
 

Housing Workgroup Minutes 
 
DATE:   Thursday, August 8, 2019 
TIME:   1:30 PM – 3:00 PM 
LOCATION:  Joint Office of Homeless Services 

Conference Room 
721 SW Oak Street, Suite 100 
Portland, OR 97205 

ATTENDEES:  Joshua Bates, Nui Bezaire, Angela Donley, Sally Erickson, Shannah Knaup, Jessica 
Mathis, Andrés Oswil, Ian Slingerland, Paul Stark, Becky Straus, Matthew Tschabold 

MEETING DISCUSSION 
● Welcome & Introductions  

○ Joshua Bates, Joint Office of Homeless Services (JOHS), called the meeting to order. 
 

● Strategic Planning Update 
○ Joshua Bates discussed some of the key aspects of the feedback that resulted from the 

scoping sessions across A Home For Everyone (AHFE) and with key stakeholders in the 
spring. The key areas that surfaced were as follows: 
■ Engaging broad set of stakeholders. 
■ Leading a process that produces a plan with actionable items/steps. 
■ Propose and implement a governmental structure that works along with the plan. 
■ Proper facilitation for the intergovernmental discussion. 
■ Equity was prioritized in the scoping process. It can’t just be a goal of AHFE, but 

instead part of all processes, most especially strategic planning. AHFE represents a 
cross section of the community, and understanding that context of intersectionality 
for the activities of AHFE is important. 

■ Evaluating the data currently being collected, asking questions about what kinds of 
data should be gathered, and facilitating that process. 

○ Joshua shared that he was in-progress on comprehensively assessing the different 
available planners, consultants, and agencies available to the County, including 
discussing proposals. He projected completing this assessment period in the coming 
weeks, but stressed that the significance of the process necessitates a thoughtful and 
thorough selection. At the end of that selection process there will be an introductory 
period prior to starting the work itself. 

○ The strategic planning process is anticipated to last 9 to 12 months. After identifying the 
consultant, JOHS staff will collaborate with stakeholders and to map out the components 
of the process.  
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○ Members present did not have questions. Joshua thanked them for their time spent 
engaging with the scoping session. He uplifted that further workgroup engagement 
would be a key component of the process itself. 

 
● Moving On Initiative 

○ Nui Bezaire, JOHS, appeared before the workgroup to discuss the Moving On Initiative.  
○ Recently, JOHS and Home Forward were approached by the U.S. Department of 

Housing and Urban Development (HUD) to re-engage with a moving on style initiative or 
strategy in our Continuum of Care (CoC). Nui acknowledged that the region attempted 
this in 2015 and 2016, and did successfully move on some households during a pilot 
project. That being stated, there were some challenges at the time: 
■ Coordinated Access for Adults (CAA) was not yet up and running. 
■ Continued rental rate increases. 

○ As part of the approach, HUD is offering free technical assistance from the Corporation 
for Supportive Housing (CSH). 

○ The purpose of Moving On is to help free up Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH) 
resources and units for households that don’t necessarily need the services element. For 
a number of reasons, it’s in the best interests of households to move on into more 
independent living if they are seeking, capable, and willing. That transition frees up vital 
and limited assets for those in the most need of aid. 

○ Associated agencies are currently in the process of building a leadership team for that 
program, and seeking feedback to gauge interest in the initiative. Part of this will involve 
gathering feedback from the previous pilot attempt. 

○ There are active conversations with CSH about the fact that there aren’t spare housing 
choice vouchers available, and the use of other resources such as Long Term Rental 
Assistance (LTRA) is being considered. 

○ CSH has provided some initial guidance on how to actualize a Moving On initiative, 
starting by building a leadership team: 
■ So far, this includes agencies such as Cascadia Behavioral Health, Native American 

Rehabilitation Association (NARA), JOIN, El Programa Hispano Católico (EPHC), 
Care Oregon, and Central City Concern (CCC). 

■ The leadership team’s task will be to create an inventory of housing resources that 
exist currently in the County. 

■ Develop a strategy on how to assess who could be ready to move on, and why. 
■ CSH will provide trainings to leadership and providers part of implementing that 

strategy. 
○ Jessica Mathis, Bradley Angle, asked, “Would this initiative be inclusive of 

project-specific units?” 
■ Nui clarified that HUD and CSH are mostly looking at units under the Shelter Plus 

Care Program (S+C) as a resource that people would move on from. That said, it 
doesn’t need to remain limited to that. Hud and CSH are mostly looking at 
shelter+care as a resource people move on from, but it doesn’t have to be limited to 
that. 
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■ Jessica explained that, “If those DV units aren’t included or considered, my agency 
wouldn’t really want to or have a need to engage with this. We would if it was 
targeted at those units.” 

○ Ian Slingerland, Home Forward, added, "We have several hundred PSH units and could 
work now with the CAA list. Mainstream vouchers are allowable to have a move on 
preference. HUD hasn’t added any new housing choice vouchers, except for special 
projects. We earn more points for aligning with their preferences in housing strategies, 
and moving on is one that is included. This recent Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) 
awards points if you use CAA lists as the intake. We have to balance whether or not we 
prioritize moving on for people in PSH units.” 

○ Nui contributed further, “It could be that a move on strategy from PSH to independent 
living, or even from Rapid Rehousing (RRH) to PSH. All options with mainstream 
vouchers could be included, particularly those in RRH in most need.” 

○ Sally Erickson, JOHS, pointed out, “Sometimes providers recognize after someone is 
placed into RRH that they would better be served in PSH. It can be hard to determine, 
sometimes.”  

○ Nui continued, “Yes, and because of that there’s people that need extensive support in 
PSH.” 

○ Jessica acknowledged the pertinence, sharing, “I have a family in that kind of situation 
where each member has disabilities, and it’s not easy for them, between their housing 
and challenges with stabilizing.”  

○ In response to a question about data from the previous project, Ian provided some 
details, “Yes, we do have that data. As Nui said, it was a preference for housing choice 
program for those in S+C. The pilot was for up to 25 households for each of the years. 
We weren’t fully utilized in our S+C programs, so it didn’t make much sense to move 
people on. How the subsidies are determined can be another issue, because of payment 
standards with vouchers. Of the eight households placed via referral from Cascadia 
partners, seven are still housed three years later. The last person unfortunately has 
passed away since.” 

○ Nui concluded the discussion on Moving On by explaining the launch is planned to be in 
approximately three months.  

 
● Portland Housing Bond Update  

○ Nui took some time to provide a brief update on the Portland Housing Bond, explaining, 
“Portland Housing Bureau (PHB) has been moving forward steadily with the bond, and 
submitted their first solicitation this spring for about half of the available funds. 
Applications are currently being reviewed. In the next few years we’ll hopefully have a 
few hundreds more PSH units up and running.” 
■ The selected units for this initial solicitation were revealed since this discussion took 

place. Click here to read an Oregon Public Broadcasting article about that 
announcement by Mayor Wheeler’s office. 
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● 2019 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Presentation 
○ Sally Erickson and Paul Stark, JOHS, provided a synopsis of the key takeaways from 

this year’s PIT Count data. The discussion was largely derived from the executive 
summary of the report and this article on the AHFE website, which captures much of the 
same information. 
■ Click here to view the 2019 PIT Count report, available under “Data|Reports” on the 

AHFE website. 
○ Paul Stark provided a brief demonstration of the new digital dashboard that was 

developed by Steve Richard, Data Analyst at the JOHS, to help present this data.  
■ Click here to access the dashboard. Reading the instructions first is strongly 

recommended.  
■ The dashboard allows one to comparatively analyze the data based on population 

type, location, race & ethnicity, gender, age group, disability status, and condition 
type. 

■ Contact Steve Richard if you have questions about the report data and dashboard. 
 

● Fair Access In Renting (FAIR) Ordinance: Screening Criteria 
○ Andrés Oswill and Matthew Tschabold, PHB, appeared before the workgroup to speak 

about the recent ordinance passed by city council intended to help reduce housing 
discrimination and improve access to rental housing within the City of Portland. They 
provided an accompanying slideshow. 
■ Andrés explained that the ordinance has two components. One is regarding the 

application and screening process for rental housing, and the other is regarding 
security deposits. Andrés underscored that these affect only local landlord-tenant 
laws within the City of Portland. 

■ Separately, Andrés stressed that the language in their accompanying slideshow 
presentation is an interpretation, and that the code and law itself will ultimately have 
the most accurate language. 

○ The focus for this presentation was centered on the application and screening element, 
and specific local rules regarding that process: 
■ Noticing available units 
■ Application form requirements 
■ Identification requirements 
■ Accommodation and modification requests 
■ Screening fees 
■ Income requirements 
■ Application processing 
■ Screening criteria and process 

○ Sally asked, “Regarding modification requests, can a landlord deny requests that fall 
under compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)?” 
■ Andrés responded, “Technically they could, but it depends on whether the landlord 

determines the request to be an undue burden. They still have to follow federal law, 
and the tenant has the option to challenge that sort of denial. This code change gives 
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tenants a chance locally to request other modifications and not be denied based on 
those requests during screening.” 

○ Becky Straus, Oregon Law Center, commented,”The issue of screening barriers has 
been talked about as one of the major obstacles to homelessness work for a long time. 
Part of this ordinance is a reporting requirement on PHB to help get our heads around 
what aspects of this process are working, and what effect they are having on populations 
we are trying to serve. I see this as a big win.” 

○ Nui Bezaire, JOHS, asked, “I noticed that referrals from coordinated access systems are 
exempt, but I saw it also includes referrals from non-profits generally. Is there clarity on 
that?” 
■ Matt explained, “It’s not a blanket exemption, but rather conditional on a unit taking 

referrals from either coordinated access or highly vulnerable people referred from a 
nonprofit. Where we might modify the rule is how to determine what defines a 
high-need tenant, but it’s still being developed. That exemption is also only if there is 
a written referral agreement.” 

○ Jessica Mathis, Bradley Angle, asked, “ What does enforcement look like?” 
■ Matt explained, “Unit registration is enforced through the revenue division. Those 

payments are linked to tax filings of all rental owners. As for application screening, 
mandatory relocation, and security deposits, they are a private right of action.” 

○ Andrés concluded the presentation by noting that the rule making process is starting 
soon and the ordinance will be going into effect in March 2020. The ordinance was 
passed this year to give time for people to learn about the changes. They shared that 
PHB is contracting out some educational services to help with informing tenants, 
landlords, and agencies. 

○ They explained that a Request for Quotation (RFQ) to train on this topic and SB 608 is 
currently out.  

 
● General Updates & Announcements 

○ No updates were provided at this time. 

ACTION ITEMS 
ITEM  ASSIGNED 

1. None n/a 

NEXT MEETING 
October 10, 2019 
1:00 PM – 3:00 PM  
Joint Office of Homeless Services 
Conference Room 
721 SW Oak Street, Suite 100 
Portland, OR 97205 
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