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1. Demographic Summary
2. Geographic Analysis
3. Dissimilarity Index
4. Determinants of Segregation
5. Households in Assisted Housing
6. Publicly Supported Housing and Mobility Policies
7. Summary and next steps



Geography
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 Map of geography analyzed:

Presenter
Presentation Notes
HUD Fair Housing Tool Geographies:
Portland MSA – Multnomah, Clackamas, Washington, Columbia, Yamhill, Clark and Skamania
City of Portland
City of Gresham
Balance of Multnomah County – everywhere outside of the Portland and Gresham within Multnomah County.
Multnomah County



Protected Classes 

 Federally Protected Classes:
 race, color, national origin, religion, gender, familial 

status, and disability

 State Protected Classes Include
 marital status, source of income, sexual orientation 

including gender identity, and domestic violence 
victims.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Federally Protected Classes are covered in the HUD Fair Housing Tool.



DEMOGRAPHIC SUMMARY

5

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Data note:
Core data on Race and Ethnicity is taken from the HUD Fair Housing Data tool. 
The tool uses full count data where available. If the full count data was not available, the sample equivalent was used.



Total Population and Gender -
Regional
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
While Population across the region has steadily increased since 1990, the Gender distribution across jurisdictions has remained relatively constant at almost 50-50 split.
Oregon has seen a 36% increase in population from 1990 to 2010
Portland MSA has seen a 46% increase in population from 1990 to 2010




Total Population and Gender – Local 
Jurisdictions
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The local jurisdictions have seen similar increases in total population while maintaining an equal gender proportion
The largest increase in percentage terms was to the Balance of Multnomah County with a 73% increase
All jurisdictions saw significant percent increases: Multnomah County – 26%, Portland – 20%, Gresham – 47%.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Multnomah County has seen a 3% point decrease in the proportion of under 18 Population, which generally reflected across jurisdictions. With the exception of the Balance of Multnomah County where the under 18 portion of the population has increased.
Multnomah County and Portland have seen a reduction in the 65 and over population as percent of the population and in real terms. The other jurisdictions saw a slight increase in the population in percent terms.



Families with Children
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Region has seen a general decline since 2000 in the amount of families with children. The current percent of the population is currently similar to the current average across the nation. This was reflected in the earlier slide where the 18 and under population in general was on the decline.
The one exception is Gresham where even though the amount of families with children has decreased. It still remains above the national average.




Race and Ethnicity
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
In general, jurisdictions across the region are seeing an increase the non-white population as a percent of the population.
Hispanic Latino’s have seen the largest increases across the region as a proportion of the population and in percent change of the population.
The only Race/ethnicity seeing a decrease was the Native American, non-Hispanic with the largest decrease occurring in Portland. Though, this could be a product of the way this is measured.






Race and Ethnicity (Cont)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Gresham has seen the biggest increase in the non-white population since 1990 with a 24% point increase. 
Portland has seen a decrease in the proportion of non-white population from 16% in 1990 to 28% in 2010, a 12% point increase.
Portland was the only local jurisdiction to see a decrease in Native Americans by 1% point or a 16.74% percent change decrease.



Race and Ethnicity (Cont)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Balance of the County has seen some of the bigger changes to Race/Ethnicity population mix.
There has been a decrease in the White population and a corresponding increase in the non-white population with significant increases in Hispanic, Black/African American and Asian/Pacific Islander population.



National Origin and Limited English 
Proficiency (LEP)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Across the region, there has been an increase in the Foreign Born and Limited English Proficiency (LEP) population since 1990. The biggest increases over that time were seen in the areas outside of the City of Portland
Gresham has seen the largest percentage point increase at 12% point increase in the foreign born population and 11% increase in the LEP population.



Disability Status and Type
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Based on Census data, disability is hard to measure across time because the Census Bureau changed the definition of disabilities. Thus, the HUD tool does not include it in their trend data.
Across the region, the amount of people experiencing disabilities hovers between 3% and 4.5%. Gresham currently has the highest percentage of this population at 4.3% of the population.
The most common forms of disability in the region are cognitive and ambulatory disabilities.



GEOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
- Presentation of demographic data spatially
- Dot Density Map shows the aggregate distribution of these demographic phenomenon




Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map
Multnomah County, 2013

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Race/ethnicity
- Cluttered (1 Dot = 500 persons)
- Shows certain patterns after some contemplation
- Black population seem to be in the North and Northeast (including Gresham)
- Asian population in Central Southeast
- Hispanic population in the far Eastern and Southern
- White population – significant and spread out




National Origin (2013)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
National Origin
- Show the distribution of foreign born
- 1 Dot = 40 persons
- Most concentrated in North and Southeast




Limited English Proficiency Persons 
(2013)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Limited English Proficiency
- Reflects above distribution of race/ethnicity and national origin data
- Spanish spread out in the north, east and southern border areas




Geography
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 Racially/Ethnically-Concentrated Areas of Poverty 
(R/ECAP)

 How is a R/ECAP defined?
 R/ECAPS “must have a non-white population of 50 

percent or more.”
AND

 R/ECAPs have “a poverty rate that exceeds 40% or is 
3 times the average tract poverty rate for the 
metro/micro area, whichever threshold is lower”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
- Above dot maps show static display of the data
- To make it useful, two additional analyses have been carried out

Race/Ethnicty 
Non-white is based on “white non-Hispanic”.

Poverty
The Portland MSA typically experiences a 12% poverty rate. As of 2010, the Poverty rate was 10.9%, Thus, the poverty threshold for a tract to be considered a R/ECAP IS 32.8%.



R/ECAP
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Interesting current and historic patterns of segregation

Are there racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty in the City, County, or Gresham? What is the trend?

The R/ECAPs in 1990 were concentrated in Northeast Portland. Those tracts that qualified in as R/ECAPs expanded in 2010. This changed dramatically by 2010. Now, there are no R/ECAPs in Multnomah County.




Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map
Multnomah County, 2013

Presenter
Presentation Notes
R/ECAP (2013)
- Interestingly R/ECAP appears in 2013 data
- But in Gresham (Rockwood area)




Table. The percentage of racial/ethnic groups, families with children, 
and national origin (top 10) in the Jurisdiction and Region who reside in 
R/ECAPS (Tract 96.06)

Gresham/ Multnomah 
County

R/ECAP Race/Ethnicity # %
Total Population in R/ECAPs 5,567             

White 3,573             64.18%
Black 249                 4.47%
American Indian and Alaska Native 29                   0.52%
Asia 400                 7.19%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 190                 3.41%
Some other Race 876                 15.74%
Two or more Races 520                 9.34%
Hispanic or Latino 1,999             35.91%

R/ECAP Family Type
Total Families in R/ECAPs 1,183             

Families with Children 706                 59.68%

R/ECAP National Origin
Foreign Born 2,194             39.41%

Source: 2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates -DP02

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Demographic details (Tract 960.06)
- In addition to racial and poverty concentration, we see additional characteristic
- 60% families with children
- Major portion of them female head of household
- 40% foreign born



More than 50% Minority Concentrations in MC, 
2013 



Poverty Concentrations (More than 50% Poverty Rate), 
2013



DISSIMILARITY INDEX
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Dissimilarity Index

 Measure of segregation
 Measure how two groups are distributed differently 

within an area
 African American segregated from the rest of 

population or how foreign-born people are 
distributed differently from native-born people, etc

 Allows comparison between areas and over time
 Index varies from 0 to 100 (Fully Integrated to Fully 

Segregated)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
DI = ½ Σ Ι x - y Ι
X is the percentage of total population of x that is found in each area (in our case census tract)



Dissimilarity Index (1990 –2010)

Racial/Ethnic Dissimilarity 
Index Year Gresham Rating Portland Rating

Balance of 
Multnomah 

County Rating

Portland-
Vancouver-
Hillsboro 

MSA Rating

Non-White/White 1990 10.38 Low 33.54 Low 11.98 Low 28.76 Low
2000 22.02 Low 26.78 Low 21.44 Low 27.82 Low
2010 26.93 Low 31.39 Low 29.59 Low 31.79 Low

Black/White 1990 18.99 Low 65.23 High 22.32 Low 63.52 High
2000 22.05 Low 52.08 Moderate 30.18 Low 47.49 Moderate
2010 36.04 Low 45.96 Low 37.72 Low 48.59 Moderate

Hispanic/White 1990 17.96 Low 21.69 Low 18.64 Low 25.72 Low
2000 31.05 Low 29.78 Low 30.49 Low 34.24 Low
2010 30.96 Low 34.91 Low 35.47 Low 37.13 Low

Asian or Pacific Islander/White 1990 12.78 Low 21.82 Low 19.76 Low 31.31 Low
2000 18.74 Low 21.63 Low 25.23 Low 31.87 Low
2010 29.85 Low 32.17 Low 27.95 Low 38.00 Low

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Over all low segregation compared to major cities such as Chicago and Philadelphia
HUD Classification:
< 40 – Low
40 – 54 – Moderate
54 – High

However, one group stands out – Black compared to non-hispanic white shows moderate to high dissimilarity






Gresham and Portland (DI)

Racial/Ethnic 
Dissimilarity 

Index Year Gresham Rating Portland Rating

Black/White 1990 18.99 Low 65.23 High

2000 22.05 Low 52.08 Moderate

2010 36.04 Low 45.96 Low



DETERMINANTS OF 
SEGREGATION
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Determinants of R/ECAP and Segregation

 Political Factors
 Economic and Market Factors

 Increased rents
 Major private investments
 Income and employment changes
 Land use and zoning laws (minimum size lots, height limits, bedroom 

limits, etc.)

 Governmental Policies
 Urban renewal area and TIF policies, etc.

 Housing and Real Estate Practices
 Residential real estate steering etc
 Foreclosure patterns

 Regional and Demographic Changes

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Role of income and employment – Especially loss of middle income wages
People of color most affected
Unintended consequences of government policies (e.g. URA etc.)
	- URA and location policies
Regional and demographic changes
- Influx of younger people into Portland
- Increased female head of households
- Movement of certain minority groups to surrounding counties.




HOUSEHOLDS IN ASSISTED 
HOUSING
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Publicly Supported Housing
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 Housing provided for low-income people, 
subsidized by public funds:
 Traditional Public Housing Units
 Project Based Section 8 Units
 Other Multifamily Units
 Housing Choice Voucher Program



Publicly Supported Housing
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Portland Gresham Multnomah 
County

Total Housing 
Units 264,881 39,028 323,890

Publicly 
Supported 
Housing Units

12,351 1,747 14,479

% of Total Units 5% 4% 4%

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Of the three jurisdictions, Portland contains the largest proportion of affordable housing units followed by Multnomah County and Gresham.



Publicly Supported Housing
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Housing choice vouchers provide a significant amount of publicly supported housing for each jurisdiction. Sixty-eight percent of Gresham’s publicly supported housing units are housing choice vouchers, compared to 56% of publicly supported housing units in Portland and 58% of Multnomah County’s publicly supported housing units.




Public Housing Demographics
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Public Housing All:

This chart compares the demographics of households residing in public housing compared to the income eligible population in the three jurisdictions. Data for Native American households was not supplied by the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and will be provided at meeting #2 in a supplementary analysis. 

Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (865) served by publicly supported housing. White households make up 71% of extremely-low-income households and 50% of households served by publicly supported housing. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (520) of households served by publicly supported housing. Black households make up 12% of extremely-low-income households and 30% of households served in public housing.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the third greatest number (266) of households served by publicly supported housing. Hispanic households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 12% of households served in public housing.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (78) of households served by publicly supported housing. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 7% of extremely-low-income households and 5% of households served in public housing.




Public Housing Demographics: Gresham
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Public Housing Gresham:

The demographics of households residing in public housing in Gresham varies slightly from Portland and Multnomah County. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (67) served by publicly supported housing. White households make up 70% of extremely-low-income households and 40% of households served by publicly supported housing. 


Households identifying as Hispanic make up the second greatest number (59) of households served by publicly supported housing. Hispanic households make up 15% of extremely-low-income households and 36% of households served in public housing.

Households identifying as Black make up the third greatest number (28) of households served by publicly supported housing. Black households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 17% of households served in public housing.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (12) of households served by publicly supported housing. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 6% of extremely-low-income households and 7% of households served in public housing.




Project Based Section 8 Demographics:
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Project Based Section 8:

This chart compares the demographics of households residing in Project Based Section 8 housing compared to the income eligible population in the three jurisdictions. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (2,052) served by Project Based Section 8 housing. White households make up 71% of extremely-low-income households and 68% of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (506) of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. Black households make up 12% of extremely-low-income households and 17% of households served in Project Based Section 8 housing.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the third greatest number (358) of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 7% of extremely-low-income households and 12% of households served in Project Based Section 8 housing.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the smallest number (116) of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. Hispanic households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 4% of households served in Project Based Section 8 housing.






Project Based Section 8 Demographics: 
Gresham
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Project Based Section 8 Gresham:

This chart compares the demographics of households residing in Project Based Section 8 housing compared to the income eligible population in Gresham. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (225) served by Project Based Section 8 housing. White households make up 70% of extremely-low-income households and 81% of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (30) of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. Black households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 11% of households served in Project Based Section 8 housing.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the third greatest number (14) of households served by Project Based Section 8 housing. Hispanic households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 5% of households served in Project Based Section 8 housing.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (9) of households served by publicly supported housing. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 6% of extremely-low-income households and 3% of households served in public housing.




Other Multifamily Demographics
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Other Multifamily:

This chart compares the demographics of households residing in other Multifamily housing compared to the income eligible population in the three jurisdictions. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (380) served by other Multifamily housing. White households make up 71% of extremely-low-income households and 77% of households served by other Multifamily housing. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (84) of households served by other Multifamily housing. Black households make up 12% of extremely-low-income households and 17% of households served in other Multifamily housing.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the third greatest number (26) of households served by other Multifamily housing. Hispanic households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 5% of households served in other Multifamily housing.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (3) of households served by other Multifamily housing. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 7% of extremely-low-income households and 1% of households served in other Multifamily housing.








Housing Choice Voucher Program 
Demographics
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Housing Choice Voucher Program All:

This chart compares the demographics of households in the housing choice voucher program compared to the income eligible population in the three jurisdictions. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (4,612) served by the housing choice voucher program. White households make up 71% of extremely-low-income households and 54% of households served by the housing choice voucher program. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (2,691) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Black households make up 12% of extremely-low-income households and 32% of households served by the housing choice voucher program.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the third greatest number (796) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Hispanic households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 9% of households served by the housing choice voucher program.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (401) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 7% of extremely-low-income households and 5% of households served in the housing choice voucher program.







Housing Choice Voucher Program 
Demographics: Gresham
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Housing Choice Voucher Program Gresham:

This chart compares the demographics of households in the housing choice voucher program compared to the income eligible population in Gresham. Households identifying as White make up the greatest number of households (764) served by the housing choice voucher program. White households make up 70% of extremely-low-income households and 66% of households served by the housing choice voucher program. 

Households identifying as Black make up the second greatest number (294) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Black households make up 9% of extremely-low-income households and 25% of households served by the housing choice voucher program.

Households identifying as Hispanic make up the third greatest number (73) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Hispanic households make up 15% of extremely-low-income households and 6% of households served by the housing choice voucher program.

Households identifying as Asian or Pacific Islander make up the smallest number (22) of households served by the housing choice voucher program. Asian or Pacific Islander households make up 6% of extremely-low-income households and 2% of households served in other housing choice voucher program.








Disability by Public Housing Type
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Disability by Public Housing Type: All 

Fifty-nine percent of people with a disability are housed through the housing choice voucher program. Twenty-two percent of people with a disability are housed through Project-Based Section 8. Fifteen percent are housed through public housing and 4% are housed through other multifamily housing.



Summary and Next Steps: 
Meeting #2
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1. Housing location, problems and disproportionate 
housing need

2. Disability and Access
3. Indices(Indicators of Access to Opportunity)
4. Fair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure
5. Fair Housing Goals and Priorities
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