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ITHE CITY OF
FORTLAI{D

OREGOil
OFFICE OF

NEIGHAORHOOD
ASSOCTATTONS

MAFY PEOERSEN
COOROINATOR

I22OS,W, FIFTH AVE,
POBTLANO, OBEGON 97204

500/2tl8{519

Hemo to:

From:

Subject:

Cormunlty Development and Plannlng Corml ttees

Mary Pedersen

HCD Program

Enclosed is a draft of the rrlmplementatlon Crlterial for
the Housing and Conmun i ty Development Program. Thls draft
has been prepared by staff at the Portland Development
Commlssion for revlevl and comment by other staff members
and cltlzens active in the HCD process.

We are sendlng you the first 11 pages of the draft.
The 39 pages of the appendices are available at nelgh-
borhood offices, and they spcll out the descriptlon of
the programs and who Is responsible for them,

Your conments and suggestions should be returned to Ray
Bou,man at PDC (t7oo s. I./. 4th - 224-4800) as soon as they
are ready. lf posslble, we rvould llke to recelve coples
for the flle on Citizen Partlcipation.
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-OUTL I N E-

A COMMUI.IITY DEVELOPI'IENT PROGRAI4

lmplementat ion Criteria for Util ization of Housing E Cornmuni ty
Development Block Grants

l. GOAL: I'lAlNTAlN AND IHPROVE THE QUALITY 0F RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.

A. Criteria For Oesiqnatinq Neiqhborhoods for Conmunltv Develooment Assistance.

| . Ev i dence of ne ighborhood conrrn I tment.

2. Evidence of neighborhood vulnerability.

3. Cunpl iance with federal rules and regulations governing Corunun I ty
Development Block Grants.

B. Types of Residential Neiqhborhood Stabi lization Areas.

Stabl ilization strategy for predominantly single fanily, ovrner-
occupied res ident i al areas.

Stabi I ization strategy for predominantly multi-fami ly
residential areas.

3 Areas which are predominantl y residential but are in a
state of transition.

ll. GOAL: PRESERVE ANO ENHANCE THE COHIIERClAL ANO INDUSTRIAL AREAS.

A. Criteria for Desiqnatinq Special Pro tec t Areas for Conmunit v0eve I ooment

t

2

Ass i stance.

Types of Special Proiect Areas.
;

I

t

t

i
l

2

3

B
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Conrnerci al Di stricts.

lndustrial /Economic Oevelopment Areas.

Areas which are predominantly non-residential that are
of transition,

Surnmary of Project Activities and Program Budget.

Synops is of lmplementation Programs.

Glossary.

a
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A CONI,IUN ITY DEVELOPHENT PROGRAH

l. GOAL; P,AINTAIN AND IMPROVE THE QUALITY 0F RESIDENTIAL NEIGHB0RHO0DS.

A. Criteria for Oesiqnatinq Neiqhbo rhoods for Community Oevelopment
Assistance.

l. Evidence of neighborhood comrni tment.

a There is an identifiable, organlzed and representative neigh-
borhood association with a comonalty of interests among its
res i den ts.

Neighborhoods must request technical assistance in plannlng
re I ated matters.

3

b

c Neighborhood planning assistance has (or will): a) identified
physical, economlc and soclal problems, b) identlfied needs
and prlorltles and c) suggested solutions and potential resources.

2

d. There is a specific neighborhood conrnitment to particlpate in
and assist with both the planning and project implementation
P roces s.

Evidence of ncighborhood vulnerabil ity.

a. Oeclining housing conditions and values.

b. Substandard and bl ighted housing.

c. lncreasing turnover in ownersh ip and/or occupancy.

d. lnsufficient lncome to maintain property.

e. Social /economic instabil ity.

f. Unstable condl tions caused by changes ln land use and zoning.

S. Declining physical facilities and services of neighborhood.

h. Peripheral forces having a negative effect on the area.

i. Special or extenuat ing circumstances.

Compliance with Federal rules and regulatlons governing Conmunity
Development Block Grants.

Enphasis is on the developnent of viable urban cormunit ies, especial ly
for persons of low and moderate income, whlch is compatible with the
fol lorving objectives i

i,:
[r ----."t
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a. Provision of decent housing arrd a suitable llving environment.

opportunities.b. Expand ing econom i c

c. El imination and prevention of slums and blight.

d El imination of conditions detrlmental to health, safety, and
welfare through code enforcement, demol ition, rehabi I itation
and related activi ties.

Conservat ion and expansion of housing stock.

cormunity se rv i ces.Expansion and improvement of

Better arrangement of residential, commercial , industrial ,
recreatlonal and othcr needed activity centers.

lncreasing the diversity and vltality of neighborhoods by
reducing isolation of i ncome greups.

Restoration and preservation of properties for historic,
archltectural or esthetic reasons.

B Tvoes of Res ident i al Neiqhborhood Stabil ization Areas

l. Stabil ization strategy for those portions of Conmunity Development
Areas where housing is predorninantly s inql e-f ami ly owner-occupied
wlth the emphasis on rehabil itation, retention, and upgrading of such
hou s i ng.

Programs to be utilized in implementing this strategy are housing
assistance (DPL, 312, PlL, Oemolition Loan Fund, Housing Recycle
Program and administration of an Occupancy Permit Program), and
public improvements (local street improvernents, street trees and
I ighting, publ ic uti I ities, traffic signals and intersection improve-
ments, parks and open space, and other related facilities).

e

f

I

h

'r-7
ii.-3

a Oesignate boundaries of ttrehabil itation arearr where:

l) structures are predoninantl y designed as single-fanily
dwel I ings containing one owner occupant househol d.

2) There is appropriate zoning for single-family housing re-
hab progran (R5/A2.51.

3) The conditlon of individual
tation ls economical ly and

structures is such that rehabll i-
s t ructu ral ly feas ibl e.

4) The factors of ernployment, property values and household
income are sufficient to make rehabi I itation and main-
tenance feasible on both an individual and overal I basis.

+lnl
-2-
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b

5) There are a minimum number of blighted structures
needing removal.

6) Units needing upgrading are primarily owner-occupied
because of the voluntary nature of the rehabilltation
loan programs.

7) Community facil ities (school s, transportation, parks,
shopping) are adequate or can be improved to support
rehab i I itation efforts.

8) Peripheral forces wlll not have a negative effect upon
stabi I ization efforts.

9) Nelghborhood assoclation supports and actively partici-
pates in the program, 1.e., clean-ups, volunteer efforts,
dissemination of informatlon and special projects.

Efforts within an identified rehabil itation area will be con-
centrated initially in an area(s) where maximum results can
be real ized. This entails the selection of an rrimpact area"
whe re :

t) Condition of
for a rea.

structures are average to above average

-)

";3

2) Compl imentary project improvements can be undertaken
(street repair, beautification, I ighting).

3) lnterest, individual household income and/or equity are
sufficient to qual ify for rehabi I itation programs as
determined by canvassing of property owners.

4) The size of the impact area(s) is limited in order to lend
itself to a geographic identity which maximizes total
improvements and serves as a model where change is notice-
able.

5) lmpact area(s) should be feasible for subsequent expan-
sion. Selection of other impact areas may also be under-
taken at a later date.

6) Residents outside of specifical ly des ignated impact areas
who are within the rehabil itation area and wish to parti-
cipate will be asslsted on a fi rst-come, fi rst-serve basis.

A
-3-



c. lmplementation Process and Roles.

aior Funct ions Role Respons ibi I ities

l) Compi le and analyze physical, socio-
economic, and neighborhood condi tions
data: identify potential rehab area
boundaries and impact aree (s ) .

2) Review data and staff findlngs and
recommendat ions : establ ish lnitial rehab
area boundary and prel lminary impact
area(s).

3) Sample survey of rehab area and systematlc
canvass of prel iminary impact area.

t+) Review survey and canvassing results and
determlne both rehab and impact area(s)
boundaries.

5) Establish rehab area boundary and authorize
the undertaking of assistance programs.

6) Concentrated marketing of rehab program and
related project improvements in impact area(s);
inform residents in bal ance of rehab area
of progran avai I ab i I ity.

Ne i ghborhood Associations/
OPD

PDC

Ne i ghborhood Assoc i at ions/
OPD

Cl ty Counci I

PDC

Homeonwer/PDC/Eureau of
Buildi ngs,/8ui lding Con-
t ractor

Property Uwner/Ne i ghborhood
Assoc i at ions/PD C/Appropr iate
City Bureaus and Departments

Bureau of
PDC

Pl ann ing/

7)

8)

Qual ify appl icants for
initiate and undertake
compl iance to code and

Design, let contracts,
improvements (streets,
ups, e tc. )

rehab assistance;
improvements, certlfy
contract.

and undertake project
trees, I ighting, clean-

2.

,i

l

[,
E-'I
6.-, )
Ep-ryI
Lrfl

Stabil ization strategy for those portions of Conrnun ity Development areas
where housing is predominantly multi-family with emphasis on rehab, up-
grading and conversion to multi-family housing.

Prograns to be utilized in implement ing this strategy are houslng assist-
ance (Conrmerci al /Res idential Loan, Jl2 Loan for three or more units in a
structure, Demol ition Loan Fund, CHL) and public improvements (local street
improvements, street trees and I ighting, publ ic uti lities, traffic signals
and intersection improvements, parks and open space, real estate acquisition,
disposition and relocation and related facil ities).

Oesignate boundaries of multl-family rehabilitation area where:

l) Structures are predomin6ntly designed for multi-family occupancy.

a

-4-



2') Existing single-family dwel I ings have been or are being con-
verted to mul ti-faml ly occuparrcy.

3) There is appropriate zoning for nrulti-family rehab Program
(A2. 5, Ar ) .

4) The condition of individual structures is such that rehabil i-
tation is economically and structurally feasible.

5) The factors of owner interest, property values and i ncome
derived frqn the property itself are sufflcient to designate
the area for rehabil itation and maintenance.

6) There are a minimum number of blighted structures needing
re*nova I .

7) Community facil ities (schools, transportation, parks, shopping)
are adequate or can be improved to support rehabil itation efforts.

8) Compl imentary project improvements can be undertaken (street
repa I r, beautification, I ighting).

9) Neighborhood association supports and actively part ldpates in
the program, i.e,, clean-ups, vol unteer efforts, dissemination
of informat ion, and special projects.

l0) Peripheral forces wi ll not have a negative effect upon stabili-
zat ion efforts.

ll) continue to develop for multi-family

b

A market exists and will
rental units.

lmplementation Process and Roles

haior Funct i ons

l) Compi le and analyze physical , socio-
economic, and ne ighborhood conditions
data: ldentify potential rehab area
boundar i es.

2) Review data and staff findlngs and
recorrunend at ions : Establ ish initial
rehab area bounda ry.

3) Sample survey of rehab area.

Rev iew survey and determine rehab area
boundar i es.

mr:&fifi*,
Bureau of Planning/PDC

Ne i ghborhood Associations/
OPD

P0c

Nei ghborhood Assoc iat lons/
OPD

Y

tu\'<

4)

-5-



5)

5)

Establ ish rehab area boundary and
au thor i ze the undertaliing of
ass istance p rog rams.

Concent rated nrarket ing of
and rel ated compl imentary
ments in rehab a rea.

Ci ty Counc i I

PDC

Homeolne r/P0C/Bureau of
Buildings/Building
Con t rac to r

Property Owner,/Ne i ghborhood
Assoc iat lons,/PDC/Approp r I ate
Ci ty Bureaus and Departments

PDC/Ne i ghborhood Assoc i at i ans/
PCPC/C ity Counci I

rehab p rog ram
proj ect imp rove -

7) Qual ify appl icants for rehab ass istance;
initiate and undertake improvements,
certify compl iance to code and rehab
contract.

8) Oesign, let contracts, and undertake
project improvements (streets, trees,
I ighting).

9) ldentify property for redevelopment,
determine re-use and market feasibil lty,
obtain necessary approval s, undertake
acquisition, relocatlon and disposition
activities.

8.3. Strategy for those portions of Conrnunity Development Areas which are pre-
dominantly residential but are in a state of -!-rans i tion. Transition areas wiII
be desi gnated for 'rlnterim assi sEancel to repai r critical ly defect ive housing
components which, if left uncorrec.ted, would endanger the health, safety and
welfare of the occupants.

Programs to be uti I ized in rrtransition areasrr are Ci'lL, Conrnercial /Residential
Loan to correct critical conditions, and those City servlces normal ly avail-
able to the area.

Designate boundaries of rrtransition areasrr where;

| ) The area is in transition either:

FROH TO

a

w
f,]l
*--'Jp a) Single fanily, owner occupied Single family, renter occupied

b) Single fanily t'tulti-famlly

c) Single famlly Non-resldential

d) Multi-family Non-residential

e) Hixed res ident ial Non-residential

2) Existing zoning will remain in effect during the interim assi stance
period.

3) The condition of individual structures are such that the critically
defective components can be repaired to provide for continued occupancy.

-6-

ffi
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4) The extent and number of bl ighted structures needing removal are not
so great as to rule out the possibility of future rehabil itation in
the a rea.

5) The direction and rate of transition of the area can be managed through
the preparat ion of plans, programs and implementation resources.

b. lmplementat ion Process and Roles

Ha ior Funct ions

l) Compite and analyze physical , socio-
economic, and neighborhood cond i t ions

- data: ldentify transl tion area boundarles.

2\ Review data and staff findings and
recommendat ions : Determine transition
area boundary.

3) Establ ish transition area boundary
and authorize the undertaking of
inter im assi stance programs.

4) 0ual ify appl icants for interim
ass i stance I lnitiate and undertake
repai rs and certify comp I iance to
contract requ i rements.

5) Continue detalled analysis of physical,
social and economic factors; determine
interests of property owners and area
residents; adopt plans and programs; im-
plernent strategies deslgned to rehabi I itate
and/or redevelop the a rea.

P.0. c.
CEO : FRB: gc

Role Responslbil ities

Eureau of Planning/PDC

Ne i ghborhood Associ at ions/
OPD

City Council

Homeowner/PD C/ Bu reau of
Buildings./Building
Cont ractor

0 P0,/Ne i ghbo rhood
Assoc i at ions,/C i ty Counc i I

r

-7-
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DRAF- February t0, lF.

Tota I
(Rehab

HCD +
Loans

$3 ,I{ 37 ,8oo

4og ,500

353,700

675,gOO

573, tOO

3 t 5,200

79l,l00

3go,4oo

2,027,600

286,400

221,000

20 8,000

50,000

I 50,000

500,000

263,000
71,300
80, ooo
| 5.000

$10,920,000

(Corrected Sheet
4/22/lsl

sUI'I},IARY OF PROPOSED HCD FIRST YEAR PROGRM BUDGET

Proiect

N. E. . NDP

El iot

Union Ave. Co r r idor

Corbett-Teru,l I I iger

No r thwest

Thurman - Vaughn Corridor

St. Johns

Southeast (incl. Buckman)

Downtown llaterf ront Urban Renewal Project

Local 0ptlons

Cri tical Maintenan'su Loans

Hous ing Recycl e Program

Emergency Housing Repai r 6 Winterization

PIL Loan Reserve Fund

Pioneer Square (for BOR match)

City Processing/Management Cost (3%)
PDC Central Office - Operating Costs
Interest on Short Term 0peratlng Loan
Federal Honi toring Charge

Total HCD ,r Rehab Loans

t.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6,

7.

8.

o

10.

lt.
12.

t3.

r4.

r5.

$2.237 ,8oO

4o9,5oo

351,700

495,900

553, I00

?86,200

6l I ,loo

270,400

1,597,500 *-*

286,400

221 ,000

208 ,000

50,000

1 50,000

500, ooo

263,0O0
71,300
80, ooo
l5,000

($l,20o,ooo)

-0-

-0-

( tSo,ooo)

( tzo,ooo;

( 3O,OOO)

( l80,oo0)

( l20,ooo)

( 33o,ooo)

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

:l !tems
-rnk To be

TOTALS

I through l2 lnclude contingencies
repaid wlth Tax lncrement Funds

$8,760, OOO ($2, 160,000)
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ORAFT February 10, 1975

(Rev. April ?8, 1975)

PROPOSED FIRST YEAR HCD PROGRA},I

ACTIVITY SUHHARY

A. RES IDENT IAL
---(Hous i ng Rehab i I i tation)

Single Family Dwel I ing Rehab - 650 .tous
2O5 Deferred Pmt. Loans @ $4,000 ea. =
305 PaL/312 Loans @ $6,000 ea. =
140 Critical Maint. Loans $l ,!00 ea. '

Emerg. Hsg. Repair & Winterization (Cfte)
Hultl-Family Rehab - Correcting Code

Def iciencies (ChaP, 13, etc.)
I 32 Roorn i ng Un i ts Loars (o I J 00 ea. =

Serv i qes

Single Faml I y

$2,071,000
($2,160,000) Loans

332,000

l,2B7,ooo

957,000

$8zo, ooo
($l,83o,ooo)

210,000
50 ,000z

*B

4
5
6
7

Housi ng Recy,cle Program
Hsg. Dev.€- Rehab Architectural
PlL. Loan Reserve Fund
Sewer Backflow Preventers for

Dwe I I i ngs

500,000
(330, ooo)

200,000
37,000

I 50,000

I 04,000

B COMHERC IAL/ I NDUSTR IAL

Arch itectural Servi ces
Revolving Fund - Hlstoric/Corrm. Bldg. Rehab

PUBLIC PROPERTIES

Parks, Pl azas, etc.
Waterfront Esp I anade
Pioneer Square
Site Prep. - Eliot ll

D. REAL ESTATE RELOCATION 6 SITE CLEARANCE

Landbanking for Housing 6 Cllnic
Real Estate Purchases
Relocation Payments
Site Cl earance
Dispos i t ion Costs

Sub-Total
Real Estate Purchase of 0pen Space
Pub I ic lmp rovemen t s

Real Estate Pu rchases
Relocation Paymen ts
Site Cl earance

Sub-Tota I
Other Di spos ition Costs
Demol i tlon Loan Fund - Clearance of
Abandoned Structures

3.

t'rRequires pol icy and/or el igibll ity determinat ion
*itPotential partial reimbursement from tax increment

I
2

32,000
3@,000

I
2

3
4

312,
470,
500,

5'

000
000
000
000

44o,ooo
40, ooo
45, ooo
3.000

I t3,000
25,000
8.000

5 29,000
200,000

I46,ooo
9,000

74,ooo

4
5



ro DRAFT

E. PROJECT IHPROVEHENTS

F

;** 1. Street Reconstruction & Sidestrlpping
2.. Traffic Signal s
3. Ulater 6 sewer (El iot I l)

*nk 4. Street Furn i ture & llal I s

5. Street Trees
6. Lighting

*7. Engineering Study (Ross lsland Bridge)

cor{r r NG ENfl Es 6 LoCAL oPT I 0r{S

February 10, 1975
(Rev. April 28, 1975)

$l,t49,000

599,200

l,8o7,8oo

359,000

98,760,000

( 52 . l60. ooo)

$lo,92o,ooo

666, ooo
I15,000
100,000
333,ooo
5l,ooo
65, ooo

7,000

38o,ooo

2l8,200

352,000
1,455,800

253,0oo
80,0oo
15,000

Contingencies
Local Options (Housing Asslstance for

Handicapped - CART, Recycle Centers,
Special Capltal lmpvts, Etc.)

G. OPERATING COSTS 6 PERSONAL SERVICES (PDC)

*nk l. 0peratlng Costs
*nk 2. Personal Servlces

I
?

H. OTHER COSTS

Processing E l{anaganrent (Clty of Portland)
lnterest on Short Term Operatlng Loans
Federal }lonl toring Charge

TOTAL HCO FUNDS

(uoans)

d'Requlres pol icy and/or el igibil ity determination
*ntPotential partial reimbursement from tax incrernent

2/to/75
ISJ: gc

I
2

3

-2-
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HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ACT 1974 . 3 YEAR STRATEGY

na\tu. year strategy is a direct outgrowth of the Housing and Community

Development Goals established by Portland to guide th'is prograh.tlltF

T[.r- goat / establ i sntne {$d=* pri ori ty of creati ng and mai ntai ni ng a growi ng

inventory of safe and sanitary housing and the ma'intenance and improvement

of res'i dentia'l neighborhoods through the investment of funds into public

facilit'ies. In keeping with that goal , the three-year strategy defines

five specific actions to be camied out through the Community Development

P rog ram.

f ) Housi ng Assi stance Program

Utilize Community Development'lunds to establish a housing revolving

fund to be utilized specifically for the rehabi'litation of existing

housing units and in neighbortioods designated for concentrated

neighborhood improvements. This fund would be established by util'izing

the declining difference between the hold harmless amountand the fixed

formula amount for Portland, at'l east during the next three years, to
,d

establish/permanent revolving fund. Based on this concept, a do'l 'l ar

amount of approximately $3 million would be avajlable for year one;

$2.5 million for year two; and $2 million for year threer for a three.'

year total of $7.5 mjllion. The intent of the City is to use this money

to establish a permanent fund for delivering housing rehabilitation

assistance. In order for this fund to be permanent, lt is necessary that



ii',.

: ,i \:i,;
1\r" : i:,:"
f.
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all dispersa'ls of funds be in the form of loans, Yet at the same

tjme have the flexibi'l ity to de1 iver assistance in a way that

addresses Port:l and's peculiar problems. These include 'loan programs ,.';l't

for home owners such as Public Investor Lender's Program designed to

replace the 312 Loan Program, using financing from local financing

instjtutjons. A Deferred Payment Loan Program under which improvements ,it
ir

are financed under a no interest, deferred payment loan wherein the re-'

papent takes place at the time of sa1 e of the property or settlement

of the estate, in which case an estate'l ien is exercised. A crjtica'l ;; ,,

rnaintenance loan program and others. A1 so, the City is preparing new " :

programs not previously covered under federal programs for aid'ing in .:: i.i ,

home ownership and renter occupants. For home ownership the lease 
:

option program, oriented toward low income individual s, and money ''.,,".r;,,,
-l a:'' t''''

for a housing authority non-profit housing corporation. For renters, . . {

new programs for rehab assistance to gental units inc1 uding mu'l ti-fami'Iy,,,
'.i,_:

as well as single fami'ly units. These would be handled with the rent "rl,:,
' 'i't

control il[6EX[ agreement to assure de1 ivery of assistance to the user.

In addition, this program will be used effective'ly to comp'lement other

housing assistance programs such as Section 8 of the Housing and

Community Development Act,.State Housing Bond Fund which may be forth-

comi ng.

The second key e'l ement to the community development strategy is

neighborhood reviti'lization. A "neighborhood" can be defined as-a

graph'ic area predom'inately residentia'l in character containinS

services and faci'l ities which cater to the needs of its residents.

Neighborhoods generally have certain physical and social conmonalities

.,

..111$l;.
,. --I .,
t{l?,;'
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such as age, income and household size of residents, type and

condition of housing and availability and quality of neighborhood

servl ces.

This
NeighborhoodsundergoacontinualprocesSofchangernnxiliprocess

is more rapid-and catestrophic in tenns of its impact upon residents- :'

t,

in some neighborhoods than in others. Indicators of neighborhood decline

include loss of popu'l ation, rapid change in income'l evels, dec'l 'i ne in

home ownership, adverse environmenta'l influences due to traffic, noise 
r
.:

and air pollution, and an imba'lance between the provision of public

services and tax revenues to pay for these services

Neighborhood revitilization attempts to prevent the processes which lead
bli ght

to this loss of popu'lation,/and general deterioration of the livabi'l ity

of city neighborhoods. This can be done by the concentration of public,

expenditures-including Housing and Conmunity Development funds as wel'l as

other existing funds and programs-in 'l ocations where the maximum impact

would be realized.

This maximum impact is best realjzed in ne'ighborhoods where conditions
too far

of blight are not/advanced and can be "turned around" by an infusion of

public improvements. The concept of neighborhood reviti'lization js to
begin a program of concentrated neighborhood improvements in four to five

residential neighborhoods around the cjty that have sat'isfied a number of

pre-established criteria, including an established and funct'ioning

neighborhood organization,prior experience in p'lanning and establ ishing

ij
l:r )'

i., . ,ri... ;li.',:i:!r"r.:
_,,i i
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of priorit'ies f,or program funding that neighborhoods which have not

in the past had the opportunity of federal funding to caryy out

neighborhood improvements. The program then wou'l d incremental 1y add 
-pre-pl anni ng

additjona1neighborhoodsineachfo1Iowingactionyearwitha/period

of six to nine months prior to the application date in which the neigh-

borhood wou'ld prepare its plan, and define priorities and projects for. ,

funding. The objectives to be achieved under neighborhood revitilization

are as follows:

'l) To initiate a ne'ighborhood revitilization CtnXkXiXX program in

neighborhoods which meet the basjc criterja for selection.

2) To concentrate funds in high impact areas for maximum effective-

ness.

3) To initiate improvements which are not currently funded through

other sources.

4) To ut'i 'l ize funds where possiUte as a leverage to st'imulat" l

a(ditional public and private investment.

5) To concentrate housing assistancedforts and capital 'improvements

for maximum effect.

6) To expand the neighborhood revitilization program to additional

neighborhoods to extend

'levels.

feasible under reduced funding

7l To 'limit Housing and Community Deve'lopment funding invo'lvement in

neighborhoods to the shortest time possib'l e in order to achieve

product goa1s. (3 years maximum)

j.'

:

irlr'' :

''{'l' 

'' - ,:,
'tl

, :.. I

'.i, '

.,1 ',. ..
i']." :,

.i': '



8) To concentrate efforts in neighborhoods where deterioration

is evident, though not acute.

9) Work with established neighborhood organizations to develop _;i
..,:

p1ans, set priorities and monitor project execution. 0f the

some 52 established ne'ighborhoods in the City, approximately

30 would qualify as below medium jncome 1eve1 neighborhoods.
,:l

Such a large number of potential project ne'ighborhoods it is

necessary to establish criteria te for determining neighborhood-

eligibility. It 'is assumed that Housing and Conununity Development :

funds are one of many funding sources for the implementation of 
,

neighborhood action programs and that HCD will be treated as a :;

part of an overa'll program of neighborhoodimprovements throughout '

the City. Under this concept, a pre-p'lanning period wi'l I be

required to qualify neighborhoods as areas for concentrated

neighborhood improvements. Setting priorities for pre-planning

would take place in the follow'ing.manner:

l) Neighborhoo6must be estab'lished and recognized by the

City Counci I .

?) Neighborhoods must petition the Planning Bureau for technical

assistance in planning related matters. .

3) Neighborhoods must show willingness to undertake on a voluntary

basis some of the efforts required in the preparation of the

planning program. Such efforts might include interview surveys',.

Task Force Conrnittees, Block Committees, etc.

4) Areas which demonstrate evidence of declining neighborhood l

qua'lity such as demonstrated by declining housing conditions, .

'r"S' I
ts;-

\',

, .;' ,:

,,..
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declining rent'levels, deteriorating ne'ighborhood physical

condition, sign'ificant population shifts, increased poverty .. ,,,

levels or other indicators of social and economic instabi'l ity . . 1., 
,

wi'll be given priority.
t,

5) Areas which are comprised of two or more neighborhood aAsocia-
w

tions seeking mutual assjstance will be given priority.\( 0Nce \ ia . ,.

theneighborhoodshavebeenselected,thnpre-p1anningprocess

would be initiated with the neighborhoods. This would be carried

out over approximately a six month period with the neighborhood '=i i

a ',
association and the Development Conmission to prepare/preliminary

plan.Thep1anwouldidevelopgoa.|sandobjectives,containan

assessment of needs, statement of problems, development of alterna-

tive solutions, a cost feasjbi'lity analysis of prioritization of

projects and the preparation of a work program for funding. " -;

. and priorities
The emphasis wi'll be on the identification of specific projects xriud
by ne'ighborhood residents through recoghized neighborhood associations. - ',i '

Recommendations will be submitted to City Council at public hearings ,.,.fi

for final approva'!. Housing rehabilitation and neighborhood rev'i[i.]iza- ',-
&".;

tion will be concentrated in 'locations which are mutua1 1y beneficial and .'.,r'.'
., . I,:,

can achieve maximum impact. New housing and other special projects will ':'

be concentrated in locations also where ryaximum impact xill can be

rea] i zed. ":''' 
t'

In accordance with this, the guidelines for a1location of housing units

under Section B of the Houslng and Community Development Act are also
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keyed to the selection of ne'ighborhoods for concentrated

improvements. The objectr-ves for de1 ivering Section 8 housing

units are as follows: I

\
'l) To ut'ilize Section 8 to the fullest extent possible towards

meeting low income housing needs in the genera'l Portland

community.

2) Where feasible, to utilize Section 8 to achieve the communityt

development goal of neighborhood revitil ization,thereby
. ,'1

increasing the impact of both resources. :

3) Combine Sectio,n 8 with other resources (e.g. State bond;funds)

where possible, in order to meet the needs of those 0regonians

in the lowest income bracket.
that have been

strategies/developed for the

Based on these objectives, and r ', -.,'

dispersal of hous'ing units under

Section 8 as follows:

l) some 20 percent of the total allocation would be"

reserved for use in the unincorporated portions

of Mul tnomah County. The uti 1 i zati on of these uni ts shoul d +t .,.,

1 
r"'. :l

i.'i l

.;.:

:l
t,

J

. t.'.i: : :

+i;,.fuii:r +r,.i:. i
4,.I:,{1 . ,

.,."'ti:^- .'
'':.i.1
' ', ir' j' t'

'' i:. . i,'

ref'lect the specjfic needs identified by the County and

Housing Authority of Portland. l

2) the remaining 80 percent is divided approximately evenl

between family and elderly and is allocated in the fo1l

manner (the several portions total 100% (of 80%):

A. new construction - 40% - 1/2 in tracts averaging below

medium jncome 'levels and 1/2'in all other areas.

New housino constrrrction has the advantage of addin
housing stock of the cormunity and thereby'provides
best long range solution to the low income housing
It a'lso provides the best stimulus to a sagging eco

the

owi ng

i!;/.

,i ;l



B

-F- I
,,j

\$
It may in fact be the only way in which needed housing {\.q
can be provi(ed i n certai n neighborhoods. Houstll *,*{h*-
projectswhitchsupportmixedincome1evels1wi.|1receive

oriorjtv considerat'ion.-5rJa g.oi cclt * i\i r-qv,to U t'il U
tnu.r,L"t ktr.'bi!i}+, I*t\1t'is fti"V, do^"a,,.1tcot > ti^ecq$i|:|7

Substantial reni6ilitation - 401" - io-be expended entirely ,

i n 'l owlmed j um i ncome I evel tracts and the downtown . ffti t .,,

section will be particularly advantageous in supplementing '',rli,,:
::

the connunity development funds used in various programs 
. ii,1,11_i

to pres,erve and rehab the residential housing stock. gecausel 'l

of the rehab emphasis and the use of State housing bond.funds

this wi1'l present an opportunity to combine thesd resources

to meet low income housing needs while preserving sound

structures and upgrading certain neighborhoods.

The'lease of existing housing - 2OA - 1/4 in below median 
,

income tracts , 3/4 in all other areas. The use of existing"

housing has the advantage of perm'itting scattered

site housing, thus only 1/4 in below median income tracts'
;, .l 

,

for low income housing rnay now prevail. It does not add to.',t,
.,',.:.r;.

the avai'labi'ljty of housing although there may be some up.ii;.i;C;;
' ;;;'S'l

grading through the requirements to meet Code. Primary t.'i{''
difficulty encountered is the'lim'ited availabj'lity of decent'safe

housing at the "fair market rents" .permitted by HUD.

ci.l;i I ,."
".1. r 1

: i r:iii

,','i.

,;i],.'
Impl ementation

The HUD area office will advertise for proposa'ls for the..

util'ization of a given number of Section 8 hous'ing units.i
..

ir
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Respondents fa1l into three categories: private deve'lopers applying . '",i

directly to HUD; private dgvelopers working through a I'public housing

agency,i and, public housi'hg agencies (e.g. HAP) functioning as.owners/

devel opers.

HUD has indicated that'in a'l'l instances the City will have an o ortuni t
to eva'luate the proposals in terms of its own housing assistance plan. 'l

'. .t;.t: t' ' '

:'i .1 .
.\,'J.l i. ' r-..

,,U*$rii
,i ,; , :+i

,.,..:-.'.

:,
The housing assistance plan, prepared as a part of this app'lication, wi l1

be used to specify types of housing to be de'livered, income ranges X

to be met and genera'|., if not specific loc
TL cl*n xill uls' tdr"k'sl+z I qro sitc
tq+aur6 fo whf"tn oll p'r.1e 6J1 uvst srbt-i

fi[HiElpit'{Ie*3i u,. city, HUD wi'r1 award p

ations for housing projec
\ocrt^j^^ r-J dOsitn rur/
+ "-t 

U- rrpy-"J $5 7"'
roposed S,FEl.t* ualeo up

\!l^/'.
-1,

" 'i. r

on its

own ranking system (within the'limits of the allocation released). The,j,..,,.1!r,,i;. 
.;ll -

City, as a part of its own on-going housing coordination activities, wil'l j'
l'; ' .: :,'

eVa.luatetheeffectiveneSsoffundedhousingproposa1sunderSection8,

sistance pru;' 
ttl;

1. {1 ^r
in future years. ..1lrii

It;
.#: !
'ir,'..'.
,],':, ,1. ,

.,: .{k
'.j ' '.

"t ' "1'!'#. .i.,!i. \r .f3) Special Projects

It'ls obvjous that addressing the problems of the residentia'l neighborhoods'i- i#i.irj
will not in itself adequately so1ve the manjfo'ld problems facing the City.rrf;ii_ - :,;lr.i;_.

In addition to residential areas there are commercial and industrial areas :'.

as well as the central City, al'l of which have thejr own special needs :'',

and problems. While it is clearly understood that the emphasis of the i''
.,:.,1..,

Housing and Cornmunity Development funds would be towards housing and i, 
,

neighborhood revitii:lization it is also recognized that a certain portion

of those monies need to go to address problems in areas defined as

i.,
-- 4^

'l;

special projects.
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Speciai projects are 'l ong ferm commitments to physical improvements

within a g'iven geographic.larea. They are not necessarily tied to

residential neighborhoods although they may be a concern specific to

a neighborhood and, in fact, be entailed as a part of a request from

a neighborhood for concentrated 'improvements. However, spec'ia'l 1

projects usually require an intensive planning and implementat'ion

effort and usual'ly require multi-agency involvement in both planning

and funding of improvements in order to accomplish the stated object'ives.

Criteria for Establ'ishing Special Projects

l. There must be an established City commitment to carry out u prJ$"u*

of project improvements within a given geographic area.

2, Spec'ific and detailed planning relating to necessary improvements must

be accomplished for the project.

3. The opportunity to match Housing and Community Development funds with

other funding sources, i.e., categorica'l funds, 'l ocal genera'l fund

commitments, etc., must be apparent.

Against these criteria special projects would be prioritized and funding

'I evels determined to carry out specific program objectives. Citizen' '

involvement requirements similar to those required for concentrated neigh-

borhood improvement programs must be adhere.$.to in specia'l proiect areas

as well. In special projects the primary obiective wjl'l be to leverage

other funds through the use of Housing and Cormunity Development funds

as a 'l ocal match,
c|45

4. One time only projects in non-impact neighborhoods. r

Rationale is to establish a pot (?) of funds to camy.out small scale
l/rL

projects of special interest or unusual circumstancep Neighborhoods

1..i.,..,

i i'i.:

4:', j
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not participating in a program of concentrated neighborhood 'improve-

ment. These are to be ope time only expenditures in the range of

$.l0,000 to $40,000 each. The projects would provide needed

public facilities or impr0vements to otherwise non-part'icipating

areas. In addition, this wil l give us the appearing of taking

advantage of unusual circumstances such as leveraging of categorical

funds, foundation grants, time constraint situations that cannot be

responded to in other ways. The type of projects to be cam'ied out

under this one timd only program would be neighborhood facility type

projects, park improvements or park expansion projects. Projects

will be evaluated on the basis of criteria to determine e'lig'ibility

funding. (Crjteria are as fol'l ows: project would have to be borne

out of the ne'i ghborhood request from an established neighborhood

organization. The project would have to be justifiable in its own

right, irregardless of funding sources. There would have to be a

demonstration of funding needs not able to be met elsewhere. It
could quafify only if it was a one time oniy requirement. It must

be of benefit to the entire community or specifically designed to

serve disadvantaged groups, i.e., handicapped, e'l derly, poor,

KXEIXilIIIXUX racia'l or cultural minorities.)

:.., '.i

Relationship of Housin
Improvements Program o

rffipr(dt{ffi[xt

The concept of neighborhood revitalization is a City-wideprocess that
to the City.

applies to all funding sources avai'l able./ Community Development funds

as x*nl well as funds applied through the Capital Improvements process

ga
ft

nd Cormunity Development funds to eapita'l
he Ci ty
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will be uti'lized to carry out neighborhood revita1ization

programs. The following procedure wi'l I app'ly for Capital

Improvements Prograrmirli in neighborhoods designated for

concentrated improvement programs,- CitV programs wj'l l

capitalize upon the Corrnunity Development resources as a

means of leveraging further improvements not feasibie solely

under the Capita'l Improvements Program by simplifying

procedures,handl.ingadministrativeentanglementsasapart

of the normal process of administering neighborhood revitaliza-

tion programs.

Utilize Community Development funds to subsidize 1oca1 improve-
'loca'l

ment districts and as a/match for other State and Federa'l funds,

specifica)1y land and water funds and l,llllamette greenway funds.

3 Utilize Community Deve'lopment funds to

capital improvement projects where it
submit a project for citizen petition

pick up

would be

cost over runs on

necessary to re-

LID.

t"

signatures such as an

4. Uti'lize Commnnity Development funds to accelerate funding of

projects scheduled severa'l years away under the normal Cap'ital

Improvements Prograrming process.

-0-
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4 December 1974

I"lEMORANDUI!1

TO: Gary Stout

FRO]"I:

The City of Portland is at a crucial point in its history.

Its population is declining so-mawha!.and

older than the metropolitan population as

and -additions by annexation faII a *i,${e

+le-P PA+E€S

becoming j;1 ioh rJv

a who1e, as.births

short of deaths and

remain essentially

improvements is

net out-migration. But, basically, the population remains

relatively stable.

At the same ti.me, median City incomes are falling behind

metropolitan incomes in a trend whi deser CtLL ntion.

flhe residential neighborhoods

sound. The quality of housing

basically good.

of the City

and public

But there are some notable exceptions.

A fev,, neighborhoods need major private investment lfrom resi-

dents with limited income -- a contradiction thatlonr, major

public subsidy can resolve. A much larger number of neighbor-

hoods need more limited public investment, not only to assist in

maintaining the stock of housing and public improvements which are

sound, but to rehabilitate housing and develop public improve-

Ernie Bonner
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ments which are not. Though the housing stock

-

sound, almost 31,000 dwelling units in the City

of some kind of rehabilitation.

G

is basically

are in need

The City's economic base remains strong and diversified. Job

opportunities in the City continue to gro\,r. Portland's down-

town and iLs major industrial areas continue to be strong and

viable centers of activity and jobs.

But some suburbanization

rate of job growth in the

are beginning to threaten

-

town.

In short,

relative

relative
ef fective

of j-ndustrial jobs

City, and

the retail

suburban

is slowing

shopping

the

centers

down-prominence of the

the City of Portland is in unusually good shape

to other central cities of this country. But this

position will not be maintained without sincere and

efforts starting now.

So what can the City of Portland do?

First. it should be clear what the

cannot -- through public investment

the undesirable trends noted above.

City cannot do. The

alone

City

of

be the major

instructive.

instrument of public

-- with

Prrvate

reverse any

investment must

policy. An example is

the assi"stance of the stateIf the City



and federal governments -- were to rehabilitate the 31r000

deteriorating dwelling units (at an average cost of $5,000 each)

rvith public funds, it would have to spend $155,000,000.

Add to that the cost --
public improvements and

treasuries .

even in today's dollars -- of

you have an impossible burden

necessary

on public

Further, the City

placing exist.ing

of saving what we

borne .by neither

action.

1

feasibly

the City

cannot rebuild itself anew. The cost of re-

units with new units is 4 to 5 times the cost

be

such

can. This is a cost that can

the quality of residential neigh-

of Portland by:

nor those --who were displaced by

From this must come a cLear direction. The City must conserve

and rehabilitate itEqlf, and it can only accomplish this as a

junior partner with private investors such as home owners, land-

lords, banks and other financial institutions.

In line wi.th the above, the office of P,Iannj-ng and Development

proposes the following Housj-ng and Community Development goals:

ItIa inta in and improve

borhoods in the City

creating and maintaining a growing inventory of

safe and sanitary housing units at prices and

rents which households of alt incomes can afford

with special attention paid to the preservation

of housing where deterioration is evident though

not acute i



(Because housing quality is a crucial
determinant of neighborhood quality.

and because limited public resources

can be spread further if the deterior-

ation has not progressed too far.)

b. investing in public services and public rights-of-
wa in the residential neighborhoods of the City --
pa ticularly where such public improvements will

oc ur in combination with private improvements;

(Because public services and

rights-of-way are important

ants of neighborhood quality

public

determin-

and

ents to
1

because substantial

residential neighborhoods will require

much more than the limited public

resources that are available for

publ j.c improvements. )'

awakening a sense of community pri.de among the

residents of Portlandrs neighborhoods

(Because a residentrs attitude about

his neighborhood is at least as import-

ant as the physical guality of his

1l

c
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neighborhood and

must be positive
because his attitude

invest his

2

if he is to

own resources time or money in that
neighborhood. )

Preserve and enhance the commercial and industrial areas

of the City -- particuJ-arly where such efforts will
expand economic opportunity for the lower-income

residents of the City, promote private ihvestment or

prevent private d.is-investnent.

(Because the nonresidential areas

of the City contain the jobs at

which residents are employed and, in

addition, provid,e a substantial part

of the'tax base from which a portion

of the public resources must come to

support investments in the residential

neighborhoods. )

goals are admittedly ambitious, if they are taken serious-

our resources, they are truly humbling.Cornpared to

What are those resources?

These

ly.

There are

They have

first
been,

the normal capital budget resources of the City.

and will continue to be, used for public improve-
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,ments throughouL the City. They have not tradj-tionaIly be
./

/ to, housing. Last year, the City of Portland budgeted $27

in capital improvements -- only J,08 of vrhich, however, wis

for general fund expenditures. The remainder were largely

water and sewer projects ($20 million) , PDC ($.8 million) ,

Cities ($.5 million), and others. So the amount available

en used

million

for
ModeI

-tor

Cityspending without restrictions as to type or location in the

was truly minimal.

Tax increment funds are possible, though they can only be

counted upon in a limiled number of specially-defined areas of

the City. In those limited areas, however, funds are adequate.

In the urban renewal areas 2. and 3, as much as $65 millj-on

is estimated as available for project improvements, including

housing.

The

the

Housing and Community Development Act of L974 offers to many

promise of new and substantiaL resources. But the level of

resources available sannot be considered impressive. From a

first year allocation

million over 4 years,

effective buying power

of $8.6 million, the funds drop to $5.5

while the rate of inflation reduces the

of those funds even more.

Furthermore, these limited funds do not come front the federal

treasury without strings attached.
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Congress clearly intended the Housing and Community Development

program to be directed towards congressional objectives. To

that end, several explicit objectives were established in the

act itself. It is OPDts judgment that the goals prepared above

are'clearly consistent with federal HCD goa1s.

Congress also clearly intended the HCD program to be an addi-

tion to that program of expenditures already being undertaken by

the City and it so stated that in the Act.

FinaIIy,

of local

Congress clearly

plans developed

intended housing to be a major part

for the use of HCD funds.

In addition to the federal requirement of consistency with

national goals specified in the Act and the intent of

Congress, there are some particular guidelines for 1oca1 pro-

grams.
ta

fn summary, the resources available to seek our proposed housing

in amount andand community development goals are

constrained in their application by

Iines and statute. C1early, a local

limited

Clty, state or federal guide-

program designed to

accomplisir our goals must be likewise limited in scope and care-

fully tuned to be consistent with those constraints.

The program proposed below.meets that test in our judgment.
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HCD RECAP OF HOUS I NG ACTIVITIES
November ?8, 1975

37th Week = 56.9% Contract Time Frame

Total applications received for financial assistancc by area:

Proiected 3fl" Fal I Dourn

North Po rt I and
No r theas t
No rthwes t
S outheas t
Southwes t
Area at La rge

North Portl and
No r theas t
Northwcst
Sout hcas t
S ou thwcs t
Area at La rge

Appl i cat i ons

North Po rt I and
No rthcas t
No rt hwes t
Southeas t
Southwest
Area at La rge

0l
02
03
04
05
50

20
83
II
t9
IO
28

2t
7l
r8
r8
8

20

746 595 @

Appl ications
Rece i ved

to/31/75 tt /28/7s

Appl ications
Process ing

t:q/31/75 \1/28/75
27 3l
75 94
7 l0
67
l9

22 JL138 168 = 202.4%

A rea
0l
o2
03
04
05
50

79
429
79
64
79

IOO FED.

-_49 ctTY
I,03o

Appl ications
Rece i ved

to/11 1t/28
76 85

308 331
26 33
32 4rr8 22

226 234

Assigncd Staff
Capaci ty

lo/31 tt/28

Appl ications
Requi red as of
to/31 tt/28

54 6{
292, ,-330
54 6l
43 49
54 61

204 231

ns 7%

Appl ications
Requl red for

720 Loan [Jn i ts

685

CURRENT W0RKLOAD. Appl i cations
Rehab for technical processing:

in Finance for prequalification, but not assigned to

Assigned Staff Production Capacity 103

m E6 = tsr.ez

in Rehab for technical processing and funding:

Assigned Staff Production Capaci ty

A rea

A rca

83

0t
o2
03
04
05
50
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Jobs unde rway:

North Portland
No r theas t
Northwest
Southeast
Southwest
Area at La rge

TOTALS:

North Po rt I and
Northeast
Northwest
Sou t hea s t
Sout hwes t
Area at La rge

-2-

Assigned Staff Production Capaci ty 69

A rea

Appl i cat ions
Un de rway

to/3t/75 tt/28/75
t2
85

I
2
0

_2
94 l0$ = 1537

Ending 33rd l.leek of 65 Week Schedule
0ctober 3l , 1975

0l
o2
03
04
05

50

4
73

I
I
I

I4

Jobs completed 3/21 /75 through l0/31 /75:
312 312

A rea 31 2_ P l! DPL
North Portland 0l
Northeast OZ 64(26) 20(8)
Northwest 03
Southeast 04
Southwes t 05
Area at Large 50

HAP

City
CML

Fed
CML

27 Q7)

70(70) 43

units fundcd with NDP and City funds.

Contract
Staff Capaci ty Requ i remen t

2 | 3:'l:'r 330

DPL

DPL PIL
312
ll5. I 15

5(5) r5(t5)3

The above conrpletions in brackets include (t52)

Actua I
2t&-

LPA assisted with other funding sources: 43

:'.- The excess of actual completions to staff capaci ty is due primarily to the large
number of CHL applications which process in a substantial ly shorter production
time than scheduled norm-

nc;c p16dr611on potential based on current Ioan ratio of 49% - 312 loans,4%- 312/PlL
combinations, l5% - DPL and 3l% - CML.

Ending 37th Week of 55 Week Schedule
November 28, 1975

Jobs conrpleted 3/21/15 through 1l/28/752

112

7tQ7)

312 312
PIL D.PL

DPL
DPL PIL

312
JJI

5(5)

HA P

City
CML

Fed
CMLA rea

0l
02
o3
04
05
50

-ll5
2l (8) 5 r 5( r6) 27 Q7)

7o(7o) 52
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Actual Staff Capac i ty
ToTALS: 267",, 245r-*

Supplcmental Rehabi I itation Activities:
PDC assisted rehabs wl th other fundlng sources: 44

PDC assisted, Human Resourccs rehab jobs: 47

HOUS ING BUDGET STATUS

10/3t /75

Cont ract
Requ i rement

363

DPL
Fed. CML

Ci ty cML

312/PtL

MRL
Hous i ng

Recyc I e

$2, gl{8, 145

45o, ooo
200.000

$tT48;T4'

82o, ooo
2l 0, 000
88, I 45

I .830. 000

205
r40

7O

305

66,410
66,554
88, I 45

934.550
$t, 38l,609

5' 3oo
r 7. 300

$t,405,209

l9
50
7O

135

B.udqet
Dol lars Uni ts

0bl ioated
Dol lars Uni ts

tr /28/75

0bl ioated
Dol lars Uni ts

%

0bl iqated

0bl iqated

9.7%
40.5%

r 00.0%

71.9%

t7.7%
8.7%

52.9%

I
2

8%

31.7%
100%
63%
tl6.9% single family only

t+%

8.7%
38i% totat obligated vs.

5o.7% tinte

DPL

Fed. CML

City CHL

3li BMrR

23
54
7O

l5l
32

79,586
g5,OZZ

88, t45
I ,078,900

237,45O

$1,569,103

79,700
I 7. 300

subtota I 340
.8

3
MRL

Hous I ng
Recyc I e $1,556,t03

Amount obl igated ll/l/75 through 11128/75

Number of loan units

Average number loans per week

Average dollar amount loaned per weck

351

$250,894

45

11 .25

$ 65,348

total obl igated
vs. 56.9% time
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HCD RECAP 0F HOUSING ACTIVITIES, October 3l , 1975

Contracted rehabiIitation workload - single famlly housing:

North Portland
Northcast
Northwest
Southeast
Southwest
Area at La rge

DSS : ves

A rea

0t
02
03
04
05
50

55
300

55
45
55

r40
_u.
720

Fed.
Ci ty


