Hall Day 2010

s LOC Conference - Register by
Sept. 3

« Emerging Local Leaders
Metwork

« USDA Forum In Keizer read
more...

Local Focus - August 2010
Sustainability - 16 City Stories
Green Resaurces for Cities
The Risks of Green Building
City Hall Week 2010

Ethics Update

Amending the LOC Constitution
read more...

Webinar: Health Care Reform &
Local Governments
The National League of Cities,
along with the International
Association of City Managers’
Retirement Corp., has developed a
webinar on the impacts of federal
health care reform laws on local
governments.

read more...

Cities to Showcase Innovations
Several Oregon cities with a
project or program entered

in LOC's annual Award for
Excellence and Good Governance
Award competitions will display
their projects during the upcoming
LOC Annual Conference. Click the
link above for a preview. read
maore. ..

Register Now for the 85th LOC
Annual Conference
The League's Annual

Today's News

City council backs Aspen Lakes
- Nuggei Newspaper - Sisters,
Oregon News, Events,
Classifieds - Sisters, Oregon

Cannon Beach serves up grants
at potluck

A special dedication

Ontario police chief accepts job
in Baker City

Working together is the key to
transforming Beaverton

Cannon Beach officials mull fine
for feeding wildlife

Talent councilman who resigned
decides to finish term

Annexation: More residents ‘go
with the flow"

8/16/2010
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Proposed Changes to Community
Development Block Grant Program

|—|_._m Oregon Business Development Department (OBDD) is seeking public comment on proposed
changes to guidelines for the Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). Admin-
istered through Business Oregon, the program has provided funds to rural Oregon communities for
development activities benefitting those in need such as low income housing, domestic violence shel-
ters and senior centers. Additionally, grants are given to meet community needs impacting health and
welfare, like drinking water or wastewater facilities.

The public comment period ends September 8, 2010. A summary of significant changes, along with
comment information, is available here,

Orsgon is expested to receive approximately $15 million in federal funds in 2011 for rural communi-
ties through the CDBG program. However, rising costs and increased administrative costs in mesting
federal regulations, and reporting requirements have prompted Business Oregon to propose changes
that would increase the amount of funding per individual project but decrease the total number of
eligible projects awarded under the program. Corvallis City Manager Jon Nelson, the League’s repre-
sentative on the Infrastructure Finance Authority (IFA), indicated the IFA recognizes that administrative
costs have forced OBDD to use state resources beyond the federal administrative funding allowance to
properly administer each annual CDBG allocation the state receives.

Froposed changes include:

* Increasing the maximum grant for public water and wastewater projects from $1.5 million to
$2 million, limited to projects that address health and safety issues.

* Increasing the maximum grant for public and community facilities from $1 million to $1.5 million,
limited to those projects that address hunger and homeless issues,

+  Elimination of the Economic Development Revolving Loan Fund and the Microenterprise Grant
Program (although funding options for these activities may still be available throtigh other pro-
grams within the business finance division or the USDA Rural Development Program).

» Transfer of the Regional Housing Center program funding from the CDBG program to an alter-
nate state funding resource.

August 13, 2010

IN THIS ISSUE
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Greater demands and the poor economy have made it impossible for the CDBG program to meet all
of the needs of rural communities in Oregon. The proposed changes are Business Oregon's attempt
to prioritize the greatest needs and administer a more cost effective program.

Contact: Michas! Novak, Intergovernmental Relations Associate — mnovak@orcifies. org

Broadband Survey Closes August 23

he Oregon Broadband Advisory Council (OBAC) is conducting a survey to establish a baseline for

the availability and use of broadband by Cregon cities. This effort is intended to help Oregon and
its private broadband service providers decide where and how to invest in extending and expanding
broadband service areas and service speeds.

OBAC will use data from the survey in its November 2010 report to the Legislature. Cities receiving a
request to take this survey are reminded that the survey will close at 5:00 p.m. on Monday, August 23.

OBAC is housed within the Oregon Business Development Department and is charged with:

= Obtaining funding for the statewide deployment of broadband infrastructure and its related
applications; and

+ Establishing and coordinating the implementation of Oregon's broadband policies.

Contact: Rebekah Dohrman, Assistant General Counsel - rdohrman

Hometown Voices: City Hall Weel 2010

g ark your calendars! City Hall Week 2010 will take place in Senate districts throughout the state dur-
ing the week of September 13-17. This important event will be the debut of the League's legislative

agenda and lay important groundwork for a successful 2011 legislative session. To find an event near you,

click here,

Contact: Angela Carey, Legislative Assistant —
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LOC Conference Countdown —
15 Working Days Left to Register
riday, September 3, is the last day to register for the 85th LOC Annual Conference without a late

fee. Click here to register online. This year's event includes several guided tours of city projects.
For tour information, click here.

Attention: Applicants for LOC Board of Directors

he League has experienced technical difficulties with the online application form for the Board of
Directors. Forms sent with the “Submit by Email” button have not been transmitting correctiy.

If you submitted an application form and have not yet received an e-mail from LOC confirming its receipt,

please print your completed form and re-submit it via fax to (503) 399-4863, Attn. Kim Bentley. We apol-
ogize for the inconvenience. Other city officials interested in applying for a board position can download
mare information and an application form here, The deadline for applications is August 27, 2010.

Meeting of Emerging Local Government Leaders Network

he “Emerging Local Government Leaders Network” was recently formed to provide resources and to

facilitate intergovernmental relations for those in the early stages of their local government career,
Staff from 14 Portland-area cities will attend the inaugural lunch gathering on September 14 in Tigard.
Others who are interested are encouraged to attend.

Contact: KentWyatt, Senior Management Analyst, city of Tigard, (503) 718-2809,

USDA to Host Rural Development Forum in Keizer

ities are invited to join Secretary of Agriculture Tom Vilsack, Congressman Kurt Schrader, and Rural

Development State Director Vicki Walker at a public forum on Friday, August 20, 2010 to discuss
opportunities for small or rural communities to access capital for business and economic development,
community infrastructure and rural housing. The forum will fake place at the Keizer Civic Center, 930
Chemawa Road NE, Keizer, O_.mm_o_.. from m 00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. City officials interested in attending
the forum should RSVP to alison. .gov or (503) 557-7257 by Wednesday, August 18.
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| ODOT Seeks Local Road and Street Finance Information

_ﬂ is time again for cities to respond to the Oregon Department of Transportation’s (ODOT) “Local Road
and Street Finance Questionnaire.” This is in fulfillment of ORS 366.780 and 366.772, which set forth
Legislative reporting requirements for local governments,

ODOT uses information collected from local governments on annual receipts, disbursements and debt
financing to prepare an annual report required by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). This is
a critical component of the FHWA's policy and program development process, and can impact federal
funding for state and local transportation projects.

On July 20, ODOT sent cities a copy of a cover letter and the questionnaire to be completed by
Septemnber 30. Click bere to see a copy of the cover letter.

Contact: Craig Honeyman, Legislative Director — choneyman@oreities. org

Oregon Local Leadership Institute Training

LLI announces the line-up for fall 2010 training (October — December). Registration will be open
for the following courses in mid-August.

Economic Development & Community Visioning ($150)

LGMC Approved: Core area #5, Land Use Planning & Economic Development — 6.5 hours

Managing Consultants ($400)
LGMC Approved: Core area #4, Public Works & Utilities Management ~ 10 hours
14 Professional Development Hours (1.4 GELI)

How to Write an RFP ($250; $50 discount if taken with the companion course, “Managing
Consultants™)

LGMC Approved. Core area #6, Public Contracting & Purchasing — 5 hours

§ Professional Development Hours (0.5 CEL)

Grant Writing Basics ($150; $50 discount if taken with the companion course, “Intermediate
Grant Writing”)
LGMC Approved: Core area #1, Budget/Finance — 2 hours
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Intermediate Grant Writing ($250)
LGMC Approved. Core area #1, Budget/Finance — 4 hours

Financial Analysis & Planning ($150)
LGMC Appraved: Care area #1, Budget & Finance — 6.5 hours

redness ($150; CIS members: $100)
rmin %__uaqmq noa area #.w m.:EB Safety & Emergency Management Services — 6 hours

Governing Basics & Beyond ($100; CIS Members: $65)
LGMC Approved: Core area #85, Risk Management — 2 hours; Core area #9, Elected Official/Manager

Competencies — 4 hours

i isi series) ($400; CIS members: $325)
hmin hpua___ﬁ.n noa area #m. I:n...m: mmmuz.ﬁw Management - 20 hours

On the Web: Visit org/raining far up-to-date information.
Contact: Kim Shook, Training Coordinator — kshook it or (503) 588-6550.

Small Cities Support Network Statewide Quarterly

Dates:
Region 1-Aug. &
Region 2 - Sept. 16
Region 5 - Sept. 9
Region & - Sept. 30
Region 7 - Oct. 27
Region 8- TBD

Join Us: Visit your peers and enjoy productive networking and fabulous food!

Mark _h__uc_, calendars for these :nnoa_:m regional meetings:
= 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

Region 4: August 20 - Bandon = 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

n..m__. for Agenda items: Would you like to discuss specific topics of concem
within your area? Do you have a specific guest speaker or agenda item you would like us to consider?

Regional Listserv: City officials in specific regions can receive updates and meeting announcements via
e-mail by subseribing to their region's listserv.

Contact: RSVF to Mandy Allen, Small Cities Support Network Coordinator — mali
{503) 588-8550

On the Web: www

smalicitie

IN THIS ISSUE

Grant Program

* Broadband Survey Closes
August 23
* Hometown

Board of Directors
* Meeting of Emerging Local

* USDA to Host Rural

Forum in Keizer
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Baker, Mary A

From: Schoessler, Lynn

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 1:09 PM

To: Zacharias, Gloria; Baker, Mary A; Grove, Paul

Subject: FW: Folicy Alert: Help Save the CDBG Microenterprise Program from Elimination
Categories: Yellow Category

You may have already seen this...

From: Valerie Plummer [maiito:valerie@oregon-microbiz.org]

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 12:44 PM

To: lynn.schoessler@state.or.us

Subject: Policy Alert: Help Save the CDBG Microenterprise Program from Elimination

Having trouble viewing this email? Click here

Voice your support of CDBG's Microenterprise Assistance Program!

The Oregon Business Development Department (OBDD) has proposed to eliminate
the long-standing CDBG Microenterprise Assistance program in its proposed 2011
Method of Distribution. This program provides funding for rural communities to
provide training and assistance to entrepreneurs. The Oregon Business
Development Department (OBDD) is seeking public comment on the proposed
2011 CDBG Method of Distribution through September 8, 2010.

A public hearing will be held at 11:00 am on September 8, 2010 at OBDD, 775
Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon in conference room 201.

OMEN has created various letter templates that you, your clients and your local
elected officials can use to voice your support of the program. These templates
can be downloaded from OMEN's website here:

Letter of support from Microenterprise Service Provider

Letter of support from Oregon Small Business Owner

Letter of support from Local Elected Official

Op-Ed template for local media

* & & @&

The templates are in Word format, so they can be easily customized. For
questions on these templates or process, contact Valerie Plummer at 503-546-

9913 or valerie@oregon-microbiz.ors.
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The draft Method of Distribution (MOD) can be viewed here . Written comments
on the proposed 2011 MOD will be accepted until 5:00 pm on September 8, 2010.
Comments can be forwarded to:

Mary Baker

Oregon Business Development Department (OBDD)
PO Box 866

Klamath Falls, OR 97601

or by e-mail at mary.a.baker@biz.state.or.us

Emall Marketing by

This emnail was sent to lynn.schoessler@state.or.us by va erigdoregon- microbiz, org.
Update Profile/Email Address | Instant removal with Safelnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.
Oregon Microenterprise Network | 1220 SW Morrison | Suite 805 | Portland | OR | 97205
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Baker, Mary A

From: Zacharias, Gloria

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 10:00 AM

To: Baker, Mary A; Schoessler, Lynn

Subject: FW: The Gorge and More==Fwd: MCEDD Newsletter - August
Categories: Yellow Category

F¥l.... MCEDD sent out the CDBG public comment information in their August newsletter (see below) and Mike Burton
then sent their newsletter out on his listserve. Just thought you would like to see how the word is being spread to a

broader audience.

From: Michael Burton [mailto:atnirif@ecoisp.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 9:49 AM

To: econdevi@atniedc.com

Subject: The Gorge and More==Fwd: MCEDD Newsletter - August

— e e e Thhis is the ATNI-EDC
Economic Development list. Please direct questions and comments on content to Mike Burton
(mike@atniedc.com) Instructions on unsubscribing are included at the end of this message.

We will ba closing this account. Flease begin using mike@@alniede.com for correspondence to Michael Burton, ATNI EDC, or ATHI
Financial Services.

Begin forwarded message:

From: Amanda Hoey <amanda@mcedd.org>
Date: August 24, 2010 9:35:21 AM PDT

To: atnirlf@ecoisp.com

Subject: MCEDD Newsletter - August
Reply-To: mcedd@mcedd.org

] g
Welcome to the MCEDD newsletter, featuring
: highlighted regional
activities that are of interest to the
five counties MCEDD serves.
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[1] MCEDD Loan Client Profile

Henni's Kitchen and Bar
TR In 2010 MCEDD approved a loan to Chef

IChristian Erasmus to open a new
restaurant in White Salmon, WA, The loan
from MCEDD provided the funding needed
for renovations and commercial kitchen
appliances. Erasmus has managed and
worked at top restaurants from Cape
Town to New York, San Francisco to Portland and Hood River,
The mission of Hennt's Kitchen and Bar is to offer simple but
exceptional food at family friendly prices in a comfortable yet
chic atmosphere.

2010 and has gained local clients as well as the recognition of
visitors through social media sites such as Yelp andFacebook.
Henni's is located at 120 E Jewett Blvd, White Salmon,

WA 98672,

For more information on MCEDD's loan programs, contact Eric
Merdin, MCEDD Loan Fund Manager, at 541-296-2266.

As a service to the regional business comminity cnd as a strong part of our
economic development strategy for the region, MCEDD manages several
business loan pragrams that provide on accessible, affordable source of copital
for prajects that create andior retaln jobs.

n[:@ MCEDD Annual Mé;ang - September 9

The Annual Meeting of the Mid-Columbia Economic
Development District Board of Directors will be September 9th,
2010. The Board will recognize outgoing Board members and
officers, elect new officers, and address district business in
addition to regular business of the Board. For more information,
contact us at 541-296-2266.

MCEDD Annual Meeting
Thursday, September 9, 2010 4 p.m,
Rufus Community Center, 304 West 2nd, Rufus, OR

MCEDIYs meetings ore apen fa the public. The meeting location Is aecessible to
persons with disabilities. If you have a disability thet requires any special
materials, services or assistance, please contact us ot least 48 hours before the
meeting by calling 541-296-2266.
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[[x]] Mt Adams Transportation Services
Receives 57,500 Recognition Award

Klickitat County Senior Services (Mount Adams Transportation
Services) recently received 57,500 from the Beverly Foundation,
which selects excellent and promising practices in senior
transportation service. Mount Adams Transportation Services
was one of nineteen awards selected out of the 400 applications
received.
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The Beverly Foundation, headquartered in Albuquerque, New
Mexico, undertakes research, education, and assistance to
encourage and facilitate mobility and transportation for older
adults. The Foundation makes STAR Awards in conjunction with
its STAR Search survey which was first undertaken in 2000,

MCEDD houses a regional mobillty manager and seeks to support solulions to
regional tronsportation needs, In partnership with Gorge TransLink,

[[%)] Welcome Anna Tompkins!

Anna Tompkins is the new Assistant Project Manager, and maost
recent addition to the MCEDD staff. Anna previously served as
an AmeriCorps RARE with the Port of Cascade Locks. She moved
to Oregon after receiving her B.A. in Geography at California
State University, Fresno. Working at the Port of Cascade Locks,
Arna facilitated project development, community projects, and
property mapping and marketing. She has managed grant
writing efforts, meeting coordination and research for prajects
including land exchange, historic building preservation and trail
systems.

[[x]] Oregon Investment Board Year Summary

Preject funding awarded through the Oregon Investment Board
{0IB) helps to strengthen and diversify the economy of the
Mational Scenic Area region. Projects funded in the past year
created or retained 79 jobs!

Projects include the following: Building improvements to
complete a commercial building in The Dalles for three new
businesses, support for a start-up high speed internet provider
to provide high speed internet to a large area of Oregon and
Washington, and expansion of a local green construction
company to include a weatherization division.

These are just a few examples of the loans and grants provided
through OIB, for a full list visit the website,

MCEDD provides staffing for the Oregon Investment Board, providing economic
development grants and foans fn the Notionel Scenic Area. For more
information on grants and loans avalloble through the Q18 visit meedd. org/ OB,

| 7] Oregon Connections 2010
Telecommunications Conference

The Oregon Connections Telecommunications Conference is
coming to Hood River October 21-22, 2010 and now is the time
to register| The theme for the conference this year is "Oregon
Telecom: The New Age of Broadband™ and Steven M. Bass,
President and CEQ of Oregon Public Broadcasting, will be the
keynote speaker.

Visit www. oregonconnections.info for up-to-date information on
the conference and online registration. Early-Bird registration
for the conference (at only $65.00) ends on September 10th.

3
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MCEDD fs the local host for the 2010 Oregen Connections Conference.

|E_| PubTalk Seeking Company Presenters

Once a month a company seeking Angel Funding presents at
PubTalk. Angel Funding is available in the range of $100K to
$1M. Presentations must have clear direction of growth and
potential for investors to obtain a return on investment. To
apply contact Robin Cope for information and application,
robinc@gorge.net, 541-296-8080

This informal event provides a great opportunity to present
your business, learn about local entrepreneurs, networking and
connecting with angel investors. Entrepreneurs, investors,
leaders of local companies, business professionals, consultants
and service professionals are welcome,

Mext PubTalk: Sept 21, 5:30 p.m. The Griffin House, 4168 West
Cliff Dr. Hood River, OR.

[71] Commute Options Looks to Establish TDM
Program

Commutes Options of Central Oregon and MCEDD, on behalf of
0DOT Region 4 and ODOT Public Transit Division, is looking for
suport and interest in establishing a comprehensive
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program.

The TDOM Program is an effort to reduce people driving alone by
using options such as carpooling, vanpooling, walking, bicycling,
and public transportation. These options can be beneficial in
urban and rural envirenments alike. The goal is to utilize
available resources and programs that have the potential to
improve economic vitality, environmental outcomes, public
health, and gain more livable and stronger communities.

Business and community feedback is a critical aspect of this
project, participation is highly encouraged. For more
information about Commute Options and other programs, visit

[x]] GTA Roundtable with Senator Wyden

Senator Wyden met with 35 [x—
members of the Gorge Technology
Alliance for a roundtable meeting
on Monday, Aug 16, 2010, Wyden
has been impressed by the gorge's
technology cluster that has built a
foundation for a strong economic
future. Several members were able
to present to Wyden issues, ideas,
and improvements which would
enhance the ecanomic vitality of
the gorge region.
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Steve Sliwa, CEQ of Insity, Inc., presented on the need for a
Research and Development Center in the Gorge. Other gorge
business owners told Senator Wyden they could use help with
raising venture capital, enhancing technology education in the
public schools, and attracting manufacturing firms to the
region,

Wyden was receptive to the presentations, encouraged by the
work and innovation of the technology cluster, and aware of
the needs for more jobs in the region.

MCEDD provides profect management services to the Gorge Technalogy
Allionce, Conloct Jessica Metta at 541-195-2166 for additional information.

(-] CDBG Comment Period and Public Hearing
September 8th

The Sate of Oregon expects to have approximately $15M in
federal funds to award rural cities and counties in the year
2011, The money comes from the federal Community
Development Block Grant {CDBG) Program administered through
the US Housing and Urban Development {HUD), which is
proposing to make changes to the program guidelines.

CDBG Comment Period and Public Hearing Comments on the
proposed 2011 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Program Method of Distribution (MOD) can be submitted orally,
in writing or by email. Comment period ends at 5:00 p.m,
September 8, 2010, A Summary of Significant Changes and the
Proposed MOD have been posted on the CDGG program Web

pade.

Public hearing: Sept 8, 11am- 12pm, Conf Rm 201, 775 Summer
St, ME, Salem, OR. For more information, contact Mary Baker.

[[x]] Resource Tool - STATS America

htep: / fwww.statsamerica.org/

STATS America is a service of the Indiana Business Research
Center at Indiana University's Kelley School of Business.
Informatien is gathered from hundreds of data sets from a
dozens of federal and state sources, along with some
commercial or private source data. 5TATS America adds value
to the data through easy access and functionality, and includes
the direct agency source of the data on every table, profile or
map. STATS America is your one stop shop for quick concise
information on any state, county, and region in the United
States.

| 7| Grant Highlights

Oregon BEST

The Oregon Built Environment and Sustainable Technologies
Center announced Thursday a $225,000 grant program that will
offer cash assistance to nascent companies looking to bridee
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the gap between prototype and marketable product.,

The Commerctalization Grant Program, will offer grants of up to
575,000 grants to teams that include one or more University
Partner and a small business/entrepreneur (Commercialization
Partner) based in Oregon with development operations in
Oregon.

More Information: cregonbest.org/commercialization

L L e R e e e R b e e e e e e e e e e

Oregon Arts Commission
Due: October 1, 2010

The Cregon Arts Commission announces applications for Arts
Build Communities grants, which recognize and support the use
of the arts as a tool for building and strengthening Oregon
communities,

The §3,000 to 57,000 matching grants support both the arts in
local communities and the involvement of the arts and artists in
community development. The program recognizes the
expanding role that arts organizations are taking in the broader,
cultural, social, educational, and ecenamic areas of community
life.

More information: OAC website or call (503) 986-0082.

Workshops and Trainings

Oregon BEST FEST 2010

September 13, 2010

Oregon BEST FEST "10 will bring together university researchers
and industry leaders working in renewable energy and green
building for an all-day networking event and research expo at
the Oregon Convention Center in Porttand.

Plan to attend this unique gathering that features a wide range
of speakers, research posters, panels, and other presentations
all focused on the green research, innovation, and collaboration
that are fueling Oregon’s green economy. More information
Cost: $75 General and $20 Students

B A R e R

Small Business Development Center (SBDC) Fall Term Classes
Classes begin Sept 21, 2010

The SBDC at Columbia Gorge Com College offers a variety of
business one day training sessions. Classes for the Fall term
include: Accounting for Small Business, Financlal Statements
Made Easy, Quick Start your Oregon Business, Quickbooks
Combo Class, and Quickbooks Fundamentals. Complete list visit
the catalog webpage,

The classes are low cost and are held either in the evening or
online. For more information, call 541-506-6011 (The Dalles) or
541-308-8211 {Hood River).

A R AR

WSDOT Public Transportation Conference

AABENAABEANARERABEANANAAARIALAE RN A RAE
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September 19-22, 2010

The 2010 Public Conference, Building Momentum, will be held
at the Red Lion Hotel a the Park in Spokane, WA. The
conference includes workshops, training, and a technical
support geared for the public transportation providers, planning
organizations, advocates and partnering agencies, consulting
firms, civic leaders and public transportation-related suppliers.

A snapshot of the identified workshop tracks and topics include:
federal funding; regionatl mobility grants; grant applications and
management; sustainable transportation; capital procurement;
transportation demand management; and special needs and
rural transportation. Click here for more information and
registration,

[[x1] By the Numbers - July 2010

Regional Statistics

County Unemployment Rate*: June 2010 June 2009
Hood River 8.6% B.4%
Sherman T.8% 7.4%
Wasco B.0% B3X
Klickitat 9.2 % 2.9%
Skamania 10.4% 11.8%

MCEDD Region B.8% 9.1%

June 2010 June 2009
QOregon 10.5% 11.6 %
Washington 9.0% 9.2%
United States 9.5% 9.5%

Source: Oregon and Washington Employment Depts, and Bureau
of Labor Statistics. "Hot seasonally adjusted.

Click here to see more statistics available on the MCEDD
website,

(=] Calendar of Events

September 2010

* September 1- MCEDD Executive Committee Meeting, 4
p.m., MCEDD office, The Dalles, Oregon.

s September 3- CGBREZ working group, 10:00 a.m., Port
of Hood River, Hood River, Oregon.
September 6- Labor Day. MCEDD office closed.
September 7- MCEDD Loan Administration Board
meeting, 8 a.m., MCEDD office, The Dalles, Oregon.

= September 9- MCEDD Full Board Meeting, Annual
Meeting, 4 p.m., Community Center, Rufus, OR.

s September 15- Oregon Investment Board Meeting,
40:00 a.m., Port of Hood River, Hood River, Oregon.

« September 16- MCEDD hosting The Dalles Chamber
Business After Hours, 5 p.m., MCEDD office

» September 16- Wasco Economic Development
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Commission, 10 to noon, location TBA.,

+ September 21- MCEDD Loan Administration Board
meeting, B a.m,, MCEDD office, The Dalles, Oregon.

* September 21- PubTalk, 5:30 p.m., The Griffin House,
4168 Westcliff Dr, Hood River, Oregon.

+ September 28- Gorge Technology Alliance meeting,
6:30 p.m. Center Point Community Bank, Hood River,
OR

tober 2010

* October 1- CGBREZ working group, 10:00 a.m., Port of
Hood River, Hood River, Oregan.

= October 5- MCEDD Loan Administration Board meeting,
8 a.m., MCEDD office, The Dalles, Oregon.

* October 6- MCEDD Executive Committee Meeting, 4
p.m., MCEDD Office, The Dalles, OR

» October 12- PubTalk, 5:30 p.m., Cathedral Ridge, Hood
River, Qregon.

+ October 18- MCEDD Board Retreat, 8 a.m., Location
TBA

* October 19-MCEDD Loan Administration Board meeting,
8 a.m., MCEDD office, The Dalles, Oregon.

= October 21-22: Oregon Connections Conference, Hood
River, Oregon.

= October 25- Oregon Investment Board Meeting, 10
a.m., Port of Hood River, OR.

* October 25- Gorge Technology Alliance meeting, 6:30

p.m., Center Point Community Bank, Hood River, OR

thegrowth,
=county-district:

Email Marketing by

This email was sent to atnirllfecoisp,com by amandafmeedd. o, EI
Undate Frofile/Emall Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.
MCEDD | 515 East Second Street | The Dailes | OR [ 97058
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Baker, Mary A

From: Lynn Schoessler [lynn.schoessler@state.or,us)
Sent: Friday, September 03, 2010 12:01 PM

To: mary.a.baker@state.or.us

Subject: 2011 CDBG MOD schedule of events
Categories: Yellow Category

You are receiving this notice because you signad up on our COBG distribution list.

Having trouble reading this email? View it in your browser

2011 CDBG MOD Schedule of Events

There has been some confusion regarding the sequence of events related to the 2011
MOD proposed changes. In part this is due to the timing of the MOD public comment
peiiod closing and the MOD public hearing on September 8, the (nfrastruciure Finance
Authority Board meeting on September 10, and the Oregon Business Development
Departmant Commission meeting on September 24,

The CDBG MOD public hearing will oceur on September 8th at 11:00am along with the
close of the written public comment period at 5:00pm.

The [FA Board will hear a brief summary of the comments received at their iesling on
Seplembar 10, W is not anticipated that the full scope of comments can ba inventoried
betwean Septemiber 8th and 10th for the IFA Board. The IFA Board will take no action
on CDBG program modifications at their September 10lh meeting. The IFA staff will
prepare a program recommendation for the board's consideration at a later meeting
date—probably a special meeting in Oclober or their regular meeting in Novembar. The
program recommendations will be based upon the full inventory of comments received.

A summary of the comments received also will be presented to the Cregon Business
Development Commission on September 24th at their meeting. The commission is the
oversight body of the whole department and will want to know the public thoughts on
any program changes. The commission will take no action on the CDBG program al
their meeting on September 24th.

As noted above, after a review of all public comments the IFA staff will make a
recommendation to the IFA Board for program modifications, if any. Any IFA Board
action will be taken al their regularly scheduled meeting in November, or a special
meeting in October. Motice of the meeting and agenda will be posted on the IFA Web
site and communicated via this CDBG distribution list,

1
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I am confident the Oregon Business Development Commission also will have g strong
interest in the program changes, if any. The commission has a meeting schedule on
November 19th,

If you have any questions or need further clarifications, please do not hesitate to contact
e

Lynn Schoessler
Diractor
Infrastructure Finance Authority

PreferenteslnsubacribaSend (o a Friond
Businass Oregan and the Business Oregon logo are rademarks of the Oregon Business Development Depariment.

775 Summar StME, Suite 200, Salem OR 973011280 | Phone: SO3-GEG-0123 | Tol-lres: H66-467-3466
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« REVIEW OF 2011 MOD
# DISCUSSION
@ PREPARE QUESTIONS OF CLARIFICATION
FOR OBDD
& DRAFT GROUP TESTIMONY FOR PUBLIC
HEARING
& OREGON ON MEMBERSHIP DISCUSSION




9/29/2010 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
2011 PROPOSED METHOD OF DISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC COMMENTS
REGIONAL HOUSING REHABILITATION (HR) / REGIONAL HOUSING CENTERS (RHC)
COMMENT COMMENTOR OR STATE RESPONSE
AGENCY
GEODC is in support of the transfer of the housing rehabilitation program to OBDD-IFA. GEODC Thank you.
We are grateful that the housing rehabilitation program is being transferred back to OBDD- | GEODC, HAJC
IFA and have ideas on how to improve the program.
The Districts support the proposed changes to the housing rehabilitation program. OEDD
SCOEDD

| support the department’s proposal to return the housing rehabilitation program back to
OBDD-IFA. Rather than adopting the program as is from OHCS, | recommend
streamlining the eligible activities to the rehabilitation basics such as weatherization,
upgrade f substandard electric and plumbing, roofing and siding. If there has been a
regular demand for some other activities (hooking home up to the sewer/water system, dry
rot repairs water heater etc) the department could contemplate including those as well.

OBDD - Regional
Coordinator

Thank you. The housing rehabilitation priorities identified within the proposed 2011 MOD will
remain for 2011. After 2-3 years of implementing the program, OBDD-IFA will re-evaluate the
priorities to determine if adjustment is needed.

GEODC would like to see the amount historically targeted for Regional Housing Centersto | GEODC
be allocated to Housing Rehabilitation.
At a regional housing rehabilitation meeting on August 25%, OBDD indicated that funding for | UCDC

housing rehabilitation would remain at 24% when the program is transferred to OBDD. The
funding chart on page 1-2 of the proposed 2011 MOD shows the target percentage at
20.5% for 2010, reduced to 20.0% in 2011. Itis a challenge to meet the demand for
housing rehabilitation in our area with the present level of limited funds available. We
suggest the funding targeted for rehabilitation remain at 24% and not be reduced to 20%.

Neighborhood Impact

Historically the housing rehabilitation program has not been funded at 24% and has been
funded between 18-21% of the annual allocation. In 2007 Oregon Housing and Community
Services reduced the targeted percentage from 21% to 20.5%.

OBDD-IFA will be targeting 22% of the annual allocation to housing rehabilitation during
2011. Targeting is used to give OBDD-IFA investment flexibility and does not obligate the
Department to award all funds targeted for each category. If a sufficient number of projects
are not awarded in a particular category, applications in other categories may be funded. At
the end of each calendar quarter the Department conducts a review to determine if fund
transfers need to be made from one program category to another. This translates to the fact
that if OBDD does not receive applications in once category, but has a lot of complete good
applications in another category, we can transfer funds from the underutilized category to the
high demand category to fund the complete applications. Refer to page 1-2 of the proposed
2011 MOD for this definition of “Targeting”.

Funds recaptured from housing rehabilitation should be returned to housing rehabilitation.

ucbC

In accordance with page 1-3 of the proposed MOD, recaptured funds and program income
received by the State will be returned to the general CDBG “project” fund and redistributed in
accordance with the target percentages. This will most likely advantageous to the housing
rehabilitation program, as the housing rehabilitation program rarely has recaptured funds and
some of the other funding categories have a lot of recaptured funds which will be divided
accordingly.

The housing quality standards (HQS) apply to multi-family rental units and are not
particularly applicable to the deferred maintenance problems we typically find in our single-

ucbC
CAT

Refer to page 13-3 of the current 2010 MOD. The Section 8, housing quality standards
(HQS) have been a part of the CDBG housing rehabilitation program since 2006, when HUD
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family, owner occupied housing rehabilitation priorities.

implemented the outcome and performance measure reporting requirements, which require
states to report on the number of homes brought up to HQS standards. There is nothing
prohibiting the housing rehabilitation providers from using more stringent requirements.

We are requesting clarification on: “Environmental Review preparation is listed as an
Activity Delivery Cost” How would environmental review be categorized for the Housing
Rehabilitation Program- as Grant Administration or Program Management Costs or will
there be an activity delivery budgeted line item?

CAT
Neighborhood Impact

The work associated with completing the environmental review process has always been
considered an activity delivery cost. Refer to Table F of either the current 2010 or the
proposed 2011 MOD for clarification. As such, refer to page 5-2 of the proposed 2011 MOD
where it identifies that the maximum of $15,000 is allowed for this activity. The OBDD-IFA
application forms will contain a line item for this activity cost.

Please clarify whether matching funds are a requirement or an optional, additional scoring ucbC Refer to page 13-2 of the proposed MOD, where it states “There is no minimum match
component of the grant application. requirement.”

A sub-grantee may have housing rehabilitation programs in more than one service area, ucbcC In the application the grant recipient needs to identify which rehabilitation program they are
with sufficient staff servicing clients in each. For example UCDC oversees (and so is the Gilliam County participating in and obtain the sub-grantee unexpended CDBG balance for that program.
sub-grantee for) both the Douglas County Housing Rehabilitation Program and the Umpqua The language will remain as proposed, as most sub-grantees do not administer two separate
Coastal Housing Centers Housing Rehab Program. housing rehabilitation programs.

Change the language on page 7-13 of the proposed 2011 MOD from “Sub-Grantee” to The language on page 7-13 of the proposed 2011 MOD will remain as proposed. After 2-3
“Recipient” or “Service Area” which would accomplish the same scoring goal but no years of implementing the program, OBDD-IFA will re-evaluate the scoring criteria to
penalize the sub-grantee. determine if adjustment is needed.

Scoring according to the grant applicants in-house policies and procedures as they relate to | UCDC The housing rehabilitation priorities identified within the proposed 2011 MOD will remain for
prioritizing of rehabilitation activities, would better represent the agency’s grasp of CAT 2011. After 2-3 years of implementing the program, OBDD-IFA will re-evaluate the priorities

addressing the most serious situations and prioritizing those needs on an individual basis.

Neighborhood Impact

to determine if adjustment is needed.

The scoring criteria on page 7-15 indicates that the maximum points will be awarded for
higher unit counts — 25 points for 40 or more units to be rehabbed by the program. This
proposed point system runs counter to existing regional housing rehabilitation programs that
prefer the comprehensive approach to treating instead of bandaging a system.
Comprehensive housing rehabilitation cannot be accomplished with an average cost per
unit of $8,000 to $10,000; it can more likely be accomplished with an average per unit cost
of $20,000 to $25,000. We would like to recommend that the 2011 MOD # of units/points
system also be reassessed.

CAT
ucbc
Neighborhood Impact

A goal of the CDBG program is to obtain the maximum benefit/distribution of the funds
possible. In reviewing the historical records associated with the program, grant recipients
have reported actual accomplishments upwards of 32-35 housing units, with an average of
15-25 housing units. Applicants have also proposed to benefit up to 40 housing units within
their applications. This is just one of many scoring criteria under the program, and will
remain as proposed for 2011. After 2-3 years of implementing the program, OBDD-IFA wiill
re-evaluate the scoring criteria to determine if adjustment is needed.

The state proposes to award up to 25 points based upon the total number of houses to be GEODC

completed. In our region we deal with a large amount of housing stick that is older and in

need of more repair that newer housing. | believe this scoring should be eliminated from the

from the housing rehab section. These possible 25 points should be added to the “financial

need” section making that section worth 90 points.

The scoring on page 7-16 of the proposed MOD “Sub-Grantee (non-profit) Capacity” —up to | MWVCOG When a regional non-profit administering CDBG housing rehabilitation program funds is slow
20 points. The department proposes to award fewer points to nonprofits that have more in performing, making and distributing the loans to the homeowners, the low and moderate
open grants or large sums of dollars for allocations. Although we support the notion that income homeowners are the ones affected in the region. OBDD is encouraging performance
slow moving programs that have not yet spent funds already awarded to them should be in the delivery of the housing rehabilitation program, to enhance the delivery of the CDBG
given lower priority for new grant funding, the Department should be cognizant of the fact funds to the qualifying low and moderate income homeowners. After 2-3 years of

that when a regional agency is penalized in the ranking system, the losers are the low and implementing the program, OBDD-IFA will re-evaluate the scoring criteria to determine if
moderate income homeowners in the affected region. adjustment is needed.

We are requesting clarification on: “A city or county may only apply for one project per year | CAT A city or county may apply for either a housing rehabilitation or a community facility project

from one of the following categories: Housing Rehabilitation and Community Facilities.”

per year.
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Does this mean that the city or county may apply for either a Housing Rehabilitation CDBG
or a Community Facility CDBG per year, not one from each category?

Non-competition with local financial institutions is inherent in Regional Housing
Rehabilitation Programs. We serve a population that lacks sufficient resources to make the
repairs without financial assistance and we base our lending decision on thorough review of
both the homeowners repair and financial needs. We are the lender of last resort. We would
like to suggest that program loan policies suffice to demonstrate non-competition. It would
be a demoralizing task for low-income households to seek rejections letters from lenders as
a part of their qualifying for a home rehabilitation loan.

CAT

CHS

GEODC
Neighborhood Impact

Page 11-5 of the proposed 2011 MOD states “Each sub-grantee (non-profit) HRRLF must
insert into their policies, requirements that they only provide gap financing and will work with
local financing institutions to complete the financing package, or require letters of rejection
from financial institutions, and/or otherwise demonstrate that the loan amount requested is
not available from any conventional banking source of funds.” Please note that letters of
rejection are only one tool available to the sub-grantee to document the non-bankable nature
of the loan, the sub-grantee can also:

1)  Work with local financing institutions to complete the financing package and
obtain this information on the applicants behalf; or

2)  Otherwise demonstrate that that the loan amount requested is not available from
any conventional banking source of funds.

As a result of the August 25, 2010 housing rehabilitation meeting a list of concerns was
provided to OBDD by Polk CDC. We all share a common goal of providing useful service to
low and moderate income households and we are all challenged in this economy to meet
our administrative needs.

Polk CDC
Neighborhood Impact

OBDD has the list and will address the issues identified on the list during an upcoming
training to be held in 2011.

Do separate priorities and scoring require jurisdictions to only submit an application under MWVOG Yes. The applicant needs to decide which housing priority they are going to implement with

one of the three housing rehabilitation priorities? the housing rehabilitation program and then apply for funding under that priority. The housing
rehabilitation priorities identified within the proposed 2011 MOD will remain during 2011.
After 2-3 years of implementing the program, OBDD-IFA will re-evaluate the priorities to
determine if adjustment is needed.

Housing rehabilitation applicants must also provide a written certification that all the initial MWVCOG The state will automatically recapture any unobligated funds within the housing rehabilitation

loans will be made within 24 months after execution of the grant contract with OBDD. While loan line item of the grant after 24 months from execution of the grant contract with the state.

applicants should be required to show progress on execution of funds to home owners, they

cannot provide guarantees that all funds will be allocated within 24 months. What are the

penalties if 100% of all funds cannot be allocated within 24 months?

With the transfer of the CDBG funds for the Regional Housing Rehabilitation Program and CAT Housing Resource Center funding will no longer be provided by the OBDD’s CDBG program.

Regional Housing Centers from OHCS to OBDD, the table indicates that the Regional Oregon Housing and Community Services will continue to fund this program with a less

Housing Centers will no longer be a CDBG funded activity. The Regional Housing Centers onerous alternate state funding resource.

have been on the front line of the current housing market crisis, working with low-moderate

income homeowners to provide foreclosure prevention counseling and other housing

stabilization services. The loss of CDBG funds to support the Regional Housing Centers in

one the nation’s “hardest hit” states will negatively impact their ability to provide valuable

services to families struggling to stay in their homes.

Without the use of CDBG funding to support the Regional Housing Centers, OHCS will Polk CDC

need to draw upon resources through the document recording fee. | urge OBDD to

reconsider elimination of this fund and to work with OHCS to improve this program.

GEODC is in support of the elimination of the housing center program under the CDBG GEODC Thank you.

program.

The transfer of the Regional Housing Center program funding from the CDBG program to Mr. Campbell Duly noted.

an alternate state funding resource. Greater demands and the poor economy have made it
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impossible for the CDBG program to meet all of the needs of rural communities in Oregon.
The proposed changes are Business Oregon’s attempt to prioritize the greatest needs and
administer a more cost effective program. Another area where inter-agency collaboration
would be helpful and ease the workload in some areas by simply matching up resources
rather than duplicating efforts - the problem with reducing the overall CDBG contribution is
that it will not be returned and will be lost to the state as other funding formulas are applied.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REVOLVIN

G LOAN FUND (EDRLF)

COMMENT COMMENTOR OR STATE RESPONSE
AGENCY
GEODC is in support of the elimination of the EDRLF program. GEODC Thank you.
| support the deletion of project types and categories that are not in recent demand or are OBDD-IFA Regional Thank you.

extremely difficult to manage. Using limited department resources to maintain the
necessary administration, management, forms, etc. for the underutilized/difficult project
types and categories is not the best use of program funds. Those resources can be used to
increase support for the program’s remaining, more in demand, project types and
categories.

Coordinator

Prior to eliminating the Economic Development Revolving Loan Fund and the Mr. Campbell The State’s non-entitlement CDBG program is federally limited to awarding grants to units of
Microenterprise Grant Program (even though funding options for these activities may still be general local government. In Oregon, this constitutes cities and counties. Therefore, this
available through other programs within the business finance division or the USDA Rural suggestion is not implementable by the state’s non-entitlement CDBG program.
Development Program). | offer the following suggestion to OBDD-IFA, to extend CDBG
grant funds to the regional Economic Development organizations, such as NOEA for key
industry or cluster development loans to assist regional business development around the
state.
Specifically we are concerned about the proposed elimination of the Economic MCHA The EDRLF program will remain as an eligible activity under the CDBG program in 2011.
Development Revolving Loan Fund. We encourage the Department to retain this category City of Cascade Locks
in the 2011 Method of Distribution as an eligible activity for funding through CDBG. MCEDD
We do not agree with the proposed elimination of the Economic Development Revolving OEDD
Loan Fund category. However, the Districts would support a change that would require SCOEDD
jurisdictions to identify ultimate borrowers prior to applying for an Economic Development
Revolving Loan Fund grant.
AOC recommends the retention of the EDRLF program to receive funding from CDBG and AOC
also believes that increased training can reduce administrative costs by helping sub- Gilliam County
grantees understand OBDD's expectations in order to comply with the CDBG requirements.
| just want to say | agree with the elimination of the EDRLF program. This comment was
received from 2 OBDD-
IFA Regional

Coordinator's

The City of Hermiston received a $750,000 EDRLF grant in 2007 and we encourage OBDD

City of Hermiston
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to reconsider the decision to eliminate the EDRLF category. We are aware that the
administration of a CDBG grant requires a tremendous amount of administration both by
OBDD, the City and the sub-grantee. Yet the benefit of this program to Hermiston was
significant. It seems reasonable to expect this grant was a learning opportunity for all of us
since the EDRLF program had not been previously utilized. It also seems reasonable to
conclude that if a OBDD staff person were to specialize in a specific program, whether it be
infrastructure, housing rehabilitation or EDRLF, it may increase efficiencies for jurisdictions,
sub-grantees and OBDD.

We are concerned about the elimination of the micro-lending and other business loan | MWVCDD
funds as an eligible activity. We propose that the IFA conduct a formal evaluation of

the grants made in recent years for small business lending and micro-lending before

researching policy conclusions about this activity.

The League opposes the proposed elimination of the EDRLF category. LOC
Understandably, the administration of the program requires a tremendous amount of City of Pendleton

administration both by OBDD, the local jurisdiction and the sub-recipient. Yet the benefit of
this program to Pendleton was significant. We offer the following some suggestion to
assist the state in achieving administrative efficiencies:

1)  Evaluate OBDD staff to determine whether administrative overhead could be
reduced by additional training and assigning staff to specific programs.

| encourage you to reconsider the decision to eliminate the EDRLF program.

Horizon Project, Inc.

MIROENTERPRISE ASSISTANCE

COMMENT COMMENTOR OR STATE RESPONSE
AGENCY
GEODC is in support of the elimination of the microenterprise grant program. GEODC Thank you.

The Microenterprise Assistance Program has been difficult at best and is not well suited
to meet the needs of the service providers in Oregon. Since these services appear that
they were available before CDBG funding in 2003 and they will be continued, with other
resources if no CDBG funding is available the elimination of this category from the MOD
is appropriate.

This comment was from
3 OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator's

| am an independent individual small business owner -- an insurance and financial services
agent -- in Portland and a member of the Board of Directors of the Oregon MicroEnterprise
Network. | am writing to urge the Oregon Business Development Department not to cut the
Microenterprise Assistance Program.

OMEN Board Member
and small business
owner - Portland

Microenterprise’s located within CDBG entitlement areas of the state, which include the
counties of Multnomah, Washington and Clackamas and the cities of Ashland, Bend,
Corvallis, Eugene, Gresham, Hillsboro, Medford, Portland, Salem and Springfield are not
eligible for assistance under the state’s non-entitlement CDBG program.

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.
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Economic development in rural Oregon has suffered a series of mortal blows in recent
years. We've lost the Rural Investment Program. The office of Rural Policy closed. Now
the Microenterprise Grant program sits under the guillotine at the time we need it most.
Please do not execute it.

This county has vested interest in the program — we’ve been the only county in the state
to obtain a grant for six consecutive years. It's been a string partnership involving us,
our college’s Small Business Development Center, and three of the cities within Lincoln
County. And it's worked. We know there have been issues with management and
reporting of this program in other areas of the state; please, let us help you fix these
problems instead of killing a valuable program.

Lincoln County Board of
Commissioners

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

Lincoln County is not the only county/city to receive 6 Microenterprise Assistance grants
from the state in fact one city has received 8 awards from OBDD-IFA.

In the first years we provided training and follow-up business advising. In the recent past we
have only been allowed to provide training. The purpose of this program is to help micro-
entrepreneurs. The best way to do this is to be able to sit down with them and give them the
personalized attention they need. Classroom training is fine, but it does not give them the real
help they need to run their business.

To help the IFA save administrative time and costs | suggest the following:
1) Assign one person to oversee the program rather than job it out to regional staff.

2) Make the guidelines crystal clear; do not leave room for misunderstanding. (If certain
papers need to be signed and documented to show low/moderate income levels, send
examples.)

3) Write into the contract that if local agencies do not clearly document low/moderate income,
the $2,500 per client will not be awarded until documentation is completed to IFA's satisfaction.
Have copies of documentation sent in as the year goes on; don't wait until the end of the year

to receive all documentation.

The approved MOD for the coming year needs to be supplemented with “Guidelines” as the
year goes on and different interpretations are discovered. These “Guidelines, then need to be
distributed to the entire CDBG field as they are written. This should help alleviate confusion
across the state. In summary, we need to keep the program.

0occcC

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

In response to your suggestions:

1)

2)

OBDD-IFA is pursuing the ability to have one staff person dedicated to
microenterprise assistance projects and housing rehabilitation projects.
OBDD-IFA will research the how the existing microenterprise program meets or
does not meet the local needs during 2011. Based upon this research the
program could change and if applicable, guidelines will be developed at that
time.

OBDD-IFA already has the contractual authority to recapture or require
repayment of any CDBG funds that were expended in nonconformance with
the program requirements. OBDD-IFA has chosen not to exercise its right to
this authority, as we would like to work with the cities and counties
implementing microenterprise assistance to resolve this matter.

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments

139




| am writing to urge the OBDD not to cut the Microenterprise Assistance Program. Please
consider ways in which OBDD can creatively help organizations to work with OBDD to benefit

Josephine County
Board of

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

our rural community. Please provide training, and clear instructions to us regarding how to Commissioners In response to vour suagestions:
best provide services to businesses, while complying with program regulations. The following Polk County P y 99 ’
suggestions would help those in our county: 1)  OBDD-IFA is pursuing the ability to have one staff person dedicated to
, ; . ; [ terprise assistance projects and housing rehabilitation projects.
1. Provide funding for a Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) staff person at OBDD that oversees all microen , X .
CDBG microenterprise contracts for OBDD. This is necessary as the program is different ) S&ED'EA p”r%wdef? qppll{):atr;]ts ang %rant manager;gﬁ workshops in 2008 and
from the typical program managed by the IFA. This model will be more efficient than asking N This valr; bgnres:a?cﬁgg%uﬁn v;(())rl 15 OpS again In :
all Regional Coordinators to become experts at the Microenterprise Assistance Program in 4) This will be researched during 201 1'
addition to the rest of their infrastructure-related job duties. ) 9 '
2. Provide training to subgrantees in order to help them understand OBDD's expectations in
order to comply with the CDBG regulations
3. Consider utilizing a non-profit such as OMEN, AOC, LOC, or others to improve
administrative efficiencies. This could include provision of training to subgrantees, grant
report collection and aggregation, and other potential administrative efficiencies.
4. Structure the program in such a way that providers can deliver both classroom training and
one-on-one assistance to entrepreneurs. Classroom training alone does not go far enough
- the individualized assistance provided by specialized coaching can help entrepreneurs
utilize the knowledge they gain in training, and help them apply that knowledge to their
specific business.
| am writing to urge OBDD to not cut funding for the Microenterprise Assistance program. | MERIT \é\ﬁt?bﬁafz\évti\r;?tlnczjrnzlgrnzlr:::tggééhercl)\ll|rc;r?1e3$irr?n32%f\133|stance category will remain as an
know that OBDD is looking for answers to administrative questions and here are some ideas: 9 y prog 9 '
1. Provide funding for a staff person at OBDD that oversees all CDBG microenterprise In response to your suggestions:
contracts for OBDD. 1)  OBDD-IFA is pursuing the ability to have one staff person dedicated to
2. Partner with someone like OMEN, AOC, LOC or others to improve administrative m|<':roelnterpr|se aSS|stance_prOJects and housing rehabilitation projects.
efficiencies. 2)  This will be researched during 2011.
3) OBDD-IFA provided applicants and grant management workshops in 2008 and
3. Include training to sub-grantees in order to help them understand the program 2009 and will be offering both workshops again in 2011.
regulations and Department expectations. Perhaps an online training module or
webinar could be developed, which would reduce the costs for everyone.
ucbcC With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an

| am writing to urge OBDD not to cut the Microenterprise Assistance Program. | believe there
are ways the Infrastructure Finance Authority can increase efficiency and reduce costs of
administering this unique program. Provide training to us and clear instructions regarding how
to best provide services to businesses, while complying with program regulations. Another
alternative would be to structure the program in a way that us to deliver both classroom

eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

OBDD-IFA provided applicants and grant management workshops in 2008 and 2009 and
will be offering both workshops again in 2011.
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training and one-on-one assistance to entrepreneurs. This may require that all recipients of our
CDBG-funded services are 100% LMI. This is a regulation which we could comply.

Please consider ways in which OBDD can creatively help organizations like ours partner with
OBDD to benefit our rural community. Please offer training to microenterprise providers and
provide them clear instructions regarding how to best provide services to businesses, while
complying with program regulations, including providing training to sub-grantees in order to
help them understand OBDD's expectations to comply with the CDBG microenterprise
program grant regulations. We would like the program to be structured in a way that providers
can deliver both classroom training and one-on-one assistance.

ucbc

We implore that funding for the CDBG Microenterprise program continue and to increase the
one-on-one assistance through the program.

Proprietors of:
o Sail Inn - Newport
o Scovel Design Group - Lincoln City
o Midnight Oil Farms Handcrafted Goat Milk Soaps and Shampoos - Linn County
o Oceana Natural Food Cooperative - Newport
o Caravan Airport Transportation — Lincoln County
o Newport Signs - Newport
e Riptide BBQ — Depoe Bay
o Café Mundo - Newport
#60's Café — Lincoln City
o Chowder Bowl Restaurant — Depoe Bay
o Bike Newport - Newport
o Fish Tails Restaurant - Lincoln County
e Functional Art Wholesaler - Lincoln County
e Lighthouse Doughnuts - Lincoln City
o Advanced Research Corporation — Newport
o Communication Renovations, LLC - Lincoln County
o Mojave Vintage and Resale — Newport
o All Heart Tree Service — Newport
o Panini Bakery — Newport
eLittle Chief Restaurant — Siltez
o Happy Paws K-9 Massage — Sweet Home
oRed Lotus Music - Newport
*Oregon Prospecting/Rita’s Relics — Sweet Home
¢ All Ride Motor Sports — Newport
o Phantom Star Design
Big Lick Farms - Dillard
o Timeless Gardens Nursery — Lebanon
o A-A Bowman Lock Safe & Key Service — Lebanon
o Caryl's Clinic of Occupational Therapy — Cave Junction
e Words & Pictures — Cave Junction
o Suri Futures Inc. fine suri alpacas — Cave Junction
eKat's creek Goat Milk Products — Monroe
eNana’s Irish Pub - Newport
Others:
o Small Business Development Center (SBDC) in Lincoln County

With a few minor clarifications, the
Microenterprise Assistance
category will remain as an eligible
activity under the CDBG program
during 2011.
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o Mr. Simmons, Mrs. Spencer, Mr. & Mrs. Hayes, Ms. Bush, Ms. Morton, Mr. & Mrs.
Cowart, Mr. Nunes and Mr. Rabon

eShetterly, Irick & Ozias Attorneys at Law

eNEDCO

eBenton County

eSmall Business Legal Clinic

e ane Community College — Small Business Development Center

e Willamette Neighborhood Housing Services

eLinn-Benton Community College — Small Business Development Center
eRogue Community College — Small Business Development Center
eUmpqua Community College — Small Business Development Center

o City of Maupin
Please give your serious consideration and favorable support to continue the CDBG City of Newport With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
Microenterprise Program. Local entrepreneurs, local communities and the state as a whole City of Waldport eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.
will all be better for it if you do.
Before eliminating this program that does so much for individuals, the local economies, and 0OCCC
the State revenue, please give this program considerable thought. It would be a shame to see
this program abolished.
On behalf of the Oregon Small Business Development Center Network and the businesses we | OSBDCN

serve, | strongly encourage the Oregon Business Development Department (and/or the
Infrastructure Finance Authority) to maintain funding for microenterprise assistance.

Lincoln County has been involved in the CDBG program in Lincoln County for the past

City Council - City of

six years. This program has helped low-income microentrepreneurs get started and/or Lincoln City

expand their operations. We ask you to please continue the CDBG Microenterprise

program.

Specifically we are concerned about the proposed elimination of the Microenterprise MCHA

Program. We encourage the Department to retain this category in the 2011 Method of MCEDD

Distribution as an eligible activity for funding through CDBG. City of Cascade Locks

The District does not support the elimination of the Microenterprise Assistance NEODD

Program. The elimination of the program will have an immediate and drastic impact on

NEODD'’s ability to serve entrepreneurs in northeast Oregon.

As one of the state’s oldest microenterprise service delivery programs, | urge OBDD notto cut | UCDC With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an

the microenterprise assistance program, but to approach your service delivery partners (like
UCDC and many other qualified provider organizations) on how best to administer the program
at the state and local level.

eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011. OBDD-IFA will research
implementation strategies during 2011.

As a State Representative from Benton County, | am writing to urge you to keep the
microenterprise assistance as a CDBG eligible activity.

Representative Gelser

I hope that OBDD will reconsider the proposal to eliminate the microenterprise
assistance program from the 2011 MOD. The program has been a tremendous success
in our area and | hope to see that success continue into the future.

City of Independence

| strongly recommend that the Department not cut the Microenterprise Assistance Program
and would like to recommend several points to consider:

RCC - SBDC
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e  Provide a microenterprise assistance specialist at IFA (or outsource) to coordinate
the program.

o Allow for services to both LMI and non-LMI clients.

e Allow one-on-one follow-up with clients.

e  Establish performance measures important to stakeholders.

As for Microenterprise Assistance Program, | still see the need of that program to be extended,
with caveat, of stricter program boundaries which should be portrayed in the Grant
Management Handbook. Right now there is no such clear guidance on what is required to be
submitted allowable/ not allowable type of expenses and activities.

Here are my suggestions:
- ldentify specifically in the MOD that the we can only pay the following activities:

o0 Cost for classes that are created specifically for Microenterprise people
(may want to elaborate more on the kind of activities allowable under
this category); or,

0  Reimburse registration fee + book for microenterprise people to an
existing classes

- Limiting class recruitment and screening & class marketing (print pamphlet, flyers)
to no more than 20%(or less) of all the award as the focus of the grant is the
classroom training

- Ifthe program is going to stay, Is there a possibility to add a chapter in the GMH for
Microenterprise implementation? It could cover material such as eligible/ not eligible
activities, invoicing (maybe incorporate the worksheet...?) or thing such as the
following:

o Inthe implementation of the project, the previous RC specialized in this
program and required the submission of narratives to go along with the
disbursement request. | believe the narrative served as a justification on
the disbursement request since her accepted invoice were very generic.
Regardless what the original purpose of the narratives, | think that is a
great documentation that we need to keep in the process. Not only to
show the progress & performance of the program, but it also a good
exercise to the applicant to keep track of their beneficiaries record and
how it will satisfy the required 51% LMI or not.

OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

The only costs that are eligible for reimbursement under the program are the “direct” costs
associated with providing general classroom training to qualified microenterprises.

Indirect costs are not currently allowed under the program, refer to page 5-4 of the 2010
MOD.

OBDD-IFA will research the how the existing microenterprise program meets or does not
meet the local needs during 2011. Based upon this research the program could change
and if applicable, guidelines will be developed at that time.

| am writing to ask that microenterprise assistance remain a CDBG eligible activity and
for funding to remain at the current or a higher level for FY 2011.

City of Corvallis

Microenterprise’s located within CDBG entitlement areas of the state, which includes the
counties of Multnomah, Washington and Clackamas and the cities of Ashland, Bend,
Corvallis, Eugene, Gresham, Hillsboro, Medford, Portland, Salem and Springfield are not
eligible for assistance under the state’s non-entitlement CDBG program.

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

We ask that you consider reinstating the Microenterprise Assistance Program and that you
consider:

OMEN

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011. OBDD-IFA will research
implementation strategies during 2011.
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* Providing specific and at least annual training for Microenterprise Grants Program grantees

* Consolidate the management and oversight of the program to a single OBDD staff person to
ensure consistency in statewide program oversight

« Transition the program back to 100% LMI-serving. This will allow service providers to provide
the critical training and technical assistance needed for the program to best serve its LMI
target population

« If the above transition to 100% LMI occurs, provide clear guidelines and expectations as to
how programs should “enroll” and qualify entrepreneur beneficiaries, including the forms
(1040, paystubs, other forms of income verification) to ensure that 100% of beneficiaries are
LML

« If the above transition to 100% LMI occurs, and a program does not comply with this
requirement, OBDD should have the authority to require that funds be repaid to OBDD and the
applicant be penalized in future application rounds.

o OBDD-IFA is pursuing the ability to have one staff person dedicated to microenterprise
assistance projects and housing rehabilitation projects.

o OBDD-IFA will research the how the existing microenterprise program meets or does
not meet the local needs during 2011. Based upon this research the program could
change and if applicable, guidelines will be developed at that time.

o OBDD-IFA already has the contractual authority to recapture or require repayment of
any CDBG funds that were expended in nonconformance with the program
requirements. OBDD-IFA has chosen not to exercise its right to this authority, as we
would like to work with the cities and counties implementing microenterprise assistance
to resolve this matter.

o OBDD-IFA provided applicants and grant management workshops in 2008 and 2009
and will be offering both workshops again in 2011.

We do not agree with the proposed elimination of the Microenterprise Assistance or the OEDD
Microenterprise Grant Program. SCOEDD
AOC recommends the retention of the Microenterprise Assistance Program and the AOC
Microenterprise Grant Program to receive funding from CDBG and also believe that increased | Gilliam County
training can reduce administrative costs by helping sub-grantees understand OBDD’s

expectations in order to comply with the CDBG requirements.

The League opposes the proposed elimination of the Microenterprise Assistance and LOC

Microenterprise Grant programs.

With a few minor clarifications, the Microenterprise Assistance category will remain as an
eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011. In addition the Microenterprise
Grant Program will remain an eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

PUBLIC WORKS PUBLICLY OWNED OFF SITE INFRASTRUCTURE

COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

| support the deletion of project types and categories that are not in recent demand or are
extremely difficult to manage. Using limited department resources to maintain the
necessary administration, management, forms, etc. for the underutilized/difficult project
types and categories is not the best use of program funds. Those resources can be used to
increase support for the program’s remaining, more in demand, project types and
categories.

OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator

Thank you.

Specifically we are concerned about the proposed elimination of the Public Works:
Type 3 Off-Site Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing category. We encourage
the Department to retain this category in the 2011 Method of Distribution as an
eligible activity for funding through CDBG.

MCHA
MCEDD
City of Cascade Locks

We do not agree with the proposed elimination of the Off-Site Infrastructure for New OEDD
Affordable Housing category. SCOEDD
AOC recommends not eliminating public works funding for Type 3 (publicly owner off-site AOC
infrastructure necessary for the construction of new affordable housing) projects. Gilliam County

The Public Works Off-Site Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing category will remain
an eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.
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Polk CDC encourages OBDD to not eliminate the off-site infrastructure program and to Polk CDC
strategically align access to these funds so as to better collaborate in meeting the need for

new affordable housing Oregon’s rural communities.

Albany is not a low-mod city. And not entitlement city either. Hence, there was very little Albany Community

CDBG $ avail that we were eligible for. It's disappointing to see the elimination of the off-site
infrastructure for new affordable housing, as this will eliminate the one pot of money that the
City of Albany has successfully used in the past outside of housing rehab (through
Community Services Consortium) and microenterprise (through Willamette Neighborhood
Housing Services).

Development Planner Il

As a developer of new affordable housing in Polk County, we know the importance of being
able to count on the use of CDBG funding when a municipality is requiring certain off-site
public infrastructure improvements as a condition of building new affordable housing.

Shetterly, Irick & Ozias
Attorneys at Law

The City of Newberg would like to request that this category is not removed from the list of
eligible uses.

City of Newberg

The proposed elimination of the Off-Site Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing category
is a major concern because we need this funding desperately in order to go ahead with the
Cascade Meadows Senior Housing project in Cascade Locks, Oregon. Please retain this
important funding thru CDBG in the 2011 Method of Distribution.

Cascade Locks Senior
Housing Representative

The Public Works Off-Site Infrastructure for New Affordable Housing category will remain
an eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011. OBDD-IFA is not aware of the
proposed Cascade Meadows Senior Housing project and has not determined the project's
eligibility under the CDBG program.

PUBLIC WORKS
COMMENT COMMENTOR OR STATE RESPONSE
AGENCY
Increasing the maximum grant amount for public water and wastewater projects from $1.5 Mr. Campbell Thank you.
million to $2.0 million is a good change. The cost of projects keeps increasing and in most
instances the overall cost of each project requires more than one funding source can
provide.
The Districts support the increase in maximum grant funding QESEDD
for public works projects.
The District is supportive of increasing the maximum grant size | NEODD
due to escalating construction costs for public works projects.
We support the increase to the maximum water and wastewater ﬁgg
project grants from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 in recognition of Gilliam County

high cost of construction and to address the needs of individual
projects and affordability requirements.
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We support the proposed increase to the funding limits.
Although this may result in fewer projects getting funded
overall, it does address the reality if increasing construction
costs.

CWCOG

GEODC is in support of the increased grant award.

GEODC

We support the increase in funding limits from $1,500,000 to

$2,000,000 in the Public Water and Wastewater project category.

Deschutes County

We support the Department’s decision to increase the maximum availability of funds for
various categories, both as a means for reducing administration and as a way to meet the
full needs of the project.

MCHA
City of Cascade Locks
MCEDD

We applaud the increase in the maximum grant amount.

Benton County

Maximum grant amounts for each category. | would prefer to leave the maximum grant
amounts at the 2010 CDBG MOD level. Based on the overall amount of funds available to
the state under the CDBG program, raising the grant maximums to this extent could really
limit the number of communities assisted during the 2011 CDBG program year if several
projects were funded at the maximum amount. In the public works category, making
provisions for the state to increase awards to a certain maximum based on a case by case
analysis is a good change to the program. However, | believe a maximum cap of
$3,500,000 per public works project is excessive.

OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator

The proposed maximum grant increase from $1.5 million to $2.0 million and the new
maximum grant exception of up to $3.5 million will remain as proposed during 2011.

While we acknowledge that construction costs continue to rise,
the increase from $1 million to $1.5 million occurred only last
year. Under the proposed methodology and current budget,
this could result in as little as four public works projects for the
entire state per year. Keeping the maximum award amount
results in more jurisdictions throughout the state benefitting
from limited resources.

MWVCOG

The proposed maximum grant increase from $1.5 million to $2.0 million will remain as
proposed during 2011.
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We do not agree with the proposed limitation on public water
and wastewater projects that only address health and safety
issues.

OEDD
SCOEDD

All public works water and wastewater projects resolve current and potential future public
health and safety issues whether the system is out of compliance or not at the time the
construction project is completed. Please refer to page 9-5 of the proposed 2011 Method
of Distribution for the completed list of eligible projects, which is detailed below (This is an
identical list to the 2010 MOD.):

= Projects necessary to bring municipal water and sewer systems into compliance with
the requirements of the Safe Drinking Water Act or the Clean Water Act
administered by the Oregon Department of Human Services — Drinking Water
Section and the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality;

= Projects where the municipal system has not been issued a notice of non-
compliance from the Oregon Health Services, Safe Drinking Water Program or the
Department of Environmental Quality, but the Department determines that a project
is eligible for assistance upon finding that; a recent letter, within the previous twelve
months, from the appropriate regulatory authority (DHS-DWP, DEQ) or their
contracted agent, indicating a high probability that within two years the system will be
notified of non-compliance, and Department staff deems it reasonable and prudent
that program funding will assist in bringing the water or sewer system into
compliance with current regulations or requirements proposed to take effect within
the next two years.

= Planning, design and construction projects necessary for the provision of
dependable and efficient water storage, treatment and/or transmission to meet
domestic drinking water needs; and

= Planning, design and construction projects necessary for the provision of
dependable and efficient wastewater collection, treatment and disposal/re-use.

= The preparation of water management and conservation plans as required by the
Oregon Water Resources Department through permitting processes. These may be
combined with projects for the preparation of Water System Master plans required by
Oregon Health Services, Safe Drinking Water Program.

We do not agree with the proposed elimination of the downtown
revitalization category.

OEDD
Benton County
MWVMC

The Public Works Downtown Revitalization category will remain an eligible activity under
the CDBG program during 2011.

We recommend that the IFA maintain funding for downtown
streetscape improvements.

MWVCDD

AOC recommends not eliminating public works funding for
Type 2 (downtown revitalization) projects.

AOC

PUBLIC/COMMUNITY FACILI

TIES (CF)

COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

The Districts support the increase in maximum grant funding for public/community facility
projects.

OEDD

Thank you.

The District is supportive of increasing the maximum grant size
due to escalating construction costs for public/community

NEODD
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facility projects.

We support the proposed increase in the maximum grant from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000t0 | AOC
accommodate rising construction and project costs. LOC

Gilliam County
We support the proposed increase to the funding limits. Although this may result in fewer CWCOG
projects getting funded overall, it does address the reality if increasing construction costs.

GEODC

GEODC is in support of the increased grant award.

We support the increase in funding limits from $1,000,000 to
$1,500,000 in the Public/Community Facility category.

Deschutes County

We support the Department’s decision to increase the maximum availability of funds for
various categories, both as a means for reducing administration and as a way to meet the
full needs of the project.

MCHA
City of Cascade Locks
MCEDD

We applaud the proposed increase in the maximum grant.

Benton County

Maximum grant amounts for each category. | would prefer to leave the maximum grant
amounts at the 2010 CDBG MOD level. Based on the overall amount of funds available to
the state under the CDBG program, raising the grant maximums to this extent could really
limit the number of communities assisted during the 2011 CDBG program year if several
projects were funded at the maximum amount.

OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator

The proposed maximum grant increase from $1.0 million to $1.5 million will remain as
proposed during 2011.

| support the deletion of project types and categories that are not in recent demand or are
extremely difficult to manage. Using limited department resources to maintain the
necessary administration, management, forms, etc. for the underutilized/difficult project
types and categories is not the best use of program funds. Those resources can be used to
increase support for the program’s remaining, more in demand, project types and
categories.

OBDD-IFA Regional
Coordinator

Thank you.

With the growing State and Federal treatment budget cuts and the grim fiscal picture in our
state and the ever-increasing demand for local mental health treatment facilities as we
move away from inpatient hospitalizations and toward placement within communities for our
vulnerable mentally ill residents. | implore you and those who are considering this decision
to remove mental health treatment facilities to re-think the reality of dwindling social service
resources and increases in numbers of those seeking treatment. In every county across
our state we are being asked to develop and build a variety of levels of treatment facilities.

Clatsop Behavioral Health
Care

The current CDBG program does not provide funds for the provision of social services
associated with mental health treatment facilities. Therefore this is not one of the
proposed changes to the 2011program.

The construction of mental health treatment facilities will remain as an eligible activity
under the CDBG program during 2011.

My concern is that decisions on the local level might be the best way to achieve the goals
we're all working towards. Funding for mental health, for instance, might be what a

Representative Buckley

Mental health treatment facilities will remain as an eligible activity under the CDBG
program during 2011.

community needs as a key part of addressing homelessness. | would encourage the Clatsop County

department to consider not eliminating mental health facilities from the list, and to allow for

that decision to be made at the local level.

Specifically we are concerned about the proposed elimination of fire stations and MCHA Community centers and fire stations will remain as eligible activities under the CDBG
community centers under the Public/Community Facilities Category. We encourage City of Cascade Locks program during 2011.

the Department to retain these facilities in the 2011 Method of Distribution as an MCEDD
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eligible activity for funding through CDBG.

The first area we object to is the removal community centers from the list of eligible projects. | City of Amity Community centers will remain as an eligible activity under the CDBG program during
2011.

We do not agree with the proposed limitation on community facility projects to only those OEDD One of the primary focuses of HUD, as been the elimination of hunger and homelessness

that address hunger and homelessness. SCOEDD and this is supported by the Governor of Oregon and OBDD-IFA. The Public/Community
facility category will prioritize project funding through the rating and ranking process to
projects that reduce hunger and homelessness.
All of the community facility types proposed for elimination in 2011 will not be eliminated
from the CDBG program and will remain as eligible activities during 2011.

Increasing the maximum grant for public/community facilities from $1.0 million to $1.5 Mr. Campbell Under the current 2010 CDBG program, on-site infrastructure needed to serve the facility

million is OK, but rural municipal needs suggest that above ground infrastructure for needed being constructed is an eligible activity and can be reimbursed under the program.

buildings should also be an allowed use. However, off-site publicly owned infrastructure is not eligible for reimbursement.

If the community facilities grant category is reduced to not include libraries, in our region it CCD Libraries qualify for funding under the area wide benefit to low and moderate income

would mean that Myrtle Point has no option for funding a library is badly needed in this
small community.

persons, which means that 51% of the permanent residents to be served by the facility
must be low and moderate income. If the proposed library is intended to serve the
residents within the City of Myrtle Points incorporated city limits, the City will not qualify for
a library as the city is comprised of 49.9% low and moderate income persons and does
not meet the 51% requirement. If the service area is going to be larger than the
incorporated city limits, then an OBDD-IFA approved income survey must be conducted
throughout the entire service area and the results must demonstrate that at least 51% of
the permanent residents within the service area must be low and moderate income.
Unfortunately, at this time the City of Myrtle Point is not eligible to receive CDBG grant to
construct a library.

Libraries will remain as an eligible activity under the CDBG program during 2011.

Senior Center

It is my opinion that we should take Senior Centers out as our priority category under
Community Facilities, because:
- Thereis an underlying problem in the definition of “Senior” age between Federal
and local implementation.
- There is obvious implementation problem on the “Use” of the facility. The facility
has the tendency to be used as community centers more so than to serve the
seniors within 5 yrs continue used period.

| do not see any reason why we are keeping this category if it only going to cause risk for
the applicant to return the grant to us.

This comment was
received from 2 OBDD-IFA
Regional Coordinator's

OBDD-IFA understands the complexity of administering these projects and achieving
national objective and continued use compliance, however senior centers will remain as
an eligible activity under the 2011 Method of Distribution.

AOC requests that the state include mixed use facilities as CDBG eligible provided those

AOC

To minimize the administration of the program no new activities will be added to the
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facilities meet the federal CDBG requirements. While we recognize that these types of
facilities may be more complicated to manage, they may also be the most efficient way to
consolidate and manage programs and services to low and moderate income persons at
the local level. Is the restriction for funding mixed use facilities a HUD requirement or an IFA
requirement?

MWVCOG

CDBG program in 2011.

The restriction for funding mixed use facilities is an OBDD-IFA requirement.

| am writing to express my support to expand the CDBG category to allow Oregon Relief
Nurseries and other Early Childhood Programs to qualify for CDBG funding.

o Family Development
Center

o Oregon Department of
Corrections

o Winston Police
Department

o Oregon Association of
Relief Nurseries

o Myrtle Creek Police
Department

o Family Development
Center

| am writing in support of expanding the CDBG guidelines to include relief nurseries.

Representative Bentz

The very nature of Relief Nurseries, to not deny assistance to anyone, prohibits the facility
from qualifying for CDBG funding the services are not restricted to a specific geographic
area nor to a clientele which can meet the federal national objective of serving primarily
low and moderate income.

Relief Nurseries contain eligible and ineligible activities/service and are considered mixed
facilities which are not eligible for funding under Oregon’s MOD.

OBDD-IFA does not provide funding for the services provided from the facility, so
unfortunately these facilities simply do not qualify for assistance from the CDBG program
and will not be added to the MOD.

Our experience as Relief Nurseries in the past year is twofold: we are receiving an
increasing number of calls for help, and the intensity of services needed by families is
escalating. To continue meeting our mission of keeping children safe, we must increase our
support for families through more home visits, increased mental health services, parenting
classes, respite care, referrals to other community services, and “concrete goods” such as
food boxes, diapers, formula, and related items. The 2011-13 biennium will not be the time
to reduce services to the ever-increasing number of families in need.

Ms. Feldkamp

The current CDBG program does not provide funds for the provision of social services
associated with Family Development Centers, Oregon Relief Nurseries or mental health
treatment facilities. Therefore this is not one of the proposed changes to the 2011
program.

The funding change that the Oregon Business Development Department (OBDD) is
proposing will have a significantly negative impact on Josephine County, which has
depended on federal Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) dollars to fund
community facilities such as mental health and drug & alcohol treatment centers. CDBG is
one of the few grant resources available to fund facilities like these.

In 2006, Options became the Josephine County mental health provider and our staff grew
from 43 to 162. It was necessary to secure an additional facility to house the influx of new
programs and employees, as well as better serve our clients. A grant of $800,000 from
CDBG again allowed us to purchase and complete a 10,000 square foot facility. However,
more importantly, it provided seed money that enabled us to secure foundation grants and
individual contributions totaling more than 1.4 million dollars.

Once again, we are presented with a pressing need to expand our facilities to house
additional staff to serve more clients. (More than 11,000 individuals are eligible for our
services in Josephine County.) The current economic crisis is severely affecting Josephine

Josephine County Mental
Health Director

Mental health treatment facilities and drug and alcohol treatment centers will remain as
eligible activities under the CDBG program in 2011.

In reference to the Josephine County Options mental health facility, in 1994 OBDD-IFA
awarded the county a $600,000 CDBG grant to renovate a 65 year old school building. In
2006 OBDD-IFA awarded the county an $800,000 CDBG grant to purchase a 10,000
square foot facility that would serve 2,500 persons annually. Currently, the new proposed
project would not be eligible for funding until the federal five year continued period
(requirement) was expired on the existing facility. This grant was not administratively
closed by Josephine County until August 2007.

Under the State's CDBG program, public/community facility category eligibility is based
upon two items:

* The potential city/county grant recipient must be eligible to receive a CDBG
grant, which means that they must be meeting the age and expenditure requirements
identified in Chapter 2 of the 2010 Method of Distribution; and,
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County. The expanding unemployment rate has resulted in an increased need for mental
health services for children, adults and families in our community. We have located an
available building at the cost of $1,500,000 and we need an additional $400,000 to renovate
and furnish it. We approached both the City of Grants Pass and Josephine County and
were very disappointed to see the proposal that mental health facilities were specifically
excluded from this year's CDBG funding.

* The project itself must be eligible for funding and the five year continued use
requirement is tied to the CDBG assisted facility. In this case the proposed Options
project will not be eligible for funding until August 2012.

OBDD does not use CDBG funds to provide services within these facilities we only fund
the buildings themselves.

We oppose the new restriction in Chapter 10 of the proposed 2011 MOD which eliminated AOCMHP
CDBG funding eligibility for: mental health treatment facilities; transitional housing; shelters
or workshops for persons with disabilities; health clinics; and, drug and alcohol treatment
facilities.
GEODC

GEODC is not in support of eliminating the types of projects within the public/community
facilities category, specifically fire stations and health clinics.

We oppose certain project types from eligibility under the Public/Community Facilities
category, including mental health treatment facilities, transitional housing; shelters or
workshops for persons with disabilities; health clinics; drug and alcohol treatment facilities;
family resource centers; fire stations; community centers and libraries. While the
Infrastructure Finance Authority states that such projects are eligible for alternate funding
and or were rarely funded by the program in the past, several facilities within Deschutes
County and Central Oregon have qualified for funding. This change would severely restrict
the regions ability to construct facilities necessary to provide critical services to vulnerable
populations.

Deschutes County

AOC urges that the type of eligible community facilities should not be narrowed as proposed
in the 2011 MOD; rather we recommend that OBDD retain the types of community facilities
that were included in the 2010 MOD. CDBG is one of the few remaining grant resources to
help local governments fund important community facilities including shelters or workshops,
health clinics, family resource centers, fire stations and libraries.

AOC

We urge the Department to keep fund categories in place and use the experience of
regional organizations such as MCEDD that will work with local governments to prioritize,
leverage funds and vet projects that will meet requirements for CDBG funding.

MCHA
City of Cascade Locks
MCEDD

The Board and staff of Sunshine Industries have serious concerns about any changes to
the eligible categories presently listed in the CDBG MOD. We view all the eligible
categories as worthy uses of CDBG funds, including the homeless and the hungry.

Sunshine Industries

We urge OBDD-IFA to retain the allowable community facilities listed under the 2010 MOD.

Benton County
MWVMC

The League of Oregon Cities opposes the proposed restrictions that impede the flexibility in
the types of community facilities funded through CDBG

LoC

All of the community facility types proposed for elimination in 2011 will not be eliminated
from the CDBG program and will remain as eligible activities during 2011.
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GENERAL/ADMINISTRATIVE

COMMENT COMMENTOR STATE RESPONSE
OR AGENCY
Is it possible to add a sentence under No.3 of page 6-2 of the proposed 2011 MOD, which OBDD-IFA In the final 2011 MOD this section will include a new item (e) stating something to the effect as:
states that the conveyance and discussion of the required information (a-d) in the public Regional The final approved meeting minutes must record/document that items a-d above were addressed

meeting must be recorded in the minutes of meeting. As the correctness of the minutes of
meeting will be a great factor of the completeness of the application.

Coordinator

during the public meeting.

On page 2-1 in the proposed MOD, the second paragraph under the "ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS" reads:

"NOTE: HUD has invited Lane County to become a CDBG entitiement county. The State
non-entittement CDBG program cannot fund entitlement grantees with funds from the same
fiscal year in which the grantee will receive an entitlement grant. Thus, if Lane County
receives an entitlement grant in Fiscal Year (FY) 2011, the state cannot provide post FY
2010 State non-entitlement CDBG grants to Lane County."

Though the above paragraph is factual, Lane County has turned down the HUD invitation.
Lane County believes inclusion of the above paragraph will only cause confusion for the
entities in Lane County that are eligible to apply for CDBG funds in 2011. As evidence of
said confusion, the County has already been contacted by an eligible applicant who is now
not sure if they are eligible.

Lane County requests that the paragraph be removed from the proposed 2011 Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program Method of Distribution (MOD).

Lane County

Thank you for advising the state of the County’s decision. This will be removed from the 2011
Method of Distribution.

We do not agree with the proposed elimination of the Certified Main Street Facade OEDD

Program. SCOEDD
Benton County
LOC

The District does not support the elimination of the Certified Main Street Fagcade Program NEODD

because we believe it could be used for the benefit of communities in northeast Oregon.

The other area we object to being removed from the list of eligible projects is the Certified City of Amity

Main Street Facade program. As a community established in 1848, the City of Amity has
many older buildings and is currently an “Exploring Main Street” community.

Amity Downtown
Improvement Group

Please reconsider eliminating the Main Street Facade Program. The main street program is
an important opportunity that strengthens commercial district’ throughout Oregon, and
facade improvements are a major piece of neighborhood revitalization.

NEDCO

This category was first offered in 2008, and has not been utilized. The program was intended to

offer incentive to cities to complete the nationally certified “Main Street” program. The fagade
beautification project type does not meet the CDBG program’s refocus on health and safety

issues. The Certified Main Street Program will remain eliminated, as proposed, from the State’s

CDBG non-entitlement program in 2011.
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| just want to say that | agree with the elimination of the Certified Main Street Fagade
Program.

This comment was
received from 2

Thank you.

OBDD-IFA

Regional

Coordinator's
Funding a complex project with a combination of public and private funders is often OEDD Refer to pages 5-4, 5-7 and 7-9 of the current 2010 Method of Distribution where it states “...all
complicated and the timing when funding is committed is important. Most private lenders project funds necessary to complete the proposed project must be available and committed at
and many private foundations will only fund a project when other funds have been the time the application is received by the Department. If any funds are not committed, the
committed. Therefore, we do not agree with the requirement that all matching funds be applicant must provide clear and convincing evidence as part of the application showing that all
committed at the time of CDBG application. project funds, needed to complete the project will be secured within 4 months following the date
Requiring all match funds be committed at the time of CDBG application would be very CCD of grant contract execution or provide a back-up financing plan.”
difficult for many projects.
We do not support the proposal to require that all matching funds be fully committed priorto | CWCOG The language contained in the current 2010 Method of Distribution is clear, but many applicants

submitting an application.

Benton County

AOC recommends that the state continue to use the CDBG 2010 MOD language that
states: “If any funds are not committed, the applicant must provide clear and convincing
evidence as part of the application showing that all project funds, needed to complete the
project will be secured within 4 months following the date of grant contract execution.”

AOC

Deschutes County opposes further constraints to matching fund requirements.

Deschutes County

to the program could not secure their matching funds within 4 months after grant contract
execution, necessitating OBDD-IFA to tighten up the requirement and to eliminate the 4 month
period to secure matching funds.

OBDD-IFA is held accountable to HUD to have the CDBG funds expended in a timely manner.
HUD monitors the state for performance under this requirement; therefore the state must ensure
that CDBG funds are expended in an expedient manner to meet this requirement for the good of
the overall program.

Please refer to the exception which can be granted for this requirement contained on page 5-8 of
the proposed 2011 MOD.

My comment is for the first point on page 5-8 of the proposed 2011 MOD. | think that point OBDD-IFA The final 2011 MOD will be revised to reflect the following “...the CDBG Program and Policy

is too grey is it possible for us to make this a more defined? Regional Coordinators will conduct a thorough analysis and the OBDD-IFA Director may grant...”
Coordinator

We urge OBDD to maintain the current eligible activities and types of projects that can be CWCOG All the public works, community facilities, economic development and microenterprise assistance

funded through the CDBG program.

categories offered under the 2010 MOD, will remain during 2011. Only the Certified Main Street
Fagade Rehabilitation program will be discontinued in 2011.

All recent MOD’s state that when an eligible non-entitlement city or county applicant applies
for a project that will be located within the boundaries of a CDBG entitlement city or county
whose residents are also residents of the non-entitlement applicant (for example, Lane
County sponsoring a project to be physically located within the City of Eugene), eligible
project costs are limited to the estimated pro rate share of the project activity beneficiaries
who reside in the non-entitlement portion of the projects service area. As the City of Bend is
an entitlement city, this provision would appear to either limit prospective grant awards for
regional projects that may be located within city boundaries to considerably less than the
maximum grant amount allowed or require the County to raise matching funds equivalent to
the amount of the CDBG grant requested.

Deschutes County

The state of Oregon is prohibited from using State non-entitlement CDBG funds — which must
provide benefit to residents located in the non-entitlement areas of the state — to benefit person
residing in the entitlement cities and counties in the state. Any facility which will serve a
combination of non-entitlement and entitlement residents must assess the pro rata share of non-
entittement/entitlement residents that are served or will be served by the facility and the state’s
non-entitlement CDBG funds can only be used to pay the non-entitlement residents pro rata
share/benefit of that facility. If the non-entitiement benefit is less than the maximum grant amount
allowed for that type of facility, the lessor amount applies and becomes the maximum grant
allowed under the program.
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The MOD document states that CDBG funds can be used for the acquisition of facilities
needed to provide shelter or services to persons with special needs and that CDBG funds
may be used for property acquisition (including appraisal costs), clearance and disposition
by the city or county grant recipient. However, in recent discussions with OBDD-IFA, staff
indicated that CDBG funds cannot be used to retire debt and/or to pay for property currently
owned by a government agency this is acting as applicant for CDBG funds on behalf of a
qualifying non-governmental recipient. In the example under consideration, Deschutes
County could not apply for CDBG funds to enable Bethlehem Inn to purchase a site that
currently serves as an emergency homeless shelter because the county holds title to the

property.

Deschutes County

For the scenario described here is the analysis which was previously provided by OBDD-IFA to
Deschutes County.

The CDBG program is federally precluded from off-setting/replacing locally budgeted funds and
cannot be used to provide debt take out financing.

The scenario where Deschutes County holds title to the facility and land used for the homeless
shelter means that Deschutes County has already budgeted for and purchased the facility for the
homeless shelter. Deschutes County then requested to apply on behalf of the non-profit
“Bethlehem Inn" to purchase the homeless shelter from Deschutes County. This use of CDBG
funds is federally prohibited under the program, as it would offset locally budgeted funds and
incurred debt financing on behalf of Deschutes County.

The federal environmental regulations 58.22(a) have also been violated with the IGA between
Deschutes County and the City of Bend, as federal CDBG funds were committed/obligated for
this acquisition before the state issued the Release of Funds (ROF). The state is now federally
precluded from funding this acquisition at any time, regardless of the acquisition structure.

OBDD-IFA spent a great deal of time on various proposals for future CDBG funding involving
Bethlehem Inn. Unfortunately the state is precluded from awarding CDBG funds to Deschutes
County to reimburse Deschutes County for their previous acquisition indebtedness.
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We do not agree with the guideline that limits the ability of the jurisdiction to challenge
census data, at their own cost and discretion, to determine if the jurisdiction meets area-
wide low and moderate income requirements.

OEDD
CCD
CWCOG
MWVCOG
SCOEDD

HUD'’s Community Planning and Development Notice 05-06 does not allow the state to accept
income survey’s which are intended to challenge the census data. This is not a new requirement
under the program and cannot be modified by the state.

In accordance with this CPD notice, there are certain instances in which the state can approve of
an income survey and they are detailed on page 3-2 of the proposed 2011 Method of Distribution
and are summarized below:

Applicants for area wide benefit projects will have to use a special income survey in the following
situations:

a. Geographic area where beneficiaries live does not generally coincide with census
geography;

b. 2000 census data shows that 47.0% to 50.9% of the persons in an area are low and
moderate income but the applicant believes that local conditions have significantly changed
and current family incomes are lower than when the census was taken;

c. There is evidence that community income characteristics have changed significantly since
the 2000 census was taken. For example, a community with a substantial increase in
population and new housing construction since 2000 cannot be assumed to have the same
percentage of low and moderate-income persons. Significant is defined as 30% change in
growth (increase or decrease) from the date of the decennial census and the current
Portland State University (PSU) population estimate.

a. After the PSU annual estimates are released the Department will review the low and
moderate-income area-wide benefit eligible communities from the 2000 census data and
compare it against the PSU estimate.

b. The department will mail notices to affected communities, which will still be eligible to apply
under the current program year (2011) and will have until the next program year (2012) to
plan for, budget and conduct a new income survey.

c. If a new income survey has not been received, and approved by the department by the next
program year (2012), indicating the community is eligible under the low and moderate
income area-wide benefit, they will no longer be eligible to apply for area-wide benefit
projects.
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Because the process of repeating Hearing #1 to correct deficiencies can be costly and
delay a project proposal by 60 days or more, please consider revising the Citizen
Participation requirements in Chapter 6 to clarify and consolidate the list of elements that
must be addressed in the first public hearing in order for an application to be deemed
complete (as provided in email guidance by the CDBG PPC on April 7, 2010) by:

1)  Amending Section 3 - Required Information on page 6-2 to add this section
applies to the conduct of Hearing #1 and that the local government is required to
state where citizens can find more information about the entire CDBG program,;
and/or

2)  Amending the section called Hearing #1 on page 6-3 to add that during the first
hearing the local government must also furnish citizens with information about:
1) the CDBG program as a whole, including the amount of funds available; 2) the
range of activities that may be undertaken and, 3) where they can find more
information about the entire program.

OBDD-IFA -2
Regional
Coordinators

This information is contained on page 6-1 of the proposed 2011 Method of Distribution, where it
states:

State standard: Applicants must inform low and moderate income residents, and/or groups
which represent them, of the opportunity to apply for CDBG funds. The purpose of this effort is
to involve the residents in the identification of community development and housing needs,
including the needs of low income and moderate income families. The information shall include
the following, at a minimum:

a. The amount of funds available for proposed community development and housing activities;
b. The range of activities that may be undertaken; and

c. The location of additional information about the Oregon Community Development Block
Grant program.
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Review of the proposed Method of Distribution (MOD) has revealed, sadly, that in the year
2011 there will be no eligible activities that the City can undertake that will utilize CDBG
funding or expertise of IFA staff.

City of Grants Pass

There are several means by which a project can meet the federal national objective of primarily
benefitting low and moderate income persons. They are summarized below:

Area Wide - This first and easiest method is if the project is intended to only serve the residents
within a defined service area and that service area is comprised of 51% or more LMI persons.
Unfortunately, the City of Grants Pass is comprised of 45.9% LMI and would not be eligible to
apply for any project that would have to meet this criterion to qualify for funding.

Limited Clientele — A facility will meet this criterion if it serves a specific group of LMI persons,
which are 51% or more LMI based upon the collection of family size and income forms. Under
the proposed 2011 MOD, the city would qualify for a Head Start Center project.

Presumed Clientele — A facility that serves a clientele that are generally presumed to be low and
moderate income as determined by HUD, such as abused children, elderly persons, battered
spouses, homeless persons, severely disabled adults, illiterate adults, persons living with AIDS
and migrant farm workers. Under the proposed 2011 MOD the city would qualify for the following
project types: Shelters for Victims of Domestic Violence; Emergency/Homeless Shelters; and Full
Service Senior Centers.

Nature and Location — A facility of such a nature and be in such a location that it may be
concluded that the facility’s clientele will be primarily LMI. Under the proposed 2011 MOD the city
would qualify for a Food Bank project.

Housing Direct — Activities carried out for purpose or providing or improving permanent
residential structures which upon completion will be owned and occupied by LMI persons, in
accordance with this criterion, there must be 100% benefit to LMI persons. Under the proposed
2011 MOD the city would qualify for a housing rehabilitation project.

Note: All the public works, community facilities, economic development and microenterprise
assistance categories offered under the 2010 MOD, will remain during 2011. Only the Certified
Main Street Fagade Rehabilitation program will be discontinued in 2011.
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Another national objective, the prevention or elimination of slums and blight it noticeably
absent from the proposed 2011 MOD. The City understands the IFA’s desire to eliminate
activities and objectives that have been historically underutilized; however, it must be noted
that at no time in recent history has the Oregon CDBG program offered any eligible
activities that seek to advance this national objective.

City of Grants Pass

The CDBG program has two project types which recently qualified for funding under the slum and
blight national objective.

1) Brownfield Redevelopment — 2008 was the least year in which Brownfield Redevelopment
projects qualifying under the slum and blight national objective were eligible under the MOD.

This category was eliminated because the federally required five-year continued use requirement states
that the site must remain in the same use for five years after closeout of the grant between the recipient
and the state has been administratively closed. The continued use requirement is the biggest hurdle for
using CDBG as a financing tool for local communities. The site once cleared, must continue to meet the
federal national objective of spot slum and blight removal, meaning that the property cannot be converted
to another use during this time and must remain vacant. If the property is converted to another use,
during the five-year period, the new use must meet a federal national objective or the recipient must
repay the grant to the State. Diring 2004 through 2008, the state only funded two projects under this
category, one of which was having extreme difficulty meeting the federal five-year continued use
requirements.

2) Certified Main Street Fagade Rehabilitation — This category was first offered in 2008 and
projects under this category qualify for funding under the slum and blight national objective
under the MOD. This category was proposed for elimination in 2011, due to the fact that it
has not been utilized.

Rather than criticize the proposed MOD without offering any solutions, the City of Grants
Pass would like to suggest that the following revisions be made:

1)  Continue to focus on the elimination of slums and blight as a national objective that
will be met by activities funded by CDBG funds in Oregon;

2)  Work with non-entitlement communities to develop a schedule of eligible activities
that meet the objective of eliminating slums and blight

3) Rotate the schedule to create a rotating list of activities that are eligible from year —to-
year to meet the objective of eliminating slum and blight.

City of Grants Pass

To minimize the administration of the program no new activities will be added to the CDBG
program in 2011.

The proposal to completely eliminate one of the three eligible national objectives (aiding in
the prevention or elimination of slum or blight) further reduces policy objectives and eligible
projects for jurisdictions.

MWVCOG

For a project to be eligible for funding under the state’s program, the project must be eligible
under the MOD. Under the 2010 MOD, there is only one project type eligible for funding under
the slum and blight national objective, and that is the Certified Main Street Fagade Rehabilitation
program. This category was first offered in 2008 and was proposed for elimination in 2011, due
to the fact is has not been utilized. Since this was the last project type that qualified for funding
under the slum and blight national objective, and given the fact that it will be eliminated in 2011,
the proposed MOD was adjusted to reflect the fact that the state does not qualify any project for
funding under the slum and blight national objective.
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If the suggested rotating activity schedule is adopted, the City of Grants Pass also
suggests the IFA adopt a biyearly review period where interested parties may comment on
the implementation of the CDBG program.

City of Grants Pass

The State of Oregon’s non-entitlement CDBG currently has two opportunities for the public to
participate in the CDBG program:

1)  For two weeks in March of each year the Consolidated Annual Performance
Evaluation Report is made available for public comment; and,

2)  For 30 days in approximately September of each year the proposed MOD for the
following year is made available for public comment.

Assuming a stable quantity of Federal grant money, how does eliminating a few categories
reduce administrative costs to help balance our state budget? Might these changes just
increase administrative costs by encouraging hurried or incomplete applications? If the
changes suggested are designed to reduce administrative costs, please consider
deducting an additional percentage of a successful grant application to help cover these
costs.

Sunshine Industries

Here are the responses to the two questions and one comment:

1)  The state must match the 2% allowed under each annual CDBG appropriation for
State administration 1:1 with non-federal state funds. Currently the program cannot
operate within the 2% plus the states 1:1 match, and the state is overmatching the
federal funds, beyond the required minimum match, to operate the program. Any
reduction in the states administration of this program will help reduce use of state
resources that are currently providing the overmatch for this program’s administration.

2)  Please refer to Chapter 7 of the MOD. All applications must meet the minimum
criteria before they are funded. Hurried or incomplete applications are not funded by
the IFA.

3) Thisis not allowed under the state’s non-entitlement CDBG program.

Several sections of the MOD state “these grants are not considered design/build grants”. MWVCOG Design/build construction techniques have not been allowed under the CDBG program since
Please clarify whether design/build construction techniques are permitted. If proposed to 2007. These construction techniques, in and of themselves, conflict with the Federal

be ineligible under the MOD, we request this prohibition be eliminated. It should be the Environmental Regulations/Clearances and the Federal Davis Bacon Prevailing Wage Rates and
jurisdictions discretion to use design/build and whether they are eligible to meet state Provisions. Due to these serious regulatory conflicts, design/build construction techniques will not
procurement regulations. be allowed under the States non-entitlement CDBG program.

Before a decision is made to reduce the number and types of projects funded, we would Col-Pac EDD All of the project types, with the exception of the Certified Main Street Facade Rehabilitation

like to see the Department explore staffing efficiencies such as specialization in two-three Program proposed for elimination in 2011 will remain as eligible activities under the 2011 CDBG
project types, on-line training for project applicants/recipients, and working with Oregon’s program.

system of economic development districts to vet/review applications for completeness.

It appears that the proposed 2011 MOD calls for limiting project eligibility and raising the MWVMC All of the project types, with the exception of the Certified Main Street Facade Rehabilitation
maximum limit as ways to reduce IFA’s administration costs. While we recognize the state Program proposed for elimination in 2011 will remain as eligible activities under the 2011 CDBG
is facing a budget crisis, cities and counties are also facing the same budget challenges program.

and these proposed changes do not enhance our ability to meet identified community

needs and priorities. We believe more information should be provided to justify these The proposed maximum grant increases will remain as proposed during 2011.

proposed changes.

I recommend adding the brownfield redevelopment category back into the CDBG Method OBDD-IFA - To minimize the administration of the program no new activities will be added to the CDBG

of Distribution. Regional program in 2011.

Coordinator
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Page 2-8, add the word “new” before the bullet point that states “Emergency Projects...”
This would clarify that new Emergency Projects are not subject to any of the “Limits on
Applications” requirements.

Page 5-3 Contract Amendments-Should this section be revised to reflect the authority being
delegated to the OBDD IFA’s Regional Services Manager?

Page 5-9 Waiver paragraph. Should the waiver authority now rest with the Director of the
Infrastructure Finance Authority rather than the OBDD?

Pages 5-8 and 7-10, Readiness to Proceed section. If the matching funds are not in place
and an exception has not been requested/approved by OBDD prior to application
submission, | do not believe it will be necessary for the CDBG Program and Policy to
conduct a thorough analysis of anything. | would recommend removing this phrase from the
section.

Pages 5-8 and 7-10 Readiness to Proceed section. Is the entire Note paragraph needed
since it appears all matching funds, unless an exception is approved, must be in place at
time of application submittal.

Citizen Participation, ltem 5, Public Hearing, page 6-3-Final, approved, signed versions of
the first public hearing minutes is a required submittal with the CDBG application. If it is not
acceptable to consider this a threshold item, then we should state in the CDBG MOD that
applications submitted without the final, approved, signed version of the first public hearing
will not be accepted. The CDBG MOD should state that applications will be returned to the
applicant for submittal in a later quarter if this requirement is not met.

Step 3 (Application Submitted) page 7-3-Revise the first sentence to read, “The Department
will not accept and process incomplete applications.”

Page 7-13-Meeting a National Objective-Should the last sentence in the first paragraph
reference Chapter 3 rather than Chapter 5?

Page 9-8-Final Design and Construction paragraph. The last line of this paragraph seems
to have a word or two missing.

Page 9-9-Examples of project activities list. Change “Legal feed” to “Legal fees.”

Page 9-11-Environmental Review-Publishing flood plain notices, “should” or “must” be done
as part of the final engineering grant project?

Page 10-1-National Objective. Should the first sentence of the first paragraph read “one of
two” or be deleted entirely?

Page 15-1-Public Works Brownfield Redevelopment-I could be mistaken, but | believe this
project category was eliminated in 2009 rather than 2010.

Thank you for the detailed editorial review. These comments will be evaluated with appropriate
changes made in the final 2011 MOD.
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Abbreviations:

ACC
AOCMHP
CAT
CCD
CDBG
CHS
CPD
CWCOG
FTRN
GEODC
HAJC
HUD

LMI

LOC
MCEDD
MCHA
MERIT
MOD
MWVCDD
MWVCOG
MWVMC
NEDCO
NEOEDD
OBDD-IFA
OocccC
OEDD
OHCS
OMEN
OSBDCN
Polk CDC
RCC-SBDC
SCOEDD
ucbcC

Association of Oregon Counties

Association of Oregon Community Mental Health Progams
Community Action Team

Coos, Curry, Douglas Development Corporation
Community Development Block Grant

Community Housing Services

Community Planning Division

Cascades West Council of Governments

Family Tree Relief Nursery

Greater Eastern Oregon Development Corporation

Housing Authority of Jackson County

Housing and Urban Development

Low and Moderate Income

League of Oregon Cities

Mid-Columbia Economic Development District
Mid-Columbia Housing Authority

Microenterprise Resources, Initiatives & Training

Method of Distribution (Program Guidelines or Annual Action Plan)
Mid-Willamette Valley Community Development Partnership
Mid-Willamette Valley Council of Governments
Mid-Willamette Valley Mayors Coalition

Neighborhood Economic Development Corporation
Northeast Oregon Economic Development District

Oregon Business Development Department — Infrastructure Finance Authority
Oregon Coast Community College

Oregon Economic Development Districts

Oregon Housing and Community Services

Oregon Microenterprise Network

Oregon Small Business Development Center Network

Polk Community Development Corporation

Rogue Community College — Small Business Development Center
South Central Oregon Economic Development District
Umpqua Community Development Corporation
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PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
OCTOBER 13, 2010

A public hearing for the 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan and 2011 Action Plan was held
on Wednesday, October 13, 2010 in Room 202 at Oregon Business Development
Department, 775 Summer St NE, Salem.

The hearing began at 11 AM with staff members Gloria Zacharias, Mary Baker, and
Loren Shultz present.

No other persons were present.

Shultz opened the meeting with standard language and noted no citizens or partners
were in attendance.

The meeting was closed at 12:00 noon,

Loren Shultz
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10/5/2010

2011-2015

CONSOLIDATED PLAN, ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS, CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN & THE 2011 ACTION

PLAN

PUBLIC COMMENTS

COLSOLIDATED PLAN

COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

The Department of Human Services (DHS) Addictions and Mental Health (AMH) Division
supports the expansion of evidence-based Supported Employment programs rather than
sheltered workshops or enclaves for persons with psychiatric disabilities.

As part of Oregon’s Balance of State Consolidated Plan, when developing services for
individuals with psychiatric disabilities, it is suggested that resources available from the
Community Development Block Grant be utilized for development and expansion of
evidence-based Supported Employment programs rather than sheltered workshops or
enclaves.

DHS - Addictions and
Mental Health Division

The state’s CDBG program does not fund programs or services, the program funds the
construction of the physical buildings themselves that the programs are provided from within.
Thank you for the comment and as the state prioritizes the uses for the program we will keep
this perspective in mind.

Incomes should be set at 80% or at the discretion of the local agency.

Local CDC/CAP

Income limits are set federally.

Using the census to determine the Low/Mod Index rate determination for cities and counties
is not working. | recommended some other process to determine the numbers.

Local development
group

Oregon uses the most current census data plus any reliable data from more recent sources.
Unfortunately for much of rural Oregon, census is almost always the most current data.

ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS

COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

Oregon should submit a Fair Housing Plan document in addition to the outline contained in
the Analysis of Impediments.

Various staff

A FHAP will be submitted

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN

COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

No comments were submitted

ACTION PLAN
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COMMENT

COMMENTOR OR
AGENCY

STATE RESPONSE

No comments were submitted
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OHCS mailing list for the 2011-2015 Consolidated Plan and 2011 MOD and Action Plan Roundtables. OBDD
covered all balance of state cities, counties, ports, and economic development districts.

ACCESS
ACCESS
CAPECO
CAPECO
CAPECO

Cascade CDC John Maclnnis

CAT

CAT

Cocaan

Cocaan

Cocaan

Columbia Cascade
Community Connection
Community Connection
FHDC

FHDC

Hacienda CDC
Hacienda CDC

Lincoln CDC
Mainstream
Mainstream

Metro

Metro

North Bend PHA

NW Housing Alternatives
NW Housing Alternatives
Polk CDC

Rogue River CDC
UCAN

UCAN

UCAN

UCAN

Umpqua CDC

Umpqua CDC
Willamette NHS
Yambhill CDC

Umpqua CDC Karan Reed

Umpqua CDC Olympia Church

Umpqua CDC Lily Brislen

Umpqua CDC Mickey Beach

UCAN Andrea Romine
UCAN Jody Ahlstedt
UCAN Mike Fieldman
ACCESS Merry Hart
ACCESS Cindy Dyer
Coos Curry PHA

Coquille IHA Joseph Cook

cdyer@access-inc.org;

mhart@access-inc.org;

CAPECO Donna Kinnaman (dkinnaman@capeco-works.org);

CAPECO Paula Chavez (pchavez@capeco-works.org);

pbroker@capeco-works.org;

ccdl@bendcable.com;

ddubach@cat-team.orq;

rockyc@cat-team.org

melanieh@cocaan.org;

sharonm@cocaan.org;

ursulah@cocaan.org;

dpcchc@charter.net;

Community Connection Lynne Ewing (lynne@ccno.orq);

margaret@ccno.org;

(jaimearredondo@fhdc.orq):

robertojimenez@fhdc.orq;
Hacienda CDC Catherine (catherine@haciendacdc.org);
pferrari@haciendacdc.org;

david@lincolncdc.org
Mainstream Joyce Purvis (jpurvis@mhihomes.orq);

mfadich@mhihomes.orq;

Metro Eugene Michelle Smith (metropolitanaffl @qgwestoffice.net);

Metropolitan Affordable Housing Richard Herman (richardherman@gwestoffice.net);

nbeman@ccnbchas.org

NWHA Tam Gardner (gardner@nwhousing.orq);

mclennan@nwhousing.org;

rgrady@polkcdc.org;

Rogue River Sue Smith (smithscda@yahoo.com);

darlene.elliott@ucancap.org;

jody.ahlstedt@ucancap.org.;

UCAN Andrea Romine (andrea.romine@ucancap.orq);

mike.fieldman@ucancap.org

btamm@umpquacdc.org.;

Umpgua CDC Eric Harvey (eharvey@umpquacdc.orq);

jim.moorefield@w-nhs.org

Yamhillcdc Darrick Price (executivedirector@yamhillcdc.com);

kreed@umpquacdc.org

ochurch@umpquacdc.org

Ibrislen@umpquacdc.org

mbeach@umpquacdc.org

adrea.romine@ucancap.org

jody.ahlstedt@ucancap.org

mike.fieldman@ucancap.org

cdyer@access-inc.org
Coos-Curry PHA (kkowtko@halc.info);
josephcook@uci.net;

Coquille Indian Housing Authority sheldonchase@uci.net;
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mailto:jhw@winklercompanies.com�
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mailto:Rick.Crager@hcs.state.or.us�
mailto:wes.hare@cityofalbany.net�
mailto:dee.k.carlson@doj.state.or.us�
mailto:annick.benson@state.or.us�
mailto:kanderso@oda.state.or.us;�
mailto:tkemper@kempercollc.com�
mailto:mary.a.baker@biz.state.or.us�
mailto:stephen.fulton@ci.portland.or.us�
mailto:progop541@yahoo.com�
mailto:nbeman@ccnbchas.org�
mailto:jim.moorefield@w-nhs.org�
mailto:kreed@umpquacdc.org�
mailto:ochurch@umpquacdc.org�
mailto:lbrislen@umpquacdc.org�
mailto:mbeach@umpquacdc.org�
mailto:adrea.romine@ucancap.org�
mailto:jody.ahlstedt@ucancap.org�
mailto:mike.fieldman@ucancap.org�
mailto:cdyer@access-inc.org�
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Douglas Co. PHA
Housing Works
Housing Works
Housing Works
Housing Works
Housing Works
Housing Works
Jackson Co. PHA
Jackson Co. PHA
Jackson County PHA
Jackson County PHA
Jackson County PHA
Josephine Co. PHA Teresa Sanducci
Josephine County PHA
Klamath County PHA
Lane County PHA
Lincoln County PHA
Linn-Benton PHA
Linn-Benton PHA
Linn-Benton PHA
Malheur County PHA-Merlene Bourasa
MARHA Cherri Harp
MCHA

Mid-Columbia PHA
NE Oregon PHA

NE Oregon PHA
NOHA

Oregon PHAs
Portland PHA

Salem PHA

Um. Co. HA Don Skeen
Umatilla Co. PHA
Umatilla Co. PHA
West Valley PHA
West Valley PHA
Yamhill County PHA
Albany Partnerships
AOCDO

Ashland CLT

CASA

CASA

CASA

Community in Action-Barb Higinbotham

CORIL Glenn Van Cise

CSC Cindy Pratt

CSC Tom Clancey-Burns

E-Dev

EOAF

EOCMTC David Conant-Norville
EOCMTC Rob Teal

Douglas Co. PHA (telye@hadcor.orq);

ccook@corha.org;
Housing Works PHA (ccook@housing-works.orq);

Housing Works Christine Lewis (clewis@housing-works.orq);

Housing Works Keith Wooden (kwooden@housing-works.orq);

Housing Works KMO (kmanie@housing-works.orq);
tcox@corha.orq;

claire@hajc.net;

scott@haijc.net;

christine@hajc.net;

Jackson Co. PHA (scott@hajc.net);

Jackson County HA Betty McRoberts (betty@hajc.net);
teresa_jhcdc@charterinternet.com;

Josephine Co. PHA (teresa jhcdc@charterinternet.com);
Klamath Co. PHA (kha@klamathhousing.org);

Lane Co. PHA (dcummings@bhacsa.us);

Lincoln Co. PHA (kkowtko@bhalc.info);

Linn Benton PHA (mail@I-bha.orq);

mail@I-bha.org;

PHA Linn-Benton (mail@I-bha.orqg);
MWB@cableone.net

sharp@co.marion.or.us;

rubym@mid-columiahousingauthority.org

rubym@mid-columbiahousingauthority.org

NE Oregon HA Maggie LaMont (nemag@uwtc.net);
NE Oregon PHA (necha@uwitc.net);
carol@noha.org

Oregon PHAs (jennifer@nwpublicaffairs.com);
Portland PHA (webmaster@hapdx.orq);

Salem PHA (tfrazier@cityofsalem.net);

dons@uci.net;

Umatilla Co. PHA (ucha@uci.net);

Umatilla Co. PHA Stan Stradley (ucha@uci.net);
PHA West Valley (wvpha@wvpha.org);

West Valley HA Linda Jennings (liennings@wvpha.orq);
Yamhill Co. PHA (ehui@hayc.orq);
nancy@albanypartnership.org;

Oregon Opportunity Network Terrie (thendrickson@aocdo.orq);

ralph@creditcapitalllc.com:;

'charris@casaoforegon.org';

randalon@casaoforegon.org;

Claudia Casa (ccantu@casaoforegon.orq);

barb@communityinaction.info
aglennvc@coril.org;
cpratt@csc.gen.or.us;
tcburns@csc.gen.or.us;
winkler-riosS@lanecc.edu;

EOAF Sonja Hart (shart@eoaf.org);
drdocn@hotmail.com;

tealrlj@msn.com:;
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FHCO

HACSA Ann Rudy

Harney county CAP

Harney County Senior Ctr-Howard Weathers
Harney County Senior Ctr-Terri Williams
Harney/Malheur CAA Ann Lessar
HHOPE Laura Van Cleave

HIV Alliance

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

HPRP

Josephine Co. CDC

Klamath Basin Seniors Judy Crist
Klamath/Lake Community Action Services
KLCAS Donna Bowerman

LILA Jon West

MCCAC Jim Slusher

Mid Columbia CAA Margaret Davis
MWVCAA

Neigborhood Partnerships
Neighbor Impact

New Day Enterprises

OAN

OCDD

On-Track Rita De-Haan Sullivan
On-Track Shirley

Options

ORCCA

ORCCA John Huntsman

ORCCA Laurie Hall

Oregon Catholic Conf Robert J. Castagna
Oregon Cncl Dev. Dis

dhess@fhco.org;
ARudy@HACSA.us;
barb.hmcaa@live.com;

hweathers@hotmail.com;

ann.lessar@state.or.us
hcsebceb@centurytel.net
drvan@centurytel.net;

clientsvs1@hivalliance.org;

ferriolim@grantcounty-or.gov;

HPRP Angie Curtis (curtisar@jacksoncounty.org):;

HPRP Ann Lessar (Ann.Lessar@state.or.us);

HPRP Carmen Gentry (carmen@cchno.orq);

HPRP Chandra (chandra@unitedwayoflinncounty.org);

HPRP Dave Toler (bbc@co.josephine.or.us);

HPRP Deborah Young (uway@dcwisp.net);

HPRP Denise Swanson (dswanson@unitedwaymwv.org);

HPRP Floyd Courtain (fmcourtainl@aol.com);

HPRP George Sabol (gsabol@ccaservices.orq);

HPRP Heidi Ochsner (heidi.ochsner@co.hood-river.or.us);

HPRP Jennifer Moore (jennifer@unitedwayblc.org);
HPRP Kathy McBride (kathyMc@co.wasco.or.us);
HPRP Ken Wilhelm (info@deschutesunitedway.orq);

HPRP Kim Carnine (kcarnine@co.morrow.or.us);
HPRP Laurie at CCNO Baker City (laurie@ccno.org);
HPRP Lee Means (leem@yamhillcap.org);

HPRP Leroy Cabral (uwkb@cvc.net);

HPRP Linda Morrison (Imorrison@unitedwaylane.org);
HPRP Loni Debban (loni@mcoainfo.com);

HPRP Robert More (robertm@orcca.us);
communityaction@co.josephine.or.us
judycrs@yahoo.com;

kestes@co.klamath.or.us;

dbowman@klcas.org

lila@lilaoregon.orq;

js@mccac.com;
md@mccac.com;

campbellt@mwvcaa.org;
jbyrd@neighborhoodpartnerships.org
info@neighborimpact.org

zee@newdayenterprises.org
OAN Jeff Stone (jstone@oan.orq);

ocdd@ocdd.org;

rontrack@cybernetisp.net;

shirley_medford@hotmail.com;

jbryson@optionsonline.org;

chrislachner@hotmail.com;

jhuntsman@uci.net;
Ihall
rcastagna@archdpdx.org

uci.net;

Oregon Council on Dev. Disabilities (ocdd@ocdd.org);

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments

169


mailto:coxt@mwvcaa.org�
mailto:rod.hansen@or.usda.gov�
mailto:coahranee@burnspaiute-nsn.gov�
mailto:hcsebceb@centurytel.net�
mailto:scott.cooper@co.crook.or.us�
mailto:sharon@thenielsongroup.net�
mailto:gwaer@earthadvantage.org;�
mailto:Jeffrey.L.PUTERBAUGH@state.or.us�
mailto:jbyrd@neighborhoodpartnerships.org�
mailto:zee@newdayenterprises.org�

Oregon Food Bank

Oregon Food Bank

Oregon Hunger Relief Task Force
Oregon On

Oregon On

Oregon On

Siletz Tribe

Sisters Habitat

SOCO

St. Vincent de Paul
SWOCAC

Weathers, Harney Co Seniors Howard
Yamhill CAP

YCAP Harold Hagglund
YCAP Harold Hagglund
YCAP Kraig Ludwig

Ashland Comm. Land Trust
BBC Research

Burns Paiute

Burns Paiute

CADO

CAPO

City of Albany

City of Bend

City of Corvallis

City of Eugene

City of Medford

Clatsop CAA Cynthia Bullman
Confederated Tribes of Siletz
Coos Lower Umpqua Siuslaw
Coquille Tribe

Cowcreek Tribe

Cowcreek Tribe

Cowcreek Tribe

CSC Terry Weygandt

CTUIR

CTUIR

Dept. Ag Commodity Kris Anderson
DHS

DHS

DHS

DHS

DHS

DHS

DHS, seniors and disabled
Disability Rights

Grand Ronde Tribe

Grand Ronde Tribe

Grand Ronde Tribe

Grand Ronde Tribe

rbristol@oregonfoodbank.org;

srandolph@oregonfoodbank.org;

(Cathey@oregonON.org);
(ruth@oregonON.orq);

terrie@oregonon.org

yvonnel@ctsi.nsn.us;

East Cascade (sharlene@sistershabitat.org);

soco@cvc.net;

awilliams@svdp.us;

laurieh@swocac.orq;

hweathers@hotmail.com;
YCAP Lee Means (Lee@YCAP.info)

Harold@ConsultHH.com;
kludwig@onlinemac.com;

tom@bradleyprop.com
pippin@bbcresearch.com;

Burns Paiute Beth Coahran (coahranee@burnspaiute-nsn.gov);

kenton.dick@burnspaiute-nsn.gov;

jim@cado-oreqon.orq;

CAPO Tom Clancy-Burns (tom@caporegon.org);

wes.hare@cityofalbany.net;

Andrea Lindberg; (jlong@ci.bend.or.us);

Kent.Weiss@ci.corvallis.or.us;

Eugene Stephanie Jennings (stephanie.a.jennings@ci.eugene.or.us);

Lynette.ONeal@cityofmedford.org

manager@-ccaservices.orq;

dpigsley@msn.com;

ctn12804@mail.nw.centurytel,net

cit@uci.net
cmckinney@-cowcreek.com;

rdoan@cowcreek.com;

rmalone@cowcreek.com;

tweygandt@csc.gen.or.us;

BillTovey@ctuir.com;

BrookKristovich@ctuir.com;

kanderso@oda.state.or.us;
DSTRAHAN@DHS.STATE.OR.US;
robin.m.duval@state.or.us;

annick.benson@state.or.us;

james.neely@state.or.us

Judy.A.Murdza@state.or.us;
Jeffrey.L.PUTERBAUGH@state.or.us

james.d.toews@state.or.us;

Disability Rights Oregon Neisha Saxena (nsaxena@disabilityrightsoregon.org);

ron.hudson@grandronde.org;

terri.white@grandronde.org;

carina.ginter@grandronde.org;

cheryle.kennedy@grandronde.org;
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HOPWA

HOPWA

HOPWA

HOPWA

Klamath Tribes

Lake County Seniors Susie Cabhill
Lane Co HHS Stacie Grabo

Lane County Human Services Commission
Lane County Human Services Commission

Lane County Human Srvcs
LANHHS Steve Manela
LANHHS Steve Manela

Manufactured Home Owners Pat Schwoch

MWVCAA

MWVCAA

MWVCAA

MWVCAA

MWVCAA

OBDD

OBDD

RD

RD

RD

RD

Umatilla Con. Tribes

Warm Springs Tribe

IFA Becky Bryant

IFA Fumi Schaadt

CCD Eileen Ophus

FDC Charlene Strassu

IFA Gloria Zacharias

S-K CDC Scott Humpert
Bienstar Karen Shawcross
CARITAS Dennis Keenan
NEDCO

Salem-Keizer CDC

Housing Authorty of Yamhill Co.
CASA-Lisa Rogers

Neahcasa

Proud Ground Jessie Beason
Progressive Options Naomi Shadwick
Rogue Valley COG

Neighbor Impact Sharon Miller
Neilson Group

Oregon City and County Mgrs. Assn
Pioneer CDC-Holly Weimar
Rivera Development

St. Joseph's Shelter Sr. Terry Hall
St. Vincent de Paul

Sue Newstetter

HOPWA Donna Yutzy (Dyutzy@aol.com);
HOPWA Jill Snyder (Jill.F.Snyder@state.or.us):;
annick.benson@state.or.us;

victor.j.fox@state.or.us

roberta.sexton@klamathtribes.com;

susie.cahill@state.or.us
stacie.grabo@co.lane.or.us;
Lise.STUART@CO.Lane.OR.US;
lola.erwin@co.lane.or.us;

cheryl.dyer@co.lane.or.us;

Steve.Manela@co.lane.or.us;

steve.manela@co.lane.or.us;

ssdolphins@comcast.net;

caryc@mwvcaa.org;
cotej@mwvcaa.org;
coxt@mwyvcaa.org;

merryd@mwvcaa.org;

peltonr@mwvcaa.org;

OBDD Gloria Zacharias (zacharias.gloria@biz.state.or.us);

OBDD Mary Baker (mary.a.baker@biz.state.or.us);

barb.brandon@or.usda.gov
dianna.chappell@or.usda.gov
RD Rod Hanson (rod.hansen@or.usda.gov);

sherryl.gleason@or.usda.gov;

garyburke@umatilla.nsn.com

Warm Springs Lonnie James (lonnie@warmspringsprogress.net);

becky.a.bryant@state.or.us

fumi.schaadt@state.or.us

eophus@ccdbusiness.com

charlene@douglasesd.k12.or.us

gloria.zacharias@state.or.us

scott@salemkeizercdc.org
kshawcross@hdcnwo.org
dkeenan@catholiccharitiesoregon.org

Salem-Keizer CDC Chuck Fisher (chuck@salemkeizercdc.org);
mdavis@hayc.org

Irogers@casaoforegon.org

NeahCasa Kathleen Marvin (tcwrc2@oregoncoast.com);

jesse@proudground.org

progop541@yahoo.com;

RV Cog Craig Harper (charper@rvcog.orq);

sharonm@neighborimpact.org

Cheryl Lyons; sharon@thenielsongroup.net;

consultown@comecast.net;

pcdc@ncesd.k12.or.us
riveradevelopment@netzero.net;

sishelter@mtangel.net

SVdP Marcella Edmonds (svdp@crestviewcable.com);

(suenews@ortelco.net);
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Tillamook ED Christy Vail c.vail@edctc.com;

From: Annick BENSON [annick.benson@state.or.us]
Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2010 11:59 AM

To: hiv-cm-network@listsmart.osl.state.or.us

Cc: Loren Shultz

Subject: 2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan

Attachments: 2011-2016 Oregon Consolidated Plan .doc

Dear HIV Case Managers- | am sending this along to you because HOPWA funds are utilized to
partially fund the OHOP program. There is no action that | am asking you to take unless you are
interested in providing feedback to Oregon Housing and Community Services on our plan to utilize
these funds for rental assistance in the 2011-2015 funding cycle or if you have feedback regarding the
use of other housing funds as stated in the attached plan. Thank you, Annick

Good morning

My name is Loren Shultz and I'm contacting you on behalf of Oregon Business Development, Oregon
DHS, and Oregon Housing and Community Services.

Every five years Oregon creates a consolidated plan for use of the HOME, CDBG, HOPWA, and ESG
program funds. If you have an interest in or involvement with these programs, you are invited to a
roundtable discussion for future program use. The attached tri-fold brochure describes the programs
and discussion venues.

The roundtables are for preliminary discussion and input. A draft Consolidated Plan will be prepared
over the summer and there will be an official public comment period and public hearing in early fall.

If you know of others who may be interested in the roundtables, feel free to share this information.

If this has reached you in error, or you have no interest, please let me know and your name will be
removed from future distributions.

We use a multiple sender approach to promote maximum distribution, so you may receive more than
one notice. If so, please accept my apologies and let me know.

If you have other questions, please contact me.

Loren Shultz, Program Advisor
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There were no attendees at the Bend gathering.

There was a tape recorder malfunction at the Roseburg meeting. OHCS
followed up with each attendee to offer the opportunity for additional
input.

From: Loren Shultz
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2010 4:07 PM
To: ‘cdyer@access-inc.org'; 'mhart@access-inc.org'’; jody.ahlstedt@ucancap.org.’;

'UCAN Andrea Romine'; 'kreed@umpquacdc.org'’; ‘ochurch@umpquacdc.org’;
'Ibrislen@umpquacdc.org’; 'mbeach@umpquacdc.org’;
'mike.fieldman@ucancap.org'’; 'tloomis@ccdbusiness.com'; BRYANT Becky A,
SCHAADT Fumi; ‘eophus@ccdbusiness.com’; ‘charlene@douglasesd.k12.or.us’;
ZACHARIAS Gloria

Subject: ConPlan Roundtable in Roseburg

Good afternoon

Thank you for attending the Consolidated Plan Roundtable (May 5th) regarding HOME, CDBG, ESG
and HOPWA funding from HUD.

Regrettably there was a technical problem with the recorder. There is no tape of the comments
presented and subsequently there will be no transcript.

Please accept my most sincere and humble apologies for this unfortunate situation.

Fortunately, you can still provide input by mail, or e-mail, in summary or in detail as you wish. If you
took notes, | would be grateful for a copy. Anything received will be entered into the record and
considered as the preliminary ConPlan is composed over the next six weeks.

Please be reminded that the draft Consolidated Plan and 2011 Action Plan will be available for
comment and public hearing later this summer. However, due to structural changes related to internal
review, this will occur a few weeks earlier than described to you in Roseburg. You will get direct notice
by e-mail when dates have been finalized.

Again, please accept my apologies for this failure, the undocumented comments and effort from the
Roseburg meeting, and any additional burden of time this may impose.

Loren Shultz, Program Advisor

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
179



2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
180



ATTACHMENT 10

CERTIFICATIONS

In accordanee with the spplicable sainies and ibs regalations governing ke corsolidated plan regatatiors,
e Bate cestifies that:

AMirmathvely Furtier Pair Housing - The State will aMinesaively futher fid bosiog, which mens i
weill cundhaed an analysis of impedisnenes o Gir housing chosos within the staie, take sppropriale actases in
awerenme ihe effects of any Bespedime s identified droagh il pnalysis, and mairtain recuids peflecting
iset arealysis and actions in ihis ragard

Ani-ibplmeement smd Relocation Plan -« 1t will comply with the acquisition and TE ko BEGH TOSpRTTT AL
of ihe Unifoms Relocation Assisance axd Real Property Acguisition Polivies Foioof 1970, me amended, and
implementing regulations a1 49 CFR 24; amd it has in effect and is [ollowing  residonsial ksl sl et i i

aril felocation assisianes plas requined wnder sechion 1A} ol the Foomg, aed Cammisalny Daavelopmemni
Act ol 1974, as sroended, i ooanmstion wlih any activity st wity Famding mmder the CLED or BONHE

presgrams
Tireg Froe Workplace - 1t will ar will comsimue o provide a érug-fice warkplace by
1. Publishing & stiement eolifying employoe: Sa he ualiwful manmlziure, dsaibution,
dispensing, posseasion, of wse of 8 cantrolled sebsizmoe is prohibited b the grames’s winkplace
g specifying the actions thet will be lakes eprinst amphavess for viclalinn of such probiition
. Fstablishing an crgning deg-free awnroness progeass to infiorm emplayees abam «
i) Thes darrggers of drog sbuse in ihe workphos
fl=i) The gratee's policy of menksining @ drag-bea workplacs
1) Any wvailable dng comscksg, rehabilitation, and employee assishinc: PO ETRaTE, hd

61 The peaztics thal gy be imposed 1gan smployess foo dg abose violations szcuming
in Ea ookl aoes

1 Mpking it & sequirement that cach eazployee 1o be engaged (n the performance of the grant he
given a copy of the satement reguired by paragragd 1

4, Motidying, the wrrpeyee in the statemen sequired by paragraph | thet, &= & condition of
exnploymen wides the gram, the cmpleyee will -

(] Ahidle Ty the terms of fhe siatermn; and

() Potily the ssspployer in weriting oF s or ber comvictiom For & violstion of a crimifeal drug sane
cocurting i the workplace o bier fhan five calendar diys alter such convielion,

5 Wptify v, the agency in writing, withis ten caleedir days after receiving notlcs umder
,..:.-p-.guphd.:b:.ﬁwunuuplm or oiherwise peoeiving actual gotics of such conviciion,
Empdoyers of conviched employess must provide notice, inclaling pesition lith, to cvery gront
officer or cter designee on whise: prest activity the convicied employee was waking. unless the
Faderal spescy has designabed a cesitral point for the receipt of such noSices. Netios shall inchade
fha idertilication raushes(5) ol eech affecied grast

b Takiig e of The EaTlkring actons, wilhin 13 calendar days of tecelving reicg under
sobparagraph 4(b}, with respect to sy eployee who in o enmicied «
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{ap Taking appropriate peronel action sgaires soch an employes, upoto and inchding
D3 i i o
consisient with the requirgmests of g Behabilitytion st of 1973, a8 prended; or

k) Regring saech emplopes in garticipas saisfactorily in a drg alase isssmnce or
peliabdlinailion

mgram appeoved for such purposes by a Pederal, Stie, or local healih, law enforcement, or oiher

APpraprEis EEeTey;

T Mk & o] Tisfh e [ort 0 eol s i nuinlis & drag-fres onikplaze therepl imgpheme etk
of uiragrepls 1, 2.3, 4, 5 and 6.

Amdl-Labbyieg - To the best of the Ssale's krowledpe and baliof:

1 Wir Frafirial aappmapriaiend funds bove beem paid or widll e pabd, by oe on belall ol i toany persoi
fior ixflnencing or ehempiing o @fluence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of

Comgress, an officer or emplopes of Congress, o anemployes of a Mencher of Congress in
eomocion with the ausmding 6l any Faleral contracd, B making of any Federal grmd, g5
rreking of any Federal logs, (he estennp inks of any coopéntive agrecmend, and he sl nsiom,
coidingstion, renewal, arendeent, of modific i of any Federal coairece, grand, Joan, or
cooperalive agreemend

b ||':||-|_-, Tureds oiber than Fedessd apeenprissed Tumds have Boen gaid ar will B paid i any persas fo
rl:u:n-:ug_ o wtieiepiing 1o mfluence an officer or smployes of any apeney, o Member of
an officer or eenployer of Congress, or an employes of a kMember of Congress in
commechon with this Federal sontne), preet, [oan, or coopesativs apreement, il will somrgdete amd
mehanil Standanl Form-L1L, "D kiars Form e Repon Leblbegiong, ™ & eeiondance wilh it
ireaEbetiong; amdl

1 It will require that the lingmpe of pprapraphs | and I of fhe certificaton be inchuded in the awand
et R ol subareards al all ges (inelichsg subcontradts, subgraild, and conbriis wdis
granis, lnans, and conperative agreemenis) and dist all subrecipients shell centify end discloss
acoordingly.

Authoriey of Btabe — The subenkion of e eofeelileed plan & auihosbaed wnder St by and the S

pussciscs the legal anibosicy oo camy oul the programs wnder ihe conselidaisd ples for which i is seeking

fuielieg, in pceordance with applicable HUD regolations

Consistency with plan — The hausing activitien 1o b wraderiaken with CDRG, HOME, BE0, and 0PN A

Tunds are conaisiin wilh the smaiegle plan

Section 3 -~ Hwill comply wish section 3 of @ Howseg and Urhan Dvebopement sct of 1968, and
implomeriing repebition: a1 24 CFR Pan 125,

/ﬁA .r:fff: e
ﬁ;}ﬁ’mm-. mate

Infrastruceare Fiaasce Authorisy Direstor
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Sperific CIBG Certilbentions

The Sisge eenifies har

Citizen Partcipation == It is in full complismee znd foflowing a detesled citzen participetion plan that
sadisfies the requirements of 24 CFR 891,015 and cach wnit of grmeml local gnvamment thet meoies
pempiznen from the Slaie g or will be fallowing a detailend cttecn particpation plim that sisfics (e
eeipuirmends oF 14 CFR §5MEARS

Ceasulintion with Locnl Goversmends = [i hes or will comply with the following:

l. T has corsalied with alfected i of keal povemnicsl i the nansatitfemen) arca of @ Staig in
diser=raing the metkod of disiritetben of feding;

1. li engages in or will engage &= plasning for commmnity development activitics;

3 Trprovide s or wiill grovide echeacal axstance W unils ol local pevaromen! in comeeslion wilk
cosmninily develnpmeni programs; and

q. i wil? mok rebese &0 disicibise fends 0 any unit of geaored lkecal povernment on ke basis of the
particaiar chpie: activity sclasial by B il of gineral kel poveninscit b micel 18 commeniiy
developienl needs, cuocept that o Siste s ot prevenied fSmm esieblishing priorities in dsanibaling
frmading oan ihe bessis of dbe activities selecied

Locul Meeds IdonlEfcadion — [ will pequinge each upitof peseral kil povernment o b finded 1o identily
ilg cxisrmramly developesent and housing pecds, meladiag the needs of bw-ineoiee and ioderalz-incoms
farnilies, ead ihe eciiviiies oo be underiaken 1o meet these meeds.

Commmunidy Divelsgimes| Plan — 1z comsnlidated howsang sl commesty denclepssist plas nliatilies
ooy developiiest wnd hinsing needs ond specilies both ghari -5 nm and nng-Genm com mmiy
development obgzctives thol have been developed i socordamoe with the primary objectives of Title 1 of
the Heousing and Commumily Devclopreent Act of 1974, oz amended. (Soe 24 CFR 570.2 and 24 CRE pan

M)
Ulsc of Fands «= It has coesplied with the following oniternia:

1. Peba i Foasbio Prosgity, With respest o activatics cxpeciod do b asaisied wath CDEG fends,
it reBilies dvat i Fas developed s Action Flan & e e give nueisom lEsible prisity o
ctivities whkich benefil koo and modersie income families or aid o the preveniion o slisdnetion
nf slums or blight. The Action Flaas may aln include ectivilies which the prsive cerifies ane
designed to meat other commeity devrlopment needs having a particnlar wgency beomsa
cxizhing conditions pose 8 e ad omediie Baeeas i the bealth or welfEn: of fhe commenity,
wri] oty i ] Fesasddic 65 mre im0l evaskahle);

2 Crrezzll Bepef. The aggrepaie we of COHG funds molading section 108 guaramiesd loens during
programm yransh 2089, and 2011, (& perind epecified by i graeive consisting of oz, teo, o0
three specdfic comsenulive progrnn vears), skall pracgally kel porsore of e and modezais
ingome in 3 mannsr tal ensures Tt al least 0 percend of fhe amdst & eapeslal o acgivities
that henedil sueh peraens dering the desi gaaied perisd;

Speoial Asseserens. The siete willl sequirs weits of gereml bocal prvemmeat that receive CDERG
iunds fa certify do the odlowing

Ie weill ot anlesspl T reeoier amy capilad o of pahlic bspnecsas arasied wh CDHG Rinde
inzlnding Section 108 loan gnammend faaids by asessing amy amount against propzries owned
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anid cxcupied by persons of koo pad modenmie income, moleding eny lee charged or msewmen
made &= a condition of ohiaiming accrsx to such peblic improy emenis.

Hiweyar, N CEBEG funds ane ased io ey e progaiiion ofa e or axasidmenl that reladcd o the
cepam| cosis of pubhic improvemsenss (assisied @ pert with CIECG fonds) fieanced from other
T IR BCAITE £, B pemessR Tl o7 charpe mey be mede against the propesty with respect o ke
perhdic inpemvements Fngssd by 3 scaree other (than CDEIG B,

10 il ned simnesseged b ne2oser anmy cagiel cots of peblic improvemenls sagissed with CTERO famds,
including #ection 108, undess CIHMG funds are weed o pay the propedion of (b2 or e
aliritramable 1o the capial coatx of public weprovesemts financed froms other revenes scarces. In
fhes case, an prmsaren| or charpe may be made against the progeriy wiih respeci do dhe public
impedvemenia Medscsd by g esiife other than CTHG Tundk:. Also, in the cags of propenties. oemed
and eozugied by moderate-Income [wor lew-incoine] Remilies, e weesimenl o charge may bo
made agaiast the properiy for public impeovemnents [aaeced by o seurce ather than CIEG finds
il the urisdiction serlifies that it lacks CTHEIG funds %o covver the essassmeni.

Exressive Faree — 11 will pequine usdis of generl local goversssgest thal meceave CDECG Timeks e ceilfy that

they have pdophed ond e codorcimg:

1. A policy probobating the use of sxs e force by law endorcement agersies within s jarisdicion
apaingl any salivilnals eagiged b nos-viakenl @il righis diemon shaliong; and

2 A podiicy of enforcing applicable State and local lros agedest physically barring entreace io o xit
friovm a fagality or location which & tee sshjictof nich non-viokem <ivil righs dezsonsimtions
weithin it jemisdizion;

Comepliznce With Awmdi-tHseriminntiem lavws - The grani will be condected and admindsered in
sonformty with tille W1 of e Chal Pighes Act of 1064 (52 USC 20080, the Fair Housing At (42 UEC
601 -251 T, wad impleineining gl ation

Comsplience wirh Lavs = It will comply with applicotde laws.

DPFTIONAL CERTIF AT CINEG - Sebnil the fallowing cortifiestion ouly when ong or mage of
ike aptivities in ihe aeiion plas sre designed © meet clier commuminy developasent Beeds Taving &
panicular ergency as specified in 24 CFR $M0483(d)

The pravice Revcky sontifics that the Anmea] Plan inchudes ome or mope specifically sdentified

DG pssismed activites which s designed o meet other eomimasity develophiear ot kivisg a

pandcular urgency beczese existing comditions pose a serjous md immedisse threat ioihe bealth or welfae
of 1the commeesty sed other finanzial mesourees am not avashble to mee suoh needs.

/»ﬁ";j’hr Aﬂfm ‘;‘}/://" <

Indrasinaciee Fimemoe Autkorsy Direcior
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1. General

In accordance with the applicable statutes and the regulations governing the consolidated plan regulations, the State
certifies that: '

Affirmatively Further Fair Housing — The State will affirmatively further fair housing, which means it will conduct an
analysis of impediments to fair housing choice within the state, take appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any
impediments identified through that analysis, and maintain records reflecting that analysis and actions in this regard.

Anti-displacement and Relocation Plan - Tt will comply with the acquisition and relocation requirements ef the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, and implementing regulations at 49
CFR 24, and it has in effect and is following a residential antidisplacement and relocation assistance plan required under
section 104(d) of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, in connection with any activity
assisted with funding under the CDBG or HOME programs.

Drug Free Workplace — It will or will continue to provide a drug-free worlkplace by:

1. Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or
use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken
against employees for violation of such prohibition;

2. Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program to inform employe-es about -
(a} The dangers of drug abuse in the workpiace;
(b} The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
{c) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs; and
(d)  The penaltics that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occuring in the workplace;

3 Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the
statement required by paragraph 1;

4. Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph 1 that, as a condition of employment under the
grant, the employee will - :

{2} Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(b) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute
occurring in the workplace no later than five calendar days after such conviction;

3. Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph 4(b} from an
employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employees must
provide notice, including position title, to every grant officer or other designee on whose grant activity the
convicted employee was working, unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the receipt of such
notices. Notice shall include the identification number{s) of each affected grant;

6. Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph 4(h}, with
respect to any employee who is so convicted -

2011 Action Plan
1672872010 drafi
165
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{a) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and including termination
cansistent with the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

(b) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation
program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate

agency;

7. Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs 1,
2,3,4, 5and 6.

Anti-Lobbying — To the best of the State's knowledge and helief:

1. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of it, to any person for influencing
or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Cangress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the
making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and
the extension, continuation, renewal, atnendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement,

2. If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement, it will complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,"
in accordance with its instructions; and

3 It will require that the language of paragraphs | and 2 of this certification be included in the award documents for
all subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative
agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

Authority of State -~ The submission of the consolidated plan is authorized under State law and the State possesses the
legal authority to carry out the programs under the consolidated plan for which it is seeking funding, in accordance with
applicable HUD regulations.

Consisterncy with plan -- The housing activitics to be undertaken with CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA funds are
consigient with the strategic plan,

Section 3 - It will comply with section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, and me]emennng
regulations at 24 CFR

/MKZ M e 320

erced, Dﬁccﬁ : Date

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
187



STATE CERTIFICATIONE

In acondance with the spplicuble statules and the regulations grverning the comsolidated plam
Pegulations, the State cestifies that:

Afbrmestively Further Fair Hossing -- The State will afflemesively further fair hoosing, which means &2
will conduct & analysis of impediinents to fair housing, choice wilhin the =tate, lake appropriste sclionms
avprcame The effeers of any impedimeniz Memiled theough ihm gralysis, and malesais reconds reflecring
that amaly=is ard actions im this regard.

Antisdsplacement and Heloeation Plas << I will comply with the acquisition eod mlocation
requiremenis of the Linifors Relosalion Assisipnee sed Real Propeny Aequisiflon Palleles Act of 1070,
e amended, and insplementing regulstions ot 49 CFPR 24; and it bas in effect and &= following & residesdinl
afidisplacemant o ralocation assigianee plan requirsd sder section L040d) of dhe Housiog and
Cogmenonity Development Aot of 1974, as amended, in connection with mmy activity ssisted with fimding
e U T or FROME pioprasss,
Dirmg Free Workplace — 10 will ar will contine 10 provide a drog-free workplace by
l. Puhlishizgg a stalsment notifying employess fal the sl meeralietn:, distrilation,
dizpensing, presession, or wse of & controlied substance is prohibited in the gmmee’s workploce
amdl specifying e pctions that will B taken apsaerst corplovess for violwtlen of such proldbdicen;
2. Establishing an ongoimg dnip-fes awsnmess progriss B infoms ¢nployeds skl -
(Y] The dengrzns of drug abuse in The workplocs;
(b3 The graniee's policy of mesntmning & doog-fos workplecs;
(&} Any available drug oo ig. rohsbalialios, and eoployod 533160008 PPOETains; amd

[ The peraliizs thal may be impossd upon arployees for drug abese violaiions octurring
i ihe woi kplece;

3, kdaking it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performence of the grane be
piven a copy of the sistemen! recprinad by parapragh [

4. MNuotifying, e mmployee in the gatement reguired by pacageraph 1 1het, s a condiition of
employment under the grant, the emplowes will =

[EY] Ablde by the jemms of the stmiement; and

() Muotify tee camployer i wrlting of his or ber conviction for & violstion of 2 eriminal drog
stabste nocurring in the workplace mo Bber then five calemdar degs aflor goch convietion;

5. Bolifying the agenoy in writing, within 1on calensdar day= afer receiving notice wmder
sbparagraph dChi from an empdoees or otherwlse recel vieg, actuad rotice of such convicton.
Emplogers of convicled employess must prowide nolice, incnding position title, o evinyr gram

1
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aifiosr ar oiher designos on whaose gront activity the coovicied employes wes workisg, wnkess the
Foderal apency has deslgneed a centeal point for the receipl of such molices, Molice shall inclusde
ihe #entiflemion numben(s) of each affected grame;

Takirg ome of the fellowing setions, within 36 calendar days of receiving notice urdir
subpamagraph 4}, with respect to any employes whe & so convicted -

(] Taking sppeceprlnie personnel aclion apainst such an employes, bp Hoaed inclhading
tarmination, consistent wwith the requiremenis of 1he Refabiffinion Adt ol 1973, as
amendel;, o

ik Hogirg anch employee to panticipale satsloarly inoa dnoeg abuse gEstslance or
rehoibilimlios progras approved Tor such papesss by a Federal, State, or kocal heslsn,
lerew enbomzertseit, or olhar appropriale gEENCY;

Meking a good fxith effort in condinue 10 maintain & dnug-fres workplace through Implememtation
of paragsnpha 1,2, 5, 4, 5 i &,

amii-Lobbying -- Tothe best of the St kvwoodedge and boliol:

1=

Mo Fedeal spproprioed funds ko b pald or will be paid, by o on bedald of i, to any persass
for Influsncing or afterpiing (o nfbaence an offiver or cipdoyes of any ageeecy, a Meiosr af
Congrass, an alficer or smplayes of Conpress, of an smpdmsos ol'a telizm ber od Congress in
connectiom with the awemdivg of any Federal contrast, The waking of oy Foderal grant, she
makizg of any Federnl oan, the enmring Inbe of axy coopemalive sgresment, and tho extension,
contirmaiion, renewal, amesiment, or modificetion of any Federal contract, g, loan, o
cooparalive agresment

IT any Fasds other then Fedeml approprinied funds bove been pail o will bz paid o any pessot
for infbeencing or atempting 1o Influence an officer or employee of any agency, & Member of
Ciomgrss, am officer or employes of Congress, or an employee of # Mesher of Congress in
comneclion with this Federal comiract, grace, i, of cooperative agreeset, il will complete and
sebenil Szandand Fonm-LLL, "T¥sclosnne Form to Report Lobbying,” in seoordanoe with 953

s irocioms; e

It will require that the Banguages of pamgraphs | and 2 of this cenification be included in the
avverd documeses Tor all subawands & 8l licrs (ncluding sobconiriels, subgrants, and oostracs
under grants, koans, and cooperstive ngrecments) and thil sl subrecipients stall comily and
discloso accoedingly.

Aurhority of Siafe -- The setenission of the comsolidiial plan is authorized voder Stale Iwer and the
Staln poasiases fhe legal authority 10 carry o the prograss under he conscdideted plan for whach i€ s
sezkivg funding, in accordsses with applcable HUDE regiefatices.

Congisteney with plan — The hiusleg activities to be undemaken with CDEG, HOME, ESG, and
BICIPW A fisnad e e corsistent with e etepegle plan.
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Section 3 -~ It will comply with sectiomn 3 of the Howsing and Lirbos Developmens Act of 1968, amd
implemensing repulalioes at 24 CSFR Poor 1305

‘mﬂmciul K’D;!i' ==
Iiflzz.@ai.?@,u [
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3. Specific HOME Certifications

The State certifies that;
Tenant Based Rental Assistance -- IT it intends to provide tenani-based rental assistance:

The use of HOME funds for tenant-based rental assistance is an essential element of the State's consolidated plan.
Eligible Activities and Costs ~ It is using and will vse HOME funds for eligible activities and costs, as described in 24
CFR § 92,205 through §92.209 and that it is not using and will not use HOME funds for prohibited activities, as described
in §92.214, .
Appropriate Financial Assistance — Before committing any funds to a project, the State or its recipients will evaluate the

project in accordance with the guidelines that it adopts for this purpose and will not invest any more HOME funds in
combination with other Federal assistance than is necessary to provide affordable housing;

2

Victor Merced, Direct
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ESG Certification
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ATTACHMENT 11

Rural Oregon Continuum of Care Committee
Supported by staff of Oregon Housing and Community Services

The coordinating group for the Continuum of Care (CoC) planning process in
non-entitlement areas of Oregon is the Rural Oregon Continuum of Care (ROCC)
Board of Directors. Oregon Housing and Community Services (OHCS) currently
staffs the ROCC Steering Committee meetings, providing support staff to help
organize meetings and take minutes. The ROCC covers 26 rural counties in
Oregon. The Continuum is divided into the following 6 regions:

Region #1  Coos/Curry/Josephine/Douglas

Region #2 Klamath/Lake/Harney/Malheur

Region #3  Baker/Union/Wallowa/Grant

Region #4 Hood River/Wasco/Sherman/Gilliam/
Wheeler/Morrow/Umatilla

Region #5 Columbia/Clatsop/Tillamook/Y ambhill

Region #6 Lincoln/Benton/Linn

Each region has one representative that serves on the Board. Each of the 6
regions have various local planning groups comprised of Community Action
Agencies (CAA’s), other non-profit organizations, service providers, faith based
groups, grass roots organizations, tribes, local government, homeless & formerly
homeless, businesses, banks, neighborhood groups, housing developers, state
agency representatives, foundations & Housing Authorities. The local planning
processes vary slightly mainly due to the territory covered. The intent of the
regions is to combine those less populated areas with other areas that may be
able to provide technical assistance and cross boundaries in an effort to work
more effectively in providing housing and services to the homeless.

The remaining Board members seats are representatives from the following
areas which can be added to, or changed depending on participation:

Oregon Housing Opportunities in Partnership- DHS
Corrections

Oregon Housing and Community Services
Addictions & Mental Health — DHS

Housing Authorities

Veteran’s Administration
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Education
Law Enforcement
Employment
Homeless person or formerly Homeless person, and

e Members at large
The Board meets monthly and is responsible for planning and decision making
about the Continuum of Care process and in coordination with the State’s 10
year plan to End Homelessness. The Board also works under the direction of
the Governor’s Ending Homelessness Advisory Committee (EHAC). Monthly
meetings include updates on all homeless programs at the Federal, State and
Local level to encourage broad based participation and interest.

The Board has developed several sub committees to assist with various aspects
of the Continuum such as the CoC application process, HMIS issues, Point in
Time count, training issues and permanent housing oversight. In addition, the
Board is working on updating their goals and strategies and will make
amendments to this plan as rules for the implementation of the HEARTH Act
are published.

Key Tasks of the Board members are to:

e Recommend community standards for programs serving homeless
persons.

e Discuss gaps in services and brainstorm solutions.

e Approve members of the ROCC Evaluation Committee, that rank annual
projects for HUD McKinney-Vento funding.

e Ensure that funded projects are in alignment with the States 10-year plan.

e Works with applicants of McKinney-Vento funds to discuss viability of
projects and recommend changes to improve the State’s competitiveness
in the national competition.

e Offer providers and consumers an opportunity to hear about existing, new
and changing programs.

e Assist with local Continua to apply for HUD Continuum of Care (CoC)
Supportive Housing Program (SHP) funds.

e Share with the EHAC/ICHH any adopted initiatives for activities that are
related to preventing and ending homelessness.

e Ensure the use of HMIS in compliance with federal guidelines.

e Ensure the expansion of the network of supportive services and
development of economic opportunities
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ATTACHMENT 12

OREGON

2011-2015 HOPWA Formula Information
PLWHA= Persons Living With HIV/AIDS

Housing Needs Statement For Persons Living With HIV:

Homelessness, poverty, and hunger are extremely challenging conditions for anyone experiencing them, but for
people living with HIV/AIDS, these conditions can result in precipitous declines in physical and mental health
and increases in high-risk behaviors that can transmit HIV. Many people living with HIV/AIDS find themselves
in need of housing assistance and support services. Stable housing promotes improved health, sobriety or
decreased use of alcohol and illegal drugs, and, for some, a return to paid employment and productive social
activities.

The Oregon HIV Care and Treatment Program contracts with Program Design and Evaluation Services (PDES)
to assess the needs of PLWH/A (people living with HIV/AIDS) in Oregon and evaluate how well the current
HIV care system is addressing their needs. In the most recent study completed in 2005 key finding related to
housing included http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/needs/reports.shtml#needs :

e Housing-related help continued to be a priority need for PLWH/A, with roughly two in five clients
identifying a need for Ongoing Housing Help and two in five reporting a need for Emergency Assistance
with Rent or Utilities. A significant proportion of clients (26%) reported having been in unstable housing
situations in the past year, and one in seven (15%) had been homeless at some point in the past 2 years.
However, the gap in getting Ongoing Help with Housing appears to have decreased since the 2002 survey
(52% in 2002 vs. 38% in 2005).

e  Four percent (4%) reported being currently homeless.

e One in four (26%) had experienced one or more of the following ‘unstable housing situations’ as defined by
HOPWA in the past 12 months:

0 About one in six (18%) reported staying with friends or family temporarily,

0 6% had lived in places not meant for housing (like a car, abandoned building or outside), 6% had spent
time in jail or prison,

0 5% had lived in transitional housing or a treatment facility, and 3% had stayed in an emergency shelter
sometime during the past 12 months.

0 Both region and age were significantly associated with housing instability. Those who were younger
and those who lived in the Portland metro area were more likely to have had an unstable housing
situation in the past year. [needs assessment]

The 2005 Consumer Needs Assessment (Pickle, 2006) showed that PLWH/A with mental health needs were
significantly more likely to need ongoing help with housing (50% vs. 31%, p<.001). One in five Needs
Assessment respondents reported ongoing needs for both housing help and mental health counseling.
Predictably, homelessness was also significantly associated with mental health needs: 56% of recently homeless
PLWH reported mental health needs compared to 35% of housed PLWH (p<.001). Of the 39% of total
respondents who reported a need for mental health counseling, more than half reported that they did not receive
the needed counseling.

Most Oregon shelters and one-night counts do not keep data on the number of homeless people living with
HIV/AIDS, although homeless people are known to have added risk of HIV diagnosis. The U.S. homeless
population has an estimated median rate of HIV prevalence of at least three times higher—three percent versus
one percent—than the general population. HIV/AIDS requires a regular regimen of antiretroviral medications,
which may be difficult to administer under conditions of homelessness or in emergency shelters. Many people
living with HIV/AIDS may also be more susceptible to life-threatening infections if living on the street or in
unsanitary conditions.

2011-2015 Oregon Consolidated Plan Attachments
195


http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/needs/reports.shtml#needs�

Stable housing enables people living with HIV/AIDS to access and maintain life-saving medical care and
treatments. Compared to those who were in stable housing, homeless people living with HIV/AIDS experience
worse overall physical and mental health, are more likely to be hospitalized and use emergency rooms, and are
less likely to receive medical treatment. Stable housing is significantly correlated with treatment success.
http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/docs/OregonPlanFinal08.pdf

In addition, research indicates housing stability decreases the risk factors that can lead to HIV transmission. A
2006 study found that each prevented HIV infection saves $303,000 in lifetime medical costs.48 Compared to
the modest cost of providing housing for people living with HIV/AIDS, the cost savings from preventing HIV
transmission are substantial. [integration plan]

In a study released in 2007, researchers compared the costs of providing rental assistance, case management, and
related services to the treatment costs associated with new cases of HIV. The study found that if just one out of
every 19 clients receiving housing support avoided HIV transmission, the intervention would be cost-saving. The
housing intervention would be cost effective if it prevented one HIV transmission for every 64 clients.
[integration plan]

Currently, the HOPWA funded OHOP program maintains a wait list for long-term rental assistance in the
balance of state of approximately 60 people.

Urban vs. Rural issues:

There are three Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) grantees in Oregon: the State of
Oregon (which has both formula and competitive grants), the City of Portland (formula), and Our House of
Portland (competitive). Between these three sources, housing services are provided throughout the state of
Oregon.

Housing services in the Portland Transitional Grant Area (TGA) include permanent alcohol and drug-free
housing; housing with supportive services for clients with mental illness; permanent subsidized housing for
homeless PLWH/A; housing for homeless women through the Safety off the Street program; emergency housing
for youth; and transitional housing for formerly incarcerated clients.

Our House of Portland, a community provider, delivers a continuum of services covered by public and private
resources for advanced stage PLWH/A. Services include 24-hour specialized nursing and end of life care,
assisted living in adult care homes, and a neighborhood housing and care program that combines stable housing
with integrated in-home medical, occupational therapy, and social work services.

In a 2007 evaluation, nine out of ten PLWH/A enrolled in OHOP reported living situations that met the HUD
definition of stable housing (e.g. rental housing). Eight in ten clients (81%) said they were satisfied with their
current housing situation and 84% said that it had improved since they began participating in the OHOP
program. Ninety one percent of respondents rated the quality of OHOP services as good or excellent, and 83%
thought that having a Housing Coordinator had made it easier for them to access better housing. Responses to
open-ended questions echoed a high level of satisfaction and provided examples that emphasized increased
levels of safety and security and decreased levels of stress (Drach, 2008).

Furthermore, local case management evaluation data indicate that PLWH with mental health problems are often
unable to enter existing housing programs without additional, specialized case management support. Case
managers report evictions due to behavioral problems (e.g. schizophrenic clients disturbing neighbors by
repeatedly yelling at voices), which lead to destructive cycles of homelessness and disengagement with medical
care. Data also indicated that a client’s ability to stay adherent to HIV medicines was inextricably linked to both
housing stability and mental health treatment, for those who needed it (Drach, 2007). Though community mental
health systems exist throughout Oregon, these systems lack the resources to provide care to clients other than the
most acutely ill. Few, if any, of these systems combine behavioral health services in home-based settings with
affordable housing assistance and housing retention services, and none directly link those services with ongoing
HIV care. Housing and supportive case management provided through the HOPWA/SPNS-funded OHBHI grant
helps support clients with HIV, mental health problems, and ongoing housing needs.
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The Part B program also subsidizes housing needs that OHOP does not meet. In CY 2007, 161 clients received
562 housing-related payments at an average per client cost of $508 (Part B, 2008).

The 2005 Consumer Needs Assessment (Pickle, 2006) revealed a high level of unmet need for housing, even
among clients who were receiving support through HIV case management. One in four (26%) reported unstable
housing situations in the past 12 months, defined as living in places not meant for housing (like a car, abandoned
building or outside), staying in an emergency shelter, living in transitional housing or a treatment facility, being
in jail or prison, or staying temporarily with friends or family. Fifteen percent had been homeless in the past
year. Two in five case management clients reported a need for emergency assistance with rent or utilities.
Although unmet need remains high, the gap in getting ongoing help with housing appears to have decreased
since the 2002 survey (52% in 2002 vs. 38% in 2005).

PLWH/A living in the TGA consistently report greater housing needs than those in the Balance of State.
According to the 2005 Consumer Needs Assessment (Pickle, 2006), PLWH/A living in the Portland
metropolitan area were more likely to have experienced unstable housing in the past year (31%) than those living
in other parts of the state (19%). A full 40% of TGA clients reported they needed help with housing, while 27%
faced a service gap in rent and utility assistance. More recently, the 2007/2008 Medical Monitoring Program
(MMP) data show that 11% of PLWH/A in medical care statewide were homeless in the year preceding the
survey, including 13% from the TGA and 4% in the Balance of State (p=.04).

Part A service utilization data show that 20% of clients receiving Part A funded services in 2007 were non-
permanently housed. The Part A program provided housing services to a total of 485 clients in FY 2007/2008.
Part A funds continue to support a mix of both direct housing assistance (156 clients in FY 07/08) and support
services (357 in FY 07/08), which are used to leverage housing from other funding sources. Thirty substance
abuse treatment clients also lived in Part A-funded alcohol and drug-free housing while enrolled in outpatient
treatment. Women (18%) and racial/ethnic minorities (35%) were served in equal or greater proportion than their
representation in the TGA epidemic. Eighty three percent of ERA clients and 87% of client receiving rental
subsidies were still stably housed six months post-assistance.

Participants in community forums conducted in the TGA identified the lack of quality, stable housing as a barrier
to receiving HIV medical care. Participants also found there to be long waiting lists for housing, and strict
eligibility requirements that excluded individuals who may need housing the most, such as people with mental
illness, substance abuse and incarceration histories (McLaughlin, 2008).

The OHOP program currently maintains a wait list of approximately 50 eligible clients, and the primary provider
of HOPWA-funded services in the TGA has waitlisted or turned away more than 50 clients in the last year.

Transportation Needs Impact Housing Choices

Most Balance of State clients have fewer public transportation options and greater medical transportation needs.
In CY 2007, Part B provided Medical Transportation services to 311 clients (2,329 units, including gas
cards/vouchers, bus passes, taxi fare, or other special transportation payments) at an average per client cost of
$92 (Part B, 2008).

Almost half of HIV case management clients in 2005 (45%) reported a need for help with transportation to and
from medical appointments (Pickle, 2006). Fewer clients participating in the 2006/2007 MMP reported needing
help with medical transportation (24%, including 22% TGA vs. 28% BOS, p=.29, NS). However, the MMP only
sampled clients who had recently been in medical care (MMP, 2008).

MMP data indicate that about two thirds of PLWH/A statewide travel 30 minutes or less to access HIV medical
care, but these proportions vary significantly between the TGA and BOS (70% TGA vs. 48% BOS). Thirty
percent of PLWH/A in the Balance of State have one-way travel times to HIV medical care that exceed 90
minutes (Table 6) (MMP, 2008).
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Table 6: One-way travel times to access HIV care

One way travel to HIV care (time): TGA BOS Oregon <0.001
Less than 15 Minutes 18.4 18.3 18.4
15-30 Minutes 51.5 304 45.1
31-60 Minutes 21.5 7.8 17.3
61-90 Minutes 6.8 13.1 8.7
91-120 Minutes 0.6 14.5 4.8
More than 2 hours 1.2 15.9 5.7

The largest proportion of PLWH/A said they drive themselves to HIV-related medical appointments (48%), but
like distances traveled, mode of transportation varied significantly between the TGA and BOS (Table 7). For
example, 77% of BOS respondents use their own or someone else’s private vehicle to access medical care
compared to only 44% of TGA clients. Because of shorter distances and more transportation options, TGA
clients were far more likely than BOS clients to use public transportation (44% vs. 8%) or to walk (10% vs. 2%)
to medical appointments. Fifteen percent of PLWH/A statewide said it was either somewhat or very difficult for
them to get to HIV medical appointments (12% TGA vs. 23% BOS, p=.12, NS).

Table 7: Mode of travel to access HIV care

Mode of travel to HIV care: TGA BOS Oregon <0.001
Drive Myself 40% 67% 48%
Driven by Others 3% 11% 5%
Taxi/Hire Driver 0 3% 1%
Bus/Train 44% 8% 33%
Walk 10% 2% 7%
Other 4% 10% 6%

Emerging Service Populations with Special Needs

The SCSN Workgroup identified six populations that may have special service needs and/or are a growing part
of the local HIV/AIDS epidemic. These include PLWH/A who are: age 50 and older; foreign-born; women;
dually diagnosed with mental health and substance abuse issues; formerly incarcerated; and/or unstably housed.

PLWH/A Aged 50 Years or Older
The number of PLWH/A age 50 and older in the U.S. has increased 77% from 2001 to 2005, and now comprise
a quarter of all cases nationally. In Oregon, 27% of PLWH/A are aged 50 and older, including 21% of PLWH
and 31% of PLWA. (In addition, 45% of PLWA and 34% of PLWH are aged 40-49, representing the next wave
of older PLWH/A.)

Population increases within this age category are due to both the success of antiretroviral medications in treating
HIV/AIDS and increases in the number of persons aged 50 and older being diagnosed with HIV/AIDS for the
first time; about 1 in 6 PLWH/A diagnosed in 2006 (15%) were aged 50 or older.

PLWHY/A aged 50 and older face several unique challenges within their care. Many older people living with HIV
face serious co-morbid medical conditions, including cardiovascular disease, diabetes, certain cancers,
osteoporosis, and depression, which further complicates medical care and compromises quality of life. PLWH/A
that have been living with HIV/AIDS for long periods of time may begin to lose their motivation to continue to
follow drug treatment regimes, especially when these regimes come with negative side effects. Newly infected
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patients within this population are often diagnosed late: men and women diagnosed at aged 50 and older were
1.23 times more likely than 30-49 year olds to have AIDS within 12 months of their initial diagnosis. This
population also has higher rates of infection with drug resistant strains of the virus. In general, PLWH/A aged 50
and older are more socially isolated and report higher rates of depression and loneliness, poverty, housing
concerns, and poor nutrition. These issues are compounded by frequent losses of important social networks, as
partners and friends die of AIDS and aging-related illnesses.

Gaps in care that are unique to this patient population include social support groups targeted to their needs;
increased outreach, testing, and prevention services to decrease the rates of incidence within this population and
bring infected people into care as soon as possible; increased coordination with aging and disabilities services;
and increased access to specialists for treatment of conditions associated with aging. Additional needs of
PLWH/A aged 50 and older include case management, mental health services, housing assistance, transportation
and grocery assistance.

Foreign-Born PLWH/A
In 2006, 17% of newly diagnosed HIV infections in Oregon were foreign-born. Blacks accounted for 16% of
foreign-born cases diagnosed during 2006, compared to only 2% of non-foreign born cases. Fifty four percent of
all blacks, 69% of Hispanics, and 1% of whites newly diagnosed with HIV during 2006 were born outside of the
U.S. Foreign-born blacks with HIV diagnosed in 2006 were born in 5 different countries, while a majority of
HIV+ foreign-born Hispanics (94%) were born in Mexico. A higher proportion of foreign-born cases are female
(22% foreign-born vs. 8% US-born). Within foreign-born cases, African-born cases were more than three times
as likely to be female than those from Latin America (46% vs. 11%).

Many foreign-born PLWH/A reside in the Portland TGA. In June 2005, the Office of Refugee Resettlement
ranked Multnomah County sixth nationally in terms of concentration of refugees compared with the area’s
general population and the five-year new arrival rate. Between 1/1/2003 and 12/31/2006, 25 HIV+ refugees were
officially resettled to Oregon from oversees, and an additional 99 foreign-born individuals were diagnosed
within the TGA. Since 2003, more than 50% of all newly diagnosed HIV/AIDS cases among Blacks and
Hispanics in the TGA were foreign-born, and as of 12/31/06 approximately 42% of racial/ethnic minority
PLWH/A were foreign born.

Foreign-born PLWH/A face a number of unique challenges that create substantial barriers to accessing and
remaining in care. One of the largest barriers is language. Oregon providers do not have the resources to offer
their services in the native languages of all of their clients; this service gap is particularly acute outside of urban
areas. This challenge has increased dramatically over the past ten years as new waves of immigrants and
refugees have arrived. Language barriers are compounded when clients refuse translation services for fear of
being identified as HIV+ within their community. Cultural issues and health literacy levels present another
unique challenge to accessing care. Health education messages, patient instructions, and service delivery
methods must be tailored to be culturally competent and effective. Finally, immigrants and refugees face many
of the same challenges that other PLWH/A populations face, including poverty and lack of health insurance.

The barriers that immigrants and refugees face result in gaps in service, including translation/interpretation
services, culturally competent education materials and services, access to outpatient medical and oral health care,
case management and social supports, resources for prescription and over the counter medicines, and assistance
with transportation, housing, food, and other basic needs.

Women
As of December 31, 2006, women comprised 12% of PLWH/A statewide, including 10% of PLWH/A in the
Portland TGA and 19% in the Balance of State. Oregonians living with HIV are more likely to be female
compared to those living with AIDS. Among female PLWH/A statewide, the primary method of transmission is
heterosexual contact, accounting for 67% of new diagnoses, followed by IDU, accounting for 29% of newly
diagnosed cases. However, female PLWH/A outside of the Portland metropolitan area were more likely to report
IDU as the presumed transmission mode (29% vs. 22%).

The age-adjusted annual risk of death for female PLWH/A is 11 times higher than for Oregon women overall.
Women need accessible primary care providers who have specialized knowledge of HIV and women’s health, as
well as coordinated access to specialists for treatment of HIV related illnesses and common co-morbidities such
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as mental disorders and co-infection with hepatitis or STD. The higher proportion of female PLWH/A with
current or past history of IDU requires access to substance abuse treatment services, and may indicate greater
levels of poverty and/or social isolation. Case management services are particularly important for this population
to help coordinate care and keep clients engaged. Women need to receive HIV prevention and early intervention
messages in conjunction with their HIV care, and in places where they congregate. All services for female
PLWH/A must be gender and culturally appropriate, and childcare should be available to clients while they are
receiving other services.

According to We’re Listening: 2002 Survey for People Living with HIV and AIDS in Oregon (Dowler, 2003),
gaps and access to primary care are significant issues for female PLWH/A because they are less likely to have
health insurance, have higher poverty rates, and are likely to forego their own health care needs in favor of
children and other family members for whom they provide care. This study also reported proportionately higher
needs by women for psychosocial support services, referral services, emergency financial assistance, outpatient
substance abuse treatment, and child care. We’re Listening also indicates that women were more likely to need
emergency rent/utilities and housing assistance. Barriers to addressing these issues were most often related to
system capacity issues such as wait times and lack of knowledge about services.

The 2007 Part B HIV case management client satisfaction survey indicated that female PLWH/A are
significantly less satisfied with the overall quality of case management services than male PLWH/A. However,
there were no differences in satisfaction for seven specific aspects of case management services (e.g. respect,
privacy, access), suggesting that female clients may have service needs that are different from male clients and
that are not being addressed by the current HIV case management system.

Dual Diagnosis of Mental IlIness and Substance Abuse
No surveillance data are available on co-occurring HIV disease, substance abuse and mental health disorders.
However, national studies have identified a much higher HIV prevalence among people with serious mental
illnesses, such as schizophrenia and affective disorders, than among the general Medicaid population. An
analysis of Medicaid claims data in Oregon estimated that up to 46% of PLWH/A were treated for mental health
conditions, including depression, up to 30% have substance abuse issues, and up to 20% are affected by both.
The 2002 Consumer Needs Assessment (We Listened) found slightly higher numbers using a self-reported
measure, with 77% of surveyed PLWH/A in Oregon reporting a mental health issue in the last 12 months, 32%
reporting substance use issues in the last 12 months, and 25% reporting both. Injection drug use was the
presumed transmission risk in about 20% of prevalent male and 25% of prevalent female HIV cases.

Mental illness and substance abuse are common to all gender, race/ethnicity, age, and risk populations. Data
show that mental illness among PLWH/A in the TGA increased from 40% of the population in 2005 to 56% of
the population in 2006. The percentage of PLWH/A in the TGA with a dual diagnosis of mental illness and
substance abuse has increased from 21% in 2005 to 25% in 2006, but these numbers understate the prevalence of
substance use and abuse by PLWH/A with a mental illness, as substance use and abuse is not always diagnosed.
An analysis of 2006 service utilization data for mental health services and substance abuse services shows that
women, minority populations other than Hispanics, persons aged 20-44, and persons infected with HIV/AIDS
through heterosexual transmission have higher rates of mental health service utilization rates, and black,
Hispanic, and persons aged 20-44 have higher rates of substance abuse treatment services.

PLWH/A with mental illness and/or substance abuse diagnosis face multiple challenges to initiating, engaging
and remaining in care. For example, male PLWH/A with IDU transmission risk have a higher relative risk of late
diagnosis with HIV (e.g. progression to AIDS within 12 months of initial diagnosis) compared to those without
IDU history. Furthermore, PLWH/A with mental illness and substance abuse are more likely to experience
unemployment, homelessness, and poverty than the general population. For example, 2005 Needs Assessment
data show that PLWH/A with mental health needs were significantly more likely to need ongoing help with
housing (50% vs. 31%, p<.001).

One in five 2005 Needs Assessment respondents reported ongoing needs for both housing help and mental health
counseling. Predictably, homelessness was also significantly associated with mental health needs: 56% of
recently homeless PLWH reported mental health needs compared to 35% of housed PLWH (p<.001). Of the
39% of total respondents who reported a need for mental health counseling more than half reported that they did
not receive the needed counseling. This population also faces gaps in medical care, case management services,
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client advocacy services, culturally competent mental health services, substance abuse treatment services,
including out-patient and residential care, and basic needs like food, housing, and transportation. Finally,
PLWH/A with mental health and substance abuse issues also have higher rates of incarceration than other
PLWHY/A, with each episode of incarceration having the potential to interrupt their treatment for HIV disease.

People within this population require primary treatment by specialists who understand the dynamics of both
illnesses, and who are prepared to deal with their potential effects, particularly those related to drug interactions
that may create a higher mortality risk when combined with certain antiretroviral medications. Mental illness and
substance abuse can adversely affect the ability of PLWH/A to follow scheduled medical treatment and to adhere
to HIV drug treatment regimes. High levels of case monitoring and service coordination are required to reduce
the interference of psychiatric disorders, medications, and illegal drugs with HIV medical treatment. These
services, particularly mental health services, must be designed and delivered in a manner that is culturally
appropriate for ethnic and sexual minority populations. As both mental illness and substance abuse are chronic
conditions, access to appropriate services must be assured for extended periods of time, and treatment must be
adjusted to varying levels of acuity over time. Mental health and substance abuse treatment services must be able
to be accessed quickly in the case of an emergency, and must be coordinated with primary HIV care. However,
mental health and substance abuse providers do not have a systematic way of knowing the HIV status of their
clients, so unless clients disclose their own status, treatment in relation to HIV-specific issues is difficult.

Formerly Incarcerated PLWH/A
The formerly incarcerated population is another group that is disproportionately impacted by HIV/AIDS.
Reports from State and County correctional systems support national statistics that illustrate this disproportionate
impact. The Oregon Department of Corrections reports that 58 inmates self-identified as HIV+ during 2007, and
estimates that 1.2-1.8% of their incarcerated population is infected with HIV, up to four times the number of
those who self-identified. An analysis of population data for the State of Oregon shows that approximately
3.67/1,000 of the general population are incarcerated compared to 13.85/1,000 for PLWH/A.

In 2007, Multnomah County, the largest county in the TGA, had 710,025 residents and 24,447 unduplicated
bookings in its corrections systems (3.4% of the total population). The Corrections Health unit of the Multnomah
County Health Department reports treating 152 clients for HIV/AIDS within the County jail system during 2007.
Additionally, the HIV Health Services Center, the largest HIV primary care provider in the state, reports that in
2007, 6-9% of its patient population had a history of recent incarceration, and Cascade AIDS Project, one of the
largest HIV service organizations in the TGA, reports that of the 890 clients it served in 2007, 29% reported a
recent criminal history. Of those, 25% reported lack of insurance and 40% reported no income in a 2006 survey.
In addition, PLWH/A with criminal histories were almost three times as likely to report active or past substance
abuse (85% vs. 29%) and about twice as likely to report mental health issues (60% vs. 32%), compared to clients
without criminal histories.

Statewide, 14% of the MMP (non-incarcerated) sample was in jail, prison, or detention in past 12 months.
Fourteen additional MMP participants were interviewed in prison.

PLWHY/A with histories of incarceration often face several co-morbidities, including poverty, substance abuse,
and mental illness. They also face many unique challenges in accessing and remaining engaged in medical care
and support services. Ex-offenders have particular difficulty securing employment and stable housing due to the
stigma attached to being an ex-convict, landlord policies prohibiting criminal backgrounds, poor or nonexistent
credit, rental and employment histories, and lack of funds for deposits and rent. Lack of health insurance is also a
substantial challenge to accessing care. When entering the jail system, inmates are taken off of public insurance
programs, and upon release must go through a re-application process that can take over six months. Even with
insurance, lack of resources for co-payments results in barriers to care. Many former inmates also struggle with
active mental health and/or substance abuse issues and have limited family and community support systems in
place.

Unstably Housed PLWH/A
Homelessness is a major risk factor for HIV, and HIV is a major risk factor for homelessness. The prevalence of
HIV/AIDS is three to nine times higher among persons who are homeless or unstably housed compared with
persons with stable and adequate housing, depending upon the population and geographic area studied.
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Furthermore, up to 60 percent of all persons living with HIV/AIDS report a lifetime experience of homelessness
or housing instability (Aidala 2005, Culhane 2001).

Similar to other parts of the nation, housing for PLWH/A continues to be an area with high service needs and
gaps in Oregon and Clark County, Washington. A consumer needs assessment conducted in 2005 with PLWH/A
receiving case management services in Oregon revealed that one in four clients (26%) had experienced housing
instability in the preceding year, including living in places not meant for housing (e.g. car, outside), staying in
transitional housing, or doubling up with family and friends. PLWH/A living in the Portland metropolitan area
were more likely to have experienced unstable housing in the past year (31%) than those living in other parts of
the state (19%). Furthermore, although only 4% of surveyed clients were homeless at the time of the survey, 1 in
7 (15%) had been homeless in the past two years and 1 in 15 (6%) had been in a correctional facility in the past
year.

Housing status has profound implications for persons living with HIV/AIDS. Data from multiple studies suggest
that PLWH/A need stable housing in order to negotiate burecaucracies, file entitlement applications, keep
appointments, and access social and medical services. Stable, adequate housing has become especially critical
with the advent of highly active antiretroviral therapy (HAART) and its significant impact upon morbidity and
mortality. Inadequate housing is associated with inadequate health care, putting the homeless and marginally
housed at risk for poor health and clinical outcomes. Some physicians are reluctant to prescribe HAART to
homeless PLWH/A, fearing inconsistent adherence with consequent drug resistance.

Research indicates that homeless PLWH/A are more likely than stably housed PLWH/A to report a wide range
of negative health outcomes, including lower CD4 counts, less likelihood of undetectable viral loads, poorer self-
reported HAART adherence, and less likelihood of current treatment with HAART.

HIV Epidemiological Data:
http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/data/docs/livingOR.x1s
http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/data/docs/livingCounties.xls

Partner Agencies:
Oregon Department of Human Services

HIV Alliance

Eastern Oregon Center for Independent Living

Local County Health Departments (Clatsop, Tillamook, Lincoln, Polk, Marion, Linn, Douglas, Jackson, Hood
River, Wasco, Jefferson, Deschutes, Crook, Klamath)

Oregon Department of Corrections

Cascadia Behavioral Health

Cascade AIDS Project

Resources Utilized:

e Satisfaction with Housing Services Provided through the Oregon Housing Opportunities in Partnership
(OHOP) Program: Results from the 2007 Client Survey and 2008 Case Manager Interviews (Feb 2008)

e  We’re Still Listening: 2005 Needs Assessment for People Living with HIV/AIDS

Oregon Housing Opportunities in Partnership Program: Summary of Project Evaluation Design and
Findings (2005 Survey)

Oregon Balance of State HIV/AIDS Housing & Services Systems Integration Plan
Oregon Statewide Consolidated Coordinated Statement of Need (SCSN)
2009-2012 Oregon HIV/AIDS Services Comprehensive Plan

2008 Epidemiological Profile

Oregon Medical Monitoring Project, 2007-2008: Descriptions of Oregonians Receiving Medical Care for
HIV/AIDS (Year One Report on Interview Data, July 2009)

Monitoring and Evaluation Plan:
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The HIV Care and Treatment Program monitors the effectiveness of its housing services through external
evaluations (see information below) and annual on-site review processes.

The most recent program site review was conducted in May-June 2009. The results included recommendations
for general improvements but found the OHOP program to be in compliance with federal regulations and
program policies.

The Program contracts with Program Design and Evaluation Services (PDES) to conduct its client satisfaction
survey. The most recent survey was completed in February 2008:
Ihttp://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/docs/2008OHOPReport.pdf

P Satisfaction with Housing Services Provided through the Oregon Housing Opportunities in Partnership
(OHOP) Program: Results from the 2007 Client Survey and 2008 Case Manager Interviews (Feb 2008)

Short anonymous surveys were mailed to all clients receiving housing services funded through the Oregon
Housing Opportunities in Partnership (OHOP) program (n=91), in order to assess clients’ current living
situation, understanding of OHOP policies and procedures, satisfaction with OHOP services, and the impact of
the program on clients’ health and quality of life. Five HIV case managers from different regions of the state
were interviewed by phone to assess their experiences with recent changes in the OHOP program and to explore
their perceptions of how participation in the OHOP program affects their clients.

Results are based on 57/91 completed surveys (68% response rate, after correcting for undeliverable surveys).
Seventy percent of respondents were White, 74% were male, and 61% were between the ages of 35 to 49 years.
The regional distribution of survey respondents matched that of the program, with 23% of respondents from
Region 1 (Northwest), 37% from Region 2 (Central), 25% from Region 3 (Southern), and 16% from Region 4
(Eastern). One in four respondents (25%) were enrolled in OHOP through special programs targeting recently
incarcerated PLWH/A re-entering the community.

Highlights of the client survey include:

e Ninety percent of clients reported living situations that meet the HUD definition of stable housing (e.g.
rental housing). Eight in ten clients (81%) said they were satisfied with their current housing situation
and 84% said that it had improved since they began participating in the OHOP program. Ninety one
percent of respondents rated the quality of OHOP services as good or excellent, and 83% thought that
having a Housing Coordinator had made it easier for them to access better housing.

e Most clients reported being satisfied with seven specific aspects of OHOP services, with an average of
85% reporting satisfaction across all seven items. However, there was wide variation between items.
For example, 85% of respondents said they were “very satisfied” with the level of privacy with which
Housing Coordinators delivered OHOP services (and, notably, no one was dissatisfied with this service
area), while only 56% of respondents said they were “very satisfied” with the location and hours of the
Housing Coordinator’s services. The relatively low rating in this area may reflect the fact that four
OHOP Housing Coordinators, stationed in Eugene, Medford, Redmond, and Salem serve clients across
the entire 31 county Part B service area, which comprises the entire state of Oregon minus the Portland
metropolitan area.

e There were no significant differences in satisfaction with current living situation, overall quality of
OHOP services, or the seven aspects of OHOP customer service by gender, age, race/ethnicity, region
of residence, or length of time since HIV diagnosis.

e Nearly all clients (97%) agreed that their Housing Coordinator had clearly explained OHOP policies
and procedures to them when they started the program, and 94% felt they understood those policies and
procedures. A lower, but still substantial, proportion of OHOP clients (87%) said they thought the
OHORP policies were fair. However, fewer clients (69%) said they knew how to get more information
about OHOP policies and procedures if they needed it, which may be an area where the program could
improve communication. Still, 81% of clients said they knew who to talk with if they were unhappy
with the services they received through the OHOP program.

e Responses to open-ended questions echoed a high level of satisfaction. Most respondents said their
housing situation had improved since participating in the program, with examples that emphasized
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increased levels of safety and security and decreased levels of stress. Many OHOP participants said
they would not change a thing about the program, while others provided concrete suggestions for
improvement, including improving access to Housing Coordinators, improving various aspects of
customer service (e.g. decreasing staff turnover), providing more or different types of information, and
improving the amount of financial assistance provided and/or the housing stock available to OHOP
clients.

HIV case managers concurred that, from their perspective, the OHOP program has a “very positive” effect on
clients. They cited examples of decreased client stress, increased adherence to medications, more regular
doctors’ appointments, and increased life stability among participating clients. In addition, HIV case managers
reported high satisfaction with recent changes in the OHOP program, which they say have made it easier to serve
clients.

In addition to monitoring program services and satisfaction the program is committed to service integration to
assure ongoing access to housing and supportive services to assure long-term retention and stability for PLWHA
in Oregon. In 2008, the program contracted with Building Changes to conduct an HIV/AIDS housing and
services systems integration assessment (conducted between fall 2007 and spring 2008) providing an opportunity
for more than 60 community members to give input, discuss, and identify critical issues and strategies for
enhancing and integrating HIV/AIDS housing and services across the Oregon balance of state. The process was
guided by a Steering Committee that included a broad cross-section of representatives of State and city agencies,
nonprofit service providers, housing authorities, community action agencies, and a person living with
HIV/AIDS. Stakeholders from each of the four OHOP regions participated in the process, through interviews, a
survey, and/or Steering Committee membership. The Systems Integration Plan includes a summary of the OHOP
program as a regional HIV/AIDS resource; research on demographic patterns, HIV/AIDS epidemiology,
economic factors, housing and homelessness among people living with HIV/AIDS in Oregon’s balance of state;
and descriptions of key features of an array of interrelated housing and service systems across Oregon. Among
the key findings of this research is the great need for housing for people living with HIV/AIDS. Forty percent of
Oregonians with HIV need housing assistance, and a survey of Oregon service agency representatives cited the
lack of affordable housing as the number-one barrier to stability for Oregonians living with HIV/AIDS.
http://egov.oregon.gov/DHS/ph/hiv/services/docs/OregonPlanFinal08.pdf

HOPWA General Description In Oregon:

The federal Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) program provides funding, distributed by
both formula and competition, dedicated to the housing needs of people living with HIV/AIDS and their
families. In Oregon, HOPWA funds are allocated separately to the Portland Eligible Metropolitan Area
(EMA)—Clackamas, Columbia, Multnomah, Washington, and Yamhill Counties in Oregon, and Clark County,
Washington—and the rest of the state of Oregon (referred to as the “balance of state”). These two regions (metro
Portland and the balance of state) each receive a portion of HOPWA formula funding and may compete for
additional funding against other metropolitan and statewide regions defined by HUD.

The Oregon Department of Human Services, Public Health, HIV/STD/TB Section, HIV Care and Treatment
program (HIV Care and Treatment) has provided HOPWA-funded housing services in the balance of state
through the Oregon Housing Opportunities in Partnership (OHOP) program since 2002. OHOP is currently
funded by three grants from the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Housing Opportunities
for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) to include HOPWA Formula funds and two competitive HOPWA Special
Projects of National Significance (SPNS) grants. In 2006, HUD awarded funding for a SPNS project focused on
formerly incarcerated people living with HIV/AIDS. The Oregon Statewide Supportive Community Re-entry
(OSSCR) project is a statewide initiative that is administered in areas outside of the Portland metropolitan area
by OHOP (within the Portland area, OSSCR is administered by Cascade AIDS Project). Clients are referred by
Oregon Department of Corrections and local criminal justice agencies, and work closely with OHOP Housing
Coordinators and HIV Care and Treatment Case Managers to develop housing plans that are integrated with
other supportive service and community corrections plans. The OSSCR program includes TBRA funding for
approximately 55 clients per year, including 20 in the Portland EMA, and 35 throughout the rest of Oregon.

In 2007, Oregon was again successful in receiving a SPNS award for the new Oregon Housing and Behavioral
Health Initiative (OHBHI), which will serves people living with HIV/AIDS along the Interstate 5 corridor who
have co-occurring mental illness. Outside of the Portland EMA, OHOP Housing Coordinators provide housing
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services and Cascadia Behavioral Health will provides coordinated mental health and addictions services. (Inside
the Portland EMA, these services are provided by Cascade AIDS Project.) The OHBHI program includes TBRA
funding for about 35 clients per year:, including 24 in the balance of state and about an overall average of 11 in
the Portland EMA.

The OHOP program is designed to assist people living with HIV/AIDS in creating a
continuum of stable, sustainable housing. The Oregon Department of Human Services,
HIV Care and Treatment Program, directly administers OHOP in addition to the Ryan
White Part B Program. The goal of OHOP is to assist clients in achieving and
maintaining housing stability so as to avoid homelessness and improve their access to,
and engagement in, HIV care and treatment. OHOP is designed to act as a bridge to
long-term assistance programs, such as Section 8. OHOP primarily provides tenant based
rental assistance to low-income persons living with HIV/AIDS through rental subsidy
payments. Additionally, the OHOP program assists clients in locating and/or securing
suitable rental housing, identifying other related housing and community based resources
that may be available to clients, and providing housing information and referral to those
housing resources.

The OHOP program currently has a wait list in place. The wait list is prioritized based on
client housing need and the date of referral regardless of in which eligible county the
client resides.

Use of HOPWA Formula Funds

The HIV Care and Treatment Program has been a recipient of HOPWA Formula funds
since 2006 through contract with Oregon Housing and Community Services.

Since that time the OHOP program has utilized formula funds to provide tenant based
rental assistance, short term rent, mortgage, and utility assistance, and permanent
housing placement in the form of deposit assistance.

Throughout the 2011-2015 consolidated planning cycle the HIV Care and Treatment
Program will provide the following services based on an award of approximately
$350,114 annually:

Scattered Site Rental Assistance: 60 HH

Support Services- Permanent Housing Placement (application fees, credit checks and/or
deposit assistance): 15 HH

The program will not continue to fund Short Term Rent, Mortgage and Utility

Assistance (STRMU) due to the high demand for long-term rental assistance, the availability of Ryan White
supportive services funds and the implementation of the Homeless Prevention and Recovery Program funds
(HPRP) available at the local level.
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Outcomes:

HOPWA OUTCOMES MEASURES

Objective Decent Housing
Outcomes Affordability
Detailed Outcome Measures 5 Year Goal | Annual Goal
Number of duplicated households receiving HOPWA TBRA 300 60
Number of unduplicated households receiving Permanent Housing Placement
. . . 75 15
Services (in the form of deposits)
Total number of unduplicated households receiving HOPWA 108 60
assistance
Percent of households assisted with TBRA maintaining permanent housing 90% 90%
Number of households receiving support in conjunction with HOPWA-funded
housing assistance who have:
a) a housing plan for maintaining or establishing on-going residency 95% 95%
b) had contact with a case manager at least once in the last three months (or 100% 100%
consistent with schedule specified in their individualized service plan)
¢) have medical insurance coverage or medical assistance 90% 90%
d) obtained an income-producing job outside of DHS during the year 25% 25%
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