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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires our community to conduct a
point-in-time count of all people living in shelters and transitional housing every year, and a count that also
includes everyone living unsheltered in public spaces, vehicles, RVs, tents and places not meant for human
habitation every two years (collectively the "Point In Time Count"). It is always a challenging undertaking.

But the Point In Time Count (“PIT Count” or “Count”) conducted in January 2022 — organized and carried out
amid the largest COVID-19 wave our community had endured to date — faced unprecedented obstacles.

The pandemic's ground-shaking impact on the Count and on our community as a whole cannot be overstated.

The COVID-19 pandemic was a “crisis within a crisis” for those without housing; at a time when people were
being directed to stay home, they had no homes to stay in.

At the same fime, essential homeless services workers — many of whom have underlying risk factors themselves
or who live with family members at serious risk fromn COVID-19 — continued to show up, continued to do what
they could to help people survive and, whenever possible, continued to help thousands of people transition back
to housing. But these essential workers were pushed to their limits trying fo continue to provide care.

The pandemic required a rapid and significant reorganization of our homeless services system, not even four
years after Multnomah County and the City of Portland created and then expanded the Joint Office of Homeless
Services.

Before the Joint Office was created, Portland and Multnomah County each served different populations of
people experiencing homelessness. The city historically oversaw programs for single adults and adults
experiencing chronic homelessness, as well as the PIT Count — operating a larger, more expensive system than
Multnomah County. The County historically served youths, families and domestic violence survivors.

Through the Joint Office, the County has been able to support the City in its traditional role serving adults and
adults experiencing chronic homelessness — a relationship that provided a much-needed boost in the services
available during the pandemic.

Contrary to some narratives, during COVID-19, the Joint Office urgently expanded shelter options, including new
models for shelter, such as motel programs, that provided greater protections than congregate spaces for
people at risk.

The Joint Office also built deeper relationships with community outreach partners around the work, providing
Personal Protective Equipment (PPE), meals, water, and safety and survival supplies at a tfime when some
services were scaling back.

At the same fime, the Joint Office's contracted providers contfinued to move thousands of people out of
homelessness into housing, including 4,560 people in Fiscal Year 2022. The pandemic also made that work more
difficult. If not for the efforts of agencies and providers that continued to work even while navigating staffing
shortages, this year's Count likely would have been even higher.



Launching so many adaptations in a pandemic, while striving fo maintain and also grow important work around
supportive housing and other priorities, also strained aspects of the system to near their breaking points. And
other parts of the system at tfimes had to scale back significantly due to pandemic-driven priorities.

The PIT Count was just one of the aspects of our system of care significantly impacted by the COVID-19
pandemic.

The pandemic delayed the unsheltered portion of the Count (the "Street Count”) for a year, so that three years
passed between Street Counts, rather than two. And then, the federally prescribed day of the Count — January
26,2022 — turned out to be at the height of the first Omicron variant's surge in Multnomah County and across
the United States.

At a time when flights were canceled and public-facing businesses had closed because of worker shortages,
entire teams of outreach workers and volunteers were similarly unavailable to conduct surveys. Those workers
who were available were the same workers scrambling to maintain operations at programs also affected by the
COVID-19 surge, and they could not always prioritize conducting surveys. In addition, there were reports of
increased reluctance among those living in encampments to participate in the survey because of impacts from
the pandemic.

While the Joint Office tapped its strategically expanded capacity for data analysis and took steps to address the
impact of these challenges — using existing by-name lists to supplement survey results — these could only
partially offset the many ways in which this Count differed from those in previous years.

As a result, the data presented in this report should be used with caution, in particular to understand trends
over time. Comparing Point-in-Time count numbers from year to year is always problematic, but differences in
the data used for this year's Street Count make assessing some types of change over time entirely unreliable.

And even where the data more reliably reflects real changes in the composition and demographics of the
population, it will be difficult to assess the extent to which these are temporary effects of the pandemic on
inflow into, and outflow out of, homelessness, or whether these are actually enduring changes in the population
of people experiencing homelessness in Multnomah County.

We also must be clear that the numbers identified by the PIT Count cannot be used as an overall benchmark
for the success of the homelessness response system.

Too often, community members, public officials and others reading the PIT mistakenly describe the people
counted on a given night as a static, unchanging group. when the reality is the makeup of the people who meet
the definition of HUD homelessness (homelessness as defined by the US Department of Housing and Urban
Development) is different on any given night. The same 5,228 counted January 26 would likely not be counted on
another day.

The number might be higher, or lower. Some of the people counted on January 26 will have been housed or
might have moved away. And new people will continue to fall into homelessness, taking their place.

The PIT Count has a number of limitations, which are described later in this report. One limitation is that it is not
designed to describe inflow and outflow, which are more meaningful and more accurate markers of a
community's ability to address homelessness.



A truly comprehensive approach to ending homelessness would look beyond homeless services and legal
systems for humane solutions.

Such an approach would address the factors that drive inflow into homelessness — income inequality, racial
injustice, limited education opportunities, high healthcare and transportation costs — as priorities that are just as
urgent as strategies such as rent assistance or shelter.

Methodology:

As in past years, the intention going into this PIT Count was to replicate the methodology of past counts in order
to maximize the still-limited comparability of data over time. Any significant shifts in methodology raise the
question of whether differences over time are the result of real changes in the community or a result of the shift
in methodology. This is a particularly salient concern for the PIT Count, because of the inherent limitations of any
methodology to create a complete enumeration and accurate demographic representation of the population of
people experiencing HUD homelessness.

The shelter and transitional housing portions of the Count (the “Shelter Count") were conducted primarily
through the extraction of data from our community's centralized homeless services database, the Homeless
Management Information System (HMIS). The Street Count was conducted over a seven-day period through
in-person surveys on the streets, in encampments, and at programs frequented by people who are unsheltered.

The challenges presented by the pandemic required an adjustment to the Street Count methodology that, while
improving the accuracy of the number of people identified as experiencing unsheltered homelessness, also
made it significantly more challenging to compare aspects of this year's data with Street Counts from previous
years.

The only other significant changes this year were the addition of several questions related to COVID-19 impacts
on the Street Count survey form, and the effort to do a short in-person survey of shelter and transitional housing
guests in order to capture the same COVID-19 information as well as other data that previously has been
available only from the Street Count.

The methodologies for the Shelter Count and Street Count portions of the PIT are described in detail below.
Notable Findings from the 2022 Count:

e Overall people counted as HUD homeless increased 30.2% during the pandemic. The most significant
finding in this year's Count is that 5,228 people were counted as experiencing HUD homelessness on the
night of January 26, 2022. This is 30.2% more people than were counted three years earlier, in 2019,
before the COVID-19 pandemic.

e COVID-19 is a reason that many people are experiencing homelessness. People surveyed as part of the
PIT Count were asked whether COVID-19 was a reason that they were experiencing homelessness. Of
those surveyed, nearly a quarter (24%) affirmatively said COVID-19 was a reason they were living on the
streets, in shelter or transitional housing. That number roughly compares with the overall increase in HUD
homelessness. Whether COVID-19 caused them to become homeless, or was preventing them from
getting off the streets, for many people COVID-19 created both an immediate and potentially fatal
health risk, in addition to all of the traumas associated with homelessness.



The increase in people counted as HUD homeless was primarily driven by an increase in people
identified as unsheltered. The number of people counted as unsheltered — living outside, in vehicles, in
tents, and in other places not meant for human habitation — was 3,057. This represents approximately a
50% increase in the unsheltered number over three years. Unsheltered people now comprise nearly 58%
of those counted, in contrast fo just over 50% in 2019. The use of Coordinated Entry data in this year's
Street Count contributed to this increase: the number of people identified as unsheltered on Coordinated
Entry lists included in this year's Count exceeds the difference in unsheltered people counted between
2019 and 2022.

Racial disparities grew somewhat. Black, Indigenous and Other People of Color (BIPOC) make up 38.9%
of the people surveyed in this year's Count, but only 34.3% of Multnomah County's population. Disparities
vary significantly by individual Communities of Color, with the highest rates of overrepresentation in HUD
homelessness continuing to be among people who identify as American Indian, Alaska Native or
Indigenous, Black or African American, and Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander. As we discuss in detail in
this report, there are many reasons that rates of homelessness in BIPOC communities are very likely even
higher than what's captured in this Count. In addition to disparities in overall rates of homelessness, this
report disaggregates other data by race and ethnicity to reveal disparities, such as in living situations
(unsheltered v. shelter), household composition, and chronic homelessness.

There are continued high rates of disabling conditions reported in the HUD homeless population. While
we are cautious about drawing conclusions about actual disability rates among people experiencing
homelessness using PIT data, of those surveyed for the PIT Count in 2022 who responded to the disability
questions, 80% reported having at least one disabling condition, and 37% reported having three or more
disabling conditions. The most prevalent reported disabling conditions were substance use disorders
(35.1%) and mental health disorders (35.8%). Physical disabilities and chronic health conditions were
reported by more than 22% of those who responded.

Chronic homelessness number is up significantly during the pandemic. Someone who has af least one
disabling condition and has experienced homelessness for a year or more, meets HUD's definition of a
person experiencing chronic homelessness. Among those surveyed for this year's Count, 3,120 met the
criteria for chronic homelessness. This represents a 50% increase in the number of people counted as
chronically homeless over the 2019 count. As we have introduced a larger number and more diverse
range of low-barrier shelter options, the percentage of people in shelter who are experiencing chronic
homelessness continues to increase, from 20% in 2015 to 65% in 2022.

Number of veterans identified as HUD homeless held steady. At a fime when so many more people
were identified as HUD homeless, it is encouraging that the number of HUD homeless people identifying
as veterans (465) held relatively steady over the last three years. With a HUD homeless population that is
58% unsheltered, it is also notable that a majority of homeless veterans (56.3%) report being in shelter or
transitional housing.

Inclusion of Coordinated Entry data changes the picture of HUD homelessness among families. For
reasons detailed in Section 3, this year's PIT Count includes certain people from the waiting list for
families seeking permanent housing. As a result, this year's Count identified 668 people living in families
with dependent children where at least the head of household was experiencing HUD-defined
homelessness. This is about 13% of the HUD homeless population. A significant majority of the heads of
household of these families included in the Count identified themselves as unsheltered at the time that
they joined the housing waiting list. While past counts undercounted unsheltered families for a variety of
reasons related to finding them and then gaining their participation, this new data likely overstates the



number of people in families who were actually unsheltered on the night of the Count for reasons
detailed in Section 5.4. Regardless, it is clear that HUD homelessness remains a significant and growing
challenge for families in our community. And many families experiencing homelessness continue to be
made invisible by HUD's limited definition of homelessness, which excludes people who are involuntarily
living with family or friends because they do not have a place of their own.

e Only 10% of those surveyed for the PIT Count reported coming to Multnomah County already
homeless and in search of services. Street Count survey participants and a portion of shelter and
transitional housing guests were asked a series of questions related to persistent concerns that
Multnomah County is attracting a large number of people in search of homeless services. Previous Counts
asked only people who were unsheltered. The additional responses from people in shelter and
transitional housing did not change a longtime reality: 9 out of 10 people surveyed did not come to
Multnomah County homeless and in search of services. And, of those who did come to Multnomah
County while already experiencing homelessness, 40% were from the metropolitan region or the rest of
the state of Oregon.

There is other important data in the report. This report also contains information about the age demographics
of the HUD homeless population, as well as gender identity, length of time homeless, experiences of domestic
violence, and where and how unsheltered people reported living on the night of the Count. There are important
insights to be gained from each of those sections of this report.

Going Forward:

The surge in HUD homelessness suggested by the data in this report is challenging, especially in light of the
pandemic's continued impacts on people facing severe housing instability and on homeless services providers.

The increase makes clear that we must not allow our community's response to homelessness to focus solely on
what happens after someone loses their housing.

We will never effectively end homelessness if we do not address the factors that continue to push new people
into homelessness: rising rents, inadequate incomes, racial injustice, and a lack of access to adequate physical
and behavioral healthcare. To put it plainly: You can empty the sink over and over again, but if the tap is still
running, you're going to have a flood. And our tap is still running,

Compounding these factors is fallout from a global pandemic. It will be some time before our community's
nonprofit service providers recover from the toll of COVID-19 and are able to rebuild their capacity to meet the
growing need in our community.

Nonetheless, there are important reasons to be hopeful.

Even as we restore our legacy shelter and housing programs to pre-pandemic capacity, the Joint Office and
many provider partners are engaged in an unprecedented expansion of our homeless response system in
Multnomah County, as well as in the region, thanks to the Metro Supportive Housing Services Measure (the “SHS
Measure”).

Thanks to a combination of traditional service providers expanding their programming and new organizations
joining the system, in the first year of the Measure, over 4,500 people in Multnomah County moved out of
homelessness into permanent housing, and tens of thousands of people received financial support to retain their
existing housing.



Looking ahead, the SHS Measure holds special promise for those living with serious disabling conditions, including
mental health and addiction disorders; Multnomah, Washington, and Clackamas Counties are all using the SHS
Measure resources to create the combination of ongoing rent subsidies and wraparound support services that
will end the homelessness of thousands of people who have often spent years on our streets and in our shelters.

In order to return to the historic schedule for PIT Counts, the Joint Office will conduct another full PIT Count in
January 2023. Because of the increase in regional planning and programming brought about by the SHS
Measure, the next Count will be carried out in full coordination and collaboration with Multnomah, Clackamas,
and Washington counties. The counties are currently assessing lessons learned from the 2022 PIT Count and
working to develop an appropriate regional Count methodology. Each county will continue to report its data
individually to meet HUD's requirements, but having a good regional PIT Count will be important fo
understanding the nature of the regional need and to help guide regional programming.

Acknowledgment:

Especially in light of the challenges presented by the ongoing pandemic, we would like to acknowledge and
thank all of the people experiencing homelessness who took the time to complete the Street Count and Shelter
Count surveys, all of the volunteers who took the time to engage hundreds of people at dozens of locations
around the County, and the scores of outreach and other homeless services workers who conducted surveys and
collected data. The Joint Office is also grateful to our partners at Portland State's Regional Research Institute
(RRI) for their administration of this year's PIT Count, and for their creativity in the face of unprecedented
challenges completing the effort.

2.INTRODUCTION

The U.S. Department of Housing Urban Development (HUD) requires all jurisdictions that receive funding for
ending homelessness under the Homeless Emergency Assistance and Rapid Transition to Housing (HEARTH) Act
to annually count people living in shelters and transitional housing (the “Shelter Count"), and either annually or
biannually to count the people living unsheltered, outdoors, in vehicles, tents, or in other places not meant for
human habitation (the "Street Count”). Together the Shelter and Street Counts constitute the Point in Time Count
("PIT Count" or "Count") — an effort to enumerate all those experiencing homelessness, as HUD defines the term,
on a single night. This year that night was January 26, 2022.

This year's Count was administered by Portland State University's Regional Research Institute (“RRI"), in
partnership with the Joint Office of Homeless Services ("JOHS" or "Joint Office"). As in 2019, the data analysis and
reporting is being done by the Joint Office. This report includes a detailed appendix prepared by RRI outlining the
methodology used to collect data on as many people experiencing HUD homelessness as possible the night of
January 26, 2022.

This report follows and expands on a summary memo and news release shared with media, community
members and public officials in May 2022. The memo and news release contained top-line Multnomah County
and regional PIT data, as well as other information required by HUD.

Counting everyone experiencing homelessness is a notoriously difficult undertaking under the best of
circumstances, and this year the Count occurred after nearly two years of struggling through the COVID-19
pandemic and at the height of the Omicron surge. These realities had significant impacts on the ability to carry
out the Count in the manner that we have done it in the past.


https://www.multco.us/johs/news/news-release-tri-county-point-time-count-numbers-shared-regionally-first-time-show-shifts

Nonetheless, there is important information to be gleaned from every PIT Count, so long as the limitations of the
data are recognized and put in context with other sources of quantitative and qualitative data that are available
to the community.

In this report you will find tables summarizing overall rates of HUD homelessness, as well as information about
key demographic dimensions of the population, including age, gender identity, household type, disability status,
race, and ethnicity.

Because racism is such a critical causal factor in homelessness, the report presents most other demographic
factors disaggregated by race and ethnicity; understanding how the experience of homelessness differs for
people of different races and ethnicities is essential to designing and implementing an equitable and effective
homeless response system.

Where possible, we have also presented tables contrasting 2019 to 2022. In some cases, however,
pandemic-related methodology changes for the Street Count, in particular, make comparisons across time
unreliable. These methodological shifts are detailed in Section 3.

3.METHODOLOGY

Jurisdictions receiving HUD Continuum of Care (CoC) funding through the HEARTH Act, including Portland,
Gresham, and Multnomah County (which collectively make up our local CoC), are required to conduct a count of
people living in emergency shelter and transitional housing (“Shelter Count") on a given night once every year
and a count of those living unsheltered ("Unsheltered Count") at least every two years. According to HUD, those
who are unsheltered include anyone living on the streets, in parks, in cars, RVs and places not meant for human
habitation. The date for the count is prescribed by HUD and this year was set as January 26, 2022. Those
included in the Shelter Count and the Street Count meet HUD's definition of homelessness ("HUD homelessness").

Importantly, HUD's definition of homelessness leaves out a significant population whom we at the Joint Office
consider fo be experiencing homelessness — people who are living involuntarily with friends or family because
they are unable to obtain or maintain housing of their own. Previous estimates put this number at as high as
three times the number of people experiencing HUD homelessness at any given time. For this reason, we
consistently refer to the HUD homeless population throughout this report, rather than to homelessness in general.

This year, the JOHS contracted again with RRI to conduct the PIT Count. In order to allow for comparability over
time, the methodology and questions asked for this year's PIT Count were largely similar to previous years.
However, for reasons discussed below, we also included new data sources meant to improve the reliability of
some aspects of the Street Count. The inclusion of this data, while necessary, also creates challenges with
meaningfully comparing certain demographic factors over time.

3.1. Shelter Count

The Shelter Count is conducted primarily through the use of information on shelter and transitional housing
guests maintained in a systemwide database called the Homeless Management Information System (HMIS).
Shelters and transitional housing programs that do not receive public funding and do not use HMIS are asked fo
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complete surveys on their participants in order to allow their inclusion in the Shelter Count. The data collected
from HMIS for the Shelter Count this year was the same as in previous years.

For the first time, however, the Joint Office added an additional in-person survey for shelter and transitional
housing guests to capture certain information about COVID-19 and data about migration that was previously
only available for Street Count participants.

Because this was a new element to the PIT Count, and it was infroduced at a tfime when shelter providers and
guests were faced with enormous challenges related to the pandemic and the Omicron variant, participation of
shelter guests in this survey was lower than we had hoped. The data is nonetheless illustrative and included in the
relevant sections below.

(And we want to be clear in case of confusion or concerns: Because the census numbers of people in shelter or
transitional housing are pulled directly from HMIS, adding this survey element to the Shelter Count in no way
affected the Count's overall results.)

3.2. Unsheltered Count

The Unsheltered Count is conducted in person, using a survey instrument designed by RRI to comply with the
data collection requirements of HUD, and our local data priorities. The questions on the survey were largely the
same as in previous years in order to protect comparability over time. A small number of new questions were
added relating to COVID-19.

The unsheltered population was surveyed over the course of a week. Potential participants were asked where
they stayed, or intended to stay, the night of January 26. If they reported being unsheltered on that night, they
were asked to participate in the survey. Survey participants were not asked to provide complete identifying
information, but did provide certain information that allowed surveys to be deduplicated. The survey was
administered by staff and volunteers in dozens of locations frequented by those who are unsheltered. The
survey was also administered directly on the streets by outreach workers, navigation workers, park rangers and
others. Surveyors were assigned to specific geographic areas of the County to ensure as complete geographic
coverage as possible. A complete summary of the Street Count methodology, provided by RRI, is included as an
appendix to this report.

Unfortunately, a number of challenges — primarily related to the COVID-19 pandemic and the Omicron variant
— significantly affected participation in the Street Count survey.

With Omicron at its zenith during the week of the Street Count (hospitalizations peaked January 27), outreach
workers and volunteers became unavailable, and other homeless services staff were ill or were forced to
maintain program operations as others were out sick.

These acute challenges added to those already present as a result of the pandemic, including a reported
increased reticence of people in encampments to engage in the survey and the continued closure of certain
service sites where people may have been surveyed in past years. Together, these challenges led to fewer
surveys being collected than we would have anticipated.

To address the concern about a potentially larger than usual undercount of people without shelter, the Joint
Office asked HUD for its recommendations on how to proceed. We received HUD's explicit approval to include in
the Unsheltered Count people who, at the time of the Count, were identified as being unsheltered on one of
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Multnomah County's three centralized by-name housing waitlists for individuals experiencing homelessness,
collectively referred to as Coordinated Entry (CE).

One of the by-name lists is dedicated to households with only adult members experiencing chronic
homelessness and is called "Coordinated Access for Adults” or "CAA." The "Family Queue" is for families with
children. And the "Veteran By Name List," or "VBNL." is for households with a veteran. The Joint Office manages
the by-name Coordinated Entry (CE) data using the Homeless Management Information System (HMIS).

Households from CE were only included in the Street Count if:

They were on a CE list on the night of the Count and

They reported being unsheltered on the day they were added to the list and

HMIS showed they'd received services within 365 days of the Count and

There was no other data in HMIS to indicate that they were in shelter, transitional housing or permanent
housing on the night of the Count.

Households on CE that did not meet all four of these criteria were excluded from the supplementary group of
unsheltered people, as were any households who met the CE criteria for inclusion but were already surveyed at a
shelter or transitional housing site that is not part of HMIS on the night of the Count. Any household that met the
CE criteria for inclusion in the Street Count and also completed a Street Count survey was only counted once in
the PIT Count. We deduplicated these records based on the same information that was used to deduplicate the
Street Count survey data.

The inclusion of CE data helps provide a more accurate picture of the overall number of people who are
unsheltered, but it has certain important limitations. In particular, CE lists do not collect much of the information
about the individuals on the list that is collected on the Street Count survey, either at all or in a comparable way.
In addition, the lists have demographic information only on the heads of household. This is particularly
consequential for the Family Queue, where there are often several other household members "on the list" for
whom no additional demographic information (other than “under 18") is available.

These limitations of the CE lists as a data source mean that, while we have a better estimate of the total
unsheltered population than otherwise, we also have much higher “unknown” rates than in past years for many
characteristics of the unsheltered population. High unknown rates present a problem when seeking to describe a
population, because it is often difficult to say with confidence that the unknowns share the distribution of a
particular demographic factor with the portion of the population for which we have data.

3.3. Accounting for Unknown Data

From a data analysis perspective, working only with the "knowns" to describe the percentage of those counted
who share a particular demographic characteristic is not particularly challenging. Significant challenges arise,
however, when we attempt to extrapolate from this data to the population as a whole, both in terms of their
demographic makeup and the total number of people in the population who have the particular characteristic.
This is especially true if there is reason to think the "unknowns” may not have the same distribution of that
characteristic as those for whom we have "known" data. For example, we know that in our CE data a
disproportionate percentage of our unknowns are children, and that children are less likely to have disabling
conditions than adults experiencing homelessness. It would, therefore, lead to misleading results to assign the
same rate of disabling conditions to the "unknowns" that we observe among those for whom we have data,
where we have a much smaller percentage of children. For the same reason, it becomes very difficult to make
certain comparisons across time when we have much higher "unknown" rates one year than another.
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As an example of the difficulties in measuring changes over time, consider a population of 150 people counted —
50 of whom identify as under 18 (children), 50 of whom identify as over 18 (adults), and 50 for whom we do not
have information. This data can be presented two ways:

1. 50% (50) of those for whom we know an age were children and 50% (50) were adults, or
2. 33% (50) of those counted were children, 33% (50) were adults, and 33% (50) did not have information
available on their age.

If we believe that the age makeup of the "unknowns" mirrors the "knowns,” we might reasonably conclude that
the entire population counted is 50% children and 50% adults. We could further conclude that there are 75
children and 75 adults in the population. This approach “imputes” the 50-50 share we see among the 100 people
who reported their age to the entire population of 150 people.

But what if we're not confident that the known population is representative of the unknown population? In that
case, our conclusions would have to be more limited. We could only say with certainty that among the 150 people
counted, "af least" 33% are children and “at least” 33% are adults, and that “at least” SO people are children and
50 people are adults.

What happens if we try to describe how the share of children has changed over time using this data, with such a
large share of "unknowns"? Suppose that three years ago the population was 150 people, and 70 identified as
children, 70 identified as adults, and only 10 people did not provide any age information.

Depending on the approach we use, it may or may not appear that there has been a change in the
demographic makeup of the population. If we merely apply (i.e. impute) the 50-50 distribution in the "known"
population fo the "unknowns" in both counts, then it would appear there was no change over three years. We
would estimate both counts showed 75 children and 75 adults.

However, the picture looks different if we can't reasonably assume — given the high rate of "unknowns” in the
more recent count — that half of the people are children and half are adults. We could only say that, today, the
minimum percentage of both children and adults in the population is 33%, whereas three years ago the minimum
percentages for each group were 47%. It would be tempting to compare the 47% to the 33%, and conclude that
the percentages of children and adults both dropped significantly over three years. But, of course, this could not
be; instead, the difference in percentages is an artifact of the much higher proportion of unknowns (also 33%) in
the current data set.

Looking only at the underlying numbers in a case like this would also be misleading. It would appear that the
number of children dropped from 70 to 50 over the course of three years, a 29% decrease. But that's very likely
not accurate, because there are so many more “unknowns" this year vs. three years ago. The most accurate
conclusion is that any real changes in the numibers and percentages of children and adults depend on how many
of the "unknowns" are children and adults.

This example is meant as a caution and does not dictate any absolutes about when imputation should or should
not be used. In some cases, in fact, HUD requires us to impute the characteristics of those for whom we have
information to those for whom we do not, precisely to allow for more meaningful comparisons over time. Where
this is the case in the report, we are explicit about it, explaining which numbers are presented and how they are
calculated.
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Our aim is to explain to the reader why the tables and analysis in the following sections will vary in how the
data is presented, and why, in many cases, we are not presenting certain change-over-time data that could
be very misleading given the amount of unknown information about many of the people in the Street Count.

To address and make clear the impact of hundreds of "unknowns" resulting from the inclusion of CE data and
COVID-19 impacts on survey coverage in shelters and transitional housing, the tables in this report distinguish
between all those who were counted in a particular category (e.g. unsheltered) — "Total Counted” — and those
who were surveyed on the particular data element — “Total Surveyed”

Total Surveyed includes everyone who was asked to provide the data in question, either as a part of the PIT
Count, at the time they entered shelter or transitional housing in our system, or at the time they became part of a
Coordinated Entry list. Total Surveyed does not include, in particular, any additional household members
identified by the head of household on a CE list who were not asked for their demographic information (e.g. a
child in the household for whom disability status was not collected).

In most cases where data is not imputed to the "unknowns,” the table percentages are reported in relation to
Total Surveyed. Those included in Total Surveyed may have provided answers to a question or they may have
declined or left the question unanswered for other reasons. These non-responsive surveyed individuals are
categorized as "Unreported” and are typically included in the calculations of percentages in tables.

EXAMPLE TABLE
Total
Sample Table 1 ‘ (Percent) ‘ Notes
Percentage calculated
50
Category | (50%) from Total Surveyed
(50/100)
40 Percentage calculated
Category 2 (40%) from Total Surveyed
(40/100)
Percentage calculated
from Total Surveyed
10 (10/100). Unreported

Unreported includes those who were
(10%) :
surveyed but did not
provide information for
this question

Total Surveyed 100
Unknown due to 50 Percentage calculated
CE (33%) from total counted
’ (50/150)
Total Counted 150
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In addition, some tables report information based only on those who provided a response to the question
("respondents"”), excluding those who responded "decline to state.” And some tables report information based on
a relevant subset of the population, e.g. Veteran Status is reported as a share of adults because children cannot
serve in the military (some questions were only asked to those 18 or older). In each table, we explain which
numbers are presented and how they are calculated.

3.4. People Missing from the PIT Count

Even with the inclusion of the supplementary CE data, the Unsheltered Count as a whole necessarily remains an
undercount. No matter how comprehensive the counting strategy is in the best of times, there are inherent
difficulties in finding and surveying everyone who is living unsheltered in a week's time. And among those who
are located, they can be counted only if they agree to participate in the survey and provide enough information
to ensure the same person is not counted multiple times?

A review of the research literature covering different methodologies for measuring the size and demographic
characteristics of the population experiencing homelessness (Lee-Anderson, 2017) concludes that “calling an
observational count a ‘census' is, fechnically speaking, more aspiration than reality since there is no legitimate
expectation that every single homeless person will be found.” This problem is more pronounced for certain
groups, such as children, youth and families, because they are less likely to engage with enumerators due to
fears that children may be removed from their living situation (SchoolHouse Connection, 2020).

By virtue of HUD's limited definition of homelessness, the PIT Count also does not include those individuals and
families living involuntarily with friends and relatives (often referred to as the "doubled up" population). For the
same reason, the Count omits people staying in institutional settings such as hospitals, jails and prisons on the
night of the Count.

Omitting these populations has significant consequences for understanding the demographics of homelessness.
By not including the "doubled-up" population, the PIT Count makes invisible a disproportionately large number of
families and people of color. While a separate analysis dedicated to estimating the doubled-up population has
been conducted in past years, this year's Count has omitted it due to capacity limitations. The Joint Office is
developing improved methodology for quantifying and describing the demographics of the “"doubled up”
population in time for the 2023 PIT Count.

Finally, the PIT Count relies on self-reports of survey respondents to determine critical demographic information.
There may be any number of reasons why respondents are unable or unwilling to answer certain questions
accurately or even at all. Rates of non-response are identified for each of the questions in the report. Someone
not responding when asked is different from someone who was never asked, and these two categories are
typically presented separately in the tables in this report.

Despite these limitations (which are shared in whole or in part by PIT Counts conducted all over the country), the
PIT Count continues to provide certain insights on the level and the nature of the unmet need for permanent
housing and other services in our community.

2 See section 8, "Additional Notes on Analytic Methodology”, for more information about methodology related to counting
unique individuals.
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3.5. What the PIT Count Does and Does Not Tell Us

The PIT Count provides important information about the nature of unmet need in our community — about those
who experienced HUD homelessness in our community on a single night this year. It is a snapshot that primarily
provides insight info the demographics and characteristics of those who are unsheltered or living in shelter or
transitional housing.

There are many questions, however, that the PIT Count does not answer. Because it focuses only on where
someone slept on a given night, the PIT Count does not reveal how many people experience homelessness over
the course of a year. That number is significantly higher than the number counted on any given night because a
large percentage of people who enter and exit homelessness over the course of a year will not be experiencing
homelessness on the night of the Count.

The Count also does not explore the reasons why people become homeless, explain how they leave
homelessness when they do, or explore what barriers might be preventing them from returning to permanent
housing. Similarly, the Count cannot explain why there are apparent changes in rates of homelessness overall or
among different demographic groups.

Although the PIT Count is often relied upon to show trends over fime, this must always be done with caution. As
mentioned above, people enter and leave homelessness continuously throughout the year at potentially differing
rates. The PIT Count is not sensitive to these changing dynamics, which adds uncertainty to how any given count
accurately captures the characteristics of the population experiencing homelessness in our community. Adding
to the uncertainty are the unknown ways in which people move between groups that are and are not included in
the Count.

The change in this year's Shelter Count methodology, necessitated by the impacts of the pandemic, makes it
even more challenging, and in some cases impossible, fo measure and meaningfully interpret changes in the
demographic makeup of the population experiencing HUD homelessness between 2019 and 2022 (see above).

The inclusion of CE data, combined with Omicron's effect on the person-power and other resources available for
the Count, as well as other political and social factors that may have changed participation rates, means some
apparent population-level changes may not reflect real-world change over time.

Finally. it bears repeating: The PIT Count provides only limited information with which to assess the
effectiveness of our ending homelessness strategies and our homeless response system.

Even as the homelessness response system is able to place and keep thousands of people in housing each year
who would otherwise be homeless, there are forces beyond that system's control that push thousands more
people onto the streets. The PIT Count is unable to reflect the impact of those forces. And other data points
reported quarterly in public reports by the Joint Office are better suited to discern the value of particular
strategies in the community's homelessness response system to meet specific needs.

That said, when we see, for example, persistent racial disparities within the HUD homeless population, or very
high rates of certain disabling conditions, it is an important indicator that we are not doing enough fo address the
unique barriers that people in these groups face to ending their homelessness.
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4 OVERALL RESULTS

A total of 5,228 people were counted as HUD homeless on the night of January 26, 2022. Of those, 3,057 were
unsheltered, 1,485 were in emergency shelter, and 686 were in transitional housing. Overall, 58.5% of the HUD
homeless population counted were unsheltered.

People Counted as HUD Homeless, 2022 PIT Count

Number
(Percent)

Living Situation

3,057
Unsheltered (58.5%)

1485 |
Emergency Shelter 3,057 Percentages in all tables are out

(284%) «— SEB = 58.5%  of the column total, unless
Transitional 686 ' otherwise indicated. Colurnn
Housing (13.1%) totals are in the bottom row of a
Total 5228 table.

4.1. Change over Time in HUD Homelessness

The number of people counted as HUD homeless was 30.2% higher in 2022 than in 2019. As seen in the table
below, the three previous counts, from 2015-19, identified HUD homeless numbers approximating 4,000. In 2022,
we see an increase in the overall number of people counted as HUD homeless, with the largest increase among
those who reported being unsheltered, in tents, vehicles, or other places not meant for human habitation.

The change in our approach to counting the unsheltered population prevents us from concluding that this entirely
reflects a change in the number of people actually experiencing unsheltered homelessness. But the datais

nonetheless consistent with other evidence of an increase in visible unsheltered homelessness over the course of
the pandemic.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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People Counted as HUD Homeless, PIT Counts 2013-22

. T % Change,
Living Situation ‘ 2013 ‘ 2017 ‘ 2019 ‘ 2019 to 2022
1895 1887 1668 2037 3057 o
Unshelrered (427%)  (496%)  (399%)  (507%) (58.5%) S0.1%
974 872 1752 1459 1485 o
Emergency Shelter 19 20w  @i9wm 363w (28.4%) 18%
Transitional 1572 1042 757 519 686 ..
Housing (354%)  (74%  (81%)  (129%) (131%) o
Totdl 4.44] 3801 4177 4015 5228 30.2%

The table above shows the total number and the percentage of the people counted as HUD homeless who were
in each living situation that year. For example, in 2017, 757 people were in transitional housing, and they
represented 18.1% of the HUD homeless population counted that year. In 2022, there were 686 people counted
living in transitional housing, and they made up 13.1% of the people counted as experiencing HUD homelessness
the night of the Count.

S. DEMOGRAPHICS

This section disaggregates and analyzes PIT Count data by a number of demographic categories.

Although using PIT Count data to assess change over time is always problematic, and particularly so this year,
most of the sub-sections in this portion of the report include both current numibers and comparable numbers
from 2019. Where "Change over Time" sections are omitted, there was most often a problem with data
comparability that prevented a meaningful assessment of such a change (for example, high rates of
non-responses for a given question in 2019, 2022 or both).

As discussed above, examining changes over time in the demographic composition of the PIT Count population
is particularly challenging this year because of the inclusion of data in the Unsheltered Count from the
Coordinated Entry (CE) housing waitlists. For persons included from the CE data, only the head of household
completes the Coordinated Entry assessment survey. As a result, we have demographic information only for the
head of household. The head of household reports how many people are in the household, how many of those
are children under 18 (“family” household), and the living situation of the household at the time of assessment.
Based on this information, we assigned households from the CE data to the adult-only or adults with
children/"family" household composition categories. All household members are assigned the living situation of
the head of household. We assigned child members of family households to the “under age 18" age group. All
other demographic information is missing for CE non-head-of-household persons.

We are required by HUD to provide data on certain demographic factors. And for those factors, we are required
to impute values to the missing, unknown and unreported responses in our data, based on the distribution of the
known values in the data. HUD's imputation guidance directs us to assume that the population of people for

whom demographic information is unknown has the same demographic profile as the population for whom the
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information is known.? In other words, if 25% of those for whom we have data identify as Latino/a/x, then HUD
requires us to assume that 25% of the people for whom we do not have information would also identify as
Latino/a/x. Presuming that the assumptions underlying the HUD-required imputation are correct, this allows for
comparing both percentages and numeric frequency differences in the population over fime.

As in all CoCs, our data submitted to HUD reflects their guidance. However, there can be good reasons to
question whether this kind of “imputation” to the unknown population is reliable. In particular, if we have reason
to believe some groups were less likely to answer certain questions, or we know that we are missing more data
from certain groups than others, then the imputation can lead to misleading results (see Section 3 for a detailed
discussion of these concerns).

For example, consider the inclusion of CE data from the Family housing waitlist. Including these households
arguably improved our count of unsheltered families with children, many of which may not have been included

in prior Counts because of their living situation (in a car or RV), geographic location, or reluctance to be surveyed.
However, since we lack racial and ethnic demographic data on the children in these households, HUD guidance
directs us to impute their racial/ethnic identity based on the racial and ethnic composition of unsheltered parents
from the CE data and unsheltered families surveyed during the Street Count. Given that the Street Count
population fends to have more non-Hispanic whites and fewer BIPOC, this imputation may considerably
understate the share of BIPOC children among unsheltered families.

With these considerations in mind, where appropriate, the following sections present change over time analysis in
two ways — with demographics imputed to the unknowns, to satisfy HUD's requirements, and with unknowns
omitted from the analysis. We also endeavor to provide context for the apparent change over time related to
this dynamic and others that may be influencing whether an apparent change reflects a real change in the
community or is an artifact of the data.

5.1. Race & Ethnicity

Institutional, systemic and interpersonal racism are among the most important causes of homelessness, and why
we have consistently observed a significant overrepresentation of people who identify as BIPOC in the
population of people experiencing homelessness. This means there are disproportionately high rates of people
identifying with various racial and ethnic groups in the HUD homeless population as compared to their share of
the general population.

As in previous years, the 2022 PIT Count indicates that people of color as a whole, and people identifying as
Armerican Indian or Alaska Native*, Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander, and Black or African American, in
particular, are significantly overrepresented in the HUD homeless population. While some communities, including
the Latino/a/x community, do not appear to be overrepresented based on this year's PIT Count data, there are
continuing factors (including the national political environment and the lack of cultural understanding in HUD's
definition of "homeless"), that lead these communities of color to be more significantly undercounted in the PIT

® To be more specific, HUD's approach assumes that for each demographic category reported to HUD (age group. gender,
race, ethnicity and chronically homeless status) the distribution of unknown responses in the category is equal to the
distribution of known responses within household type (adult-only, adults with children, and child-only) and living situation
(unsheltered, emergency shelter and transitional housing). Put more simply, the racial composition for individuals of
unreported race from unsheltered family households is imputed to match the racial composition among the unsheltered
family household persons for whom race is known.
* Throughout this report, people referred to as identifying as "American Indian or Alaska Native" or "American
Indian/Alaska Native" may also have identified as “Native American.” See section 8, "Additional Notes on Analytic
Methodology”, for more information.
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Count. As explained earlier, the use of HUD's definition of homelessness, which omits the involuntarily doubled-up
population, further obscures the true level of overrepresentation for many communities of color.

The tables and figures below provide a more detailed description of the experience of each community of color
surveyed in the 2022 PIT Count. We report data on race and ethnicity using two approaches.

The first, "HUD Category Assignment (Choose one race),” follows HUD's guidance on how to report the numbers
of people in each racial and ethnic category. Individuals are assigned to a single racial category, and fo the
Hispanic/Latino category, based on their first answer to the question, "How do you identify your race/ethnicity?"
For those who do not provide this information, HUD directs us to impute a racial and ethnic identity based on the
frequency of each response among people with valid responses, as described above.

The second approach to presenting the data — a best-practices standard used by the U.S. Census Bureau and
the Joint Office — reports people's racial and ethnic identifications based on the "JOHS Alone or in Combination
Categories (Choose all that apply).” People may respond with as many races and ethnicities as they choose, and
we report the number of people in each category who have responded as identifying with that race or ethnicity.
This approach is becoming the standard demographic practice for reporting racial and ethnic identification.
Because people can identify with more than one race and ethnicity using this approach — that is, someone who
identifies as "Black” and “Native American” is counted in both the "Black” group and in the “Native American”
group — the sum of the percentages of people across all race and ethnicity categories will be more than 100%.

In the second approach, we also do not impute an identity to people who do not provide information on their
race or ethnicity. Instead we include them in a "Race/Ethnicity Unknown" category. When calculating the
percentages of people experiencing homelessness who identify with different racial and ethnic identities, we
calculate these percentages as a share of the people who were “surveyed.” Again, when we use this term, we
include everyone who was asked the question about themselves, during the Street Count survey, or when they
provided their information for HMIS at the time they entered shelter or transitional housing, or when they
completed an entry assessment to sign up for the CE list. We exclude from the calculation people who were
never asked the question, in particular the additional household members included in the PIT Count from the
Coordinated Entry lists.

Of the total 5,228 people included in the PIT Count, 4,779 were surveyed via one of the approaches described in
the preceding paragraph. Throughout this section the reader will see tables where the total number of people
included in the table is either 5,228 or 4,779. The population of individuals surveyed (4,779) is typically used where
including the unsurveyed persons in the total would lead to less helpful or confusing information about the
population — for example, showing a smaller representation for racial and ethnic communities than what we
can actually surmise given the extent of missing data.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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HUD Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Living Situation: HUD Categories, Imputed Race
and Ethnicity Data

Percent

E Transitional Total f
Race/Ethnicity Unsheltered mergency ransiiiona A of Group

Shelter Housing Population (Row)
Unsheltered

HUD Category Assignment (Choose one race)

1,885 866 403 3154 .
White (61.7%) (58.3%) (58.7%) (60.3%) 59.8%
Black or African 491 224 74 789 62.2%
American (16.1%) (15.1%) (10.8%) (15.1%)

_ 42 11 1 54 .
Asian (14%) (0.7%) (0.1%) (10%) 778%
American Indian or 220 49 34 303 79 6%
Alaska Native (7.2%) (3.3%) (5.0%) (5.8%)

Native Hawaiian or 64 14 2 80 80.0%
Other Pacific Islander (21%) (0.9%) (0.3%) (1.5%)

. 355 321 172 848 .
Multiple Races (11.6%) (21.6%) (251%) (16.2%) A%
HUD Category Assignment (Choose one ethnicity)

Non-Hispanic/ 2,830 1320 603 4,753 5059,
Non-Latino (92.6%) (88.9%) (87.9%) (90.9%)

. . . 227 165 83 475 .
Hisponic/Latino (7.4%) (11%) (121%) (91%) 478%
Total HUD Homeless 3,057 1,485 686 5,228 58.5%

Note: Question — "How do you identify your race/ethnicity?"

Using HUD categories and imputed data, we see in the above table that people who identify as White make up
60.3% of the counted HUD homeless population, while individuals who identify as BIPOC make up 39.6% — even
though they make up only 34% of Multnomah County's overall population. It is also notable in this table that rates
of unsheltered homelessness are higher among American Indian or Alaska Natives (72.6%), those who identify as
Asian (77.8%), Black or African American (62.2%) and Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islanders (80%) than Whites
(59.8%).

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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HUD Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Living Situation: Inclusive Identity Categories,
Unadjusted Race and Ethnicity Data

Emergenc Transitional Total percent
Race/Ethnicity Unsheltered gency . : of Group (Row)
Shelter Housing Population
Unsheltered
1,003 604 251 1,858
BIP 4.0%
oc (38.5%) (40.7%) (36.6%) (38.9%) 540
. : . 1378 728 407 2,513 .
Non-Hispanic White (52.8%) (49.0%) (59.3%) (52.6%) 54.8%
Race/Ethnicity 227 153 28 408 55 4%
Unreported (87%) (10.3%) (41%) (8.5%) o
Unknown due to CE 449 449 100%

Alone or in Combination Categories (Choose all that apply)

. 51 1 8 70 ]
African (2.0%) (07%) (1.2%) (15%) 729%
American Indian,

, 345 186 86 617 )
sl Vel @F (13.2%) (12.5%) (12.5%) (12.9%) S

Indigenous

Asian or Asian 50 35 7 Q2 5449,
American (1.9%) (2.4%) (1.0%) (1.9%) o
Black or African 43| 290 101 822 5049
American (16.5%) (19.5%) (14.7%) (17.2%) e
Hispanic or Latin 226 163 83 472 4709
(@)(0)(x) (87%) (11.0%) (12.1%) (9.9%) e
. 5 2 4 1 .
e SIOEEE Sl (0.2%) (01%) (0.6%) (0.2%) 45.5%
Native Hawaiian or 74 43 13 130 57.0%
Pacific Islander (2.8%) (2.9%) (1.9%) (2.7%) o

. 8 2 0 10 ]
RO (0.3%) (01%) (0%) (0.2%) 80%

. . 1,649 989 504 3142 ]
White or Caucasion (63.2%) (66.6%) (73.5%) (65.8%) 52.5%
Total Surveyed 2,608 1,485 686 4,779 54.6%

Note: Question — "How do you identify your race/ethnicity?"

- Because people can identify with more than one race category, numbers in a given column in the "Alone or In
Combination” section of Race/Ethnicity tables add up to more than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup.
Similarly, percentages add up to more than 100%. In confrast, numbers in the first three rows of a given column of
Race/Ethnicity tables do add up fo the exact number of people in each group or subgroup. Corresponding percentages add
up to 100%.

- Respondents were able to share additional racial or ethnic groups with whom they identify in addition fo the options
indicated above. See "Additional Race Values” to view these additional values.
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Using our preferred "Alone or in combination” methodology, and reporting only on those who were surveyed, we
have a more nuanced and reliable picture of the race and ethnicity of those experiencing HUD homelessness. We
continue to see significant overrepresentation of people who identify as BIPOC overall, but rates of unsheltered
homelessness look somewhat different. In this table, rates of unsheltered homelessness are less significantly
different across groups, with the exception of the African and Slavic populations, which have much higher
portions of their HUD homeless populations that are unsheltered. Overall, BIPOC and White respondents were
nearly equally likely to be unsheltered. We also see that overall rates of sheltered homelessness for Whites and
people who are BIPOC are similar o their percentages of the overall population, but that individuals who identify
as BIPOC are underrepresented in transitional housing. Given that much of our transitional housing is dedicated
to substance use recovery, this requires additional inquiry.

Multiple communities of color continue to be overrepresented in the HUD homeless population in
Multnomah County

B Multnomah County General Population Multnomah County Homeless Population

72.0%

65.7% 65.8%
52.6%

38.9%
34.3%

17.2%

12.9% 12.7%
9.7% 9.9%
71%

_ A

BIPOC Non-Hispanic White  American Indian, Alaska Asian or Asian Black or African Hispanic/Latin(a)(0)(x) Native Hawaiian or White or Caucasian
Native or Indigenous American American Pacific Islander

Note: Percentages for the Multnomah County general population were obtained from the U.S. Census Bureau's Decennial
Census (2020).

In the above table, we compare the percentages of racial and ethnic groups in the PIT Count to their percentage
of Multnomah County's overall population. If a group makes up more of the HUD homeless population than the
overall County population, that group is overrepresented. That means that someone from that community is
more likely to be homeless than the typical Multhomah County resident.

The table reveals that those who identify as White are less likely to be HUD homeless than one would predict
based on their share of the Multnomah County population. By contrast, people identifying as American Indian,
Alaska Native or Indigenous, and Black or African American are the most overrepresented in the HUD homeless
population. In 2022, American Indian, Alaska Native or Indigenous people made up 12.9% of the HUD homeless
population, despite making up only 2.5% of Multnomah County's population. People who are Black or African
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American made up 17.2% of the HUD homeless population, despite making up 7.1% of the Multnomah County
population.

Other communities overrepresented in the HUD population, based on the PIT Count, include people identifying as
Native Hawaiians or Pacific Islanders. They represent 2.7% of the HUD homeless population while their share of
the Multnomah County general population is 11%. Overall, people who are BIPOC, who make up 34.3% of the
Multnomah County population make up 38.9% of the HUD homeless population.

5.1.1. Race/Ethnicity. Change over Time

Change over Time, Unsheltered Population by Race/Ethnicity: Inclusive Identity Categories,
Unadjusted Race/Ethnicity Data

T % Change % Change
Race/Ethnicity 2019 2022 (Unsheltered) (Total
Unsheltered
736 1,003 . 3
BIPOC (36.1%) (38.5%) 26.6% 21.5%
Non-Hispanic 1,202 1,378 . .
White (59%) (52.8%) 128% 7V
Race/Ethnicity 99 227
129.3% 191.4%
Unreported (4.9%) (8.7%) 3
Alone or in Combination
American Indian,
) 258 345 . .
Alo.sko Native, or (12.7%) (13.2%) 25.2% 321%
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 30 50 . .
American (1.5%) (19%) 40% 8.2%
Black or African 276 431 . .
Armerican (13.5%) (16.5%) 36% 269%
Hispanic or Latin 167 226
261% 26.5%
(a)(0)(x) (8.2%) (8.7%)
Native Hawaiian or 59 74 . .
Pacific Islander (2.9%) (2.8%) 20.3% 7.2
1394 1,649
Whit i 15.5% 12.2%
ite or Caucasian (68.4%) (63.2%) 5.5
Total Surveyed 2,037 2,608 219% 15%

The above table indicates that BIPOC communities increased their share of the unsheltered population between
2019 and 2022 (36.1% to 38.5%)., while those who identified as Non-Hispanic White decreased their share (59% to
52.8%). We have no reason to believe that the higher level of unknowns, if known, would alter this trend. Looking
at individual communities of color, the table reveals that the largest increase in share of the unsheltered
population is among those who identify as Black or African American (13.5% to 16.5%). We also have learned that,
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among those surveyed for whom we have race and ethnicity information, unsheltered homelessness for BIPOC
communities overall grew faster than HUD homelessness for BIPOC communities (26.6% v. 21.5%), although this
was not true within all individual commmunities of color.

Between 2019 and 2022, overrepresentation among the HUD homeless population (relative to their
representation in the general population) increased for people identifying as Black or African American and for
people identifying as American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous. For example, in 2019 the share of people
identifying as American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous among the HUD homeless population was 3.6 times
larger than their share in the general population; by 2022, the data suggests that this rate of overrepresentation
increased to 4.3 times larger. This accords with data indicating that the HUD homeless population in these
communities grew faster than the HUD homeless population across all communities, and suggests that both
trends may have less to do with the County becoming more diverse and more to do with adverse factors
affecting these communities disproportionately. This data further emphasizes the importance of prevention and
housing placement strategies that are designed to meet the specific challenges faced by communities of color
experiencing growing disparities in their rates of homelessness.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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5.1.2. Race/Ethnicity and Gender Identity

In October 2021, HUD updated its gender data standards so that people can identify in multiple gender
categories. These multiple responses are what led to a higher number of responses than people surveyed.

HUD Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Gender Identity: Imputed Gender Data

A gender that is not

Race/Ethnicity and . : » »
Gender Identification Transgender Questioning singularly “Female” or Female Male
anlen
28 5 35 666 1133
BIPOC (1.5%) (0.3%) (19%) (35.8%) (61.0%) L
) ) i 38 6 48 901 1,533
Non-Hispanic White (15%) (0.2%) (19%) @som  low 2P
Race/Ethnicity 6 1 8 146 249 408
Unreported (1.5%) (0.2%) (2.0%) (35.8%) (61.0%)
72 12 9l 1,713 2,915
Total (15%) (0.2%) (19%) @ssn  ©om 7
Alone or in Combination
) ] 0 1 25 43
African (14%) (0.0%) (14%) (357%4)  (614%) 70
oot o 9 ’ 2 21 w6
) ' (1.5%) (0.3%) (1.9%) (35.8%) (60.9%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian ] 0 2 33 56 99
American (11%) (0.0%) (2.2%) (35.9%) (60.9%)
Black or African 13 2 16 295 501 827
American (1.6%) (0.2%) (1.9%) (35.9%) (60.9%)
Hispanic/Latin 7 1 9 169 288 479
(a)(0)(x) (1.5%) (0.2%) (1.9%) (35.8%) (61.0%)
) 0 0 0 4 7
Middle Eastern (0.0%) (0.0%) (0.0%) (36.4%)  (636%) L
Native Hawaiian or 2 0 2 47 79 130
Pacific Islander (1.5%) (0.0%) (1.5%) (36.2%) (60.8%)
Slavic o o Y 4 : 10
(0.0%) (0.0%) (0.0%) (40.0%)  (60.0%)
) . 48 8 59 1,126 1,917
White or Caucasion (15%) (03%) (19%) @58%  (elow o2

Note: All percentages are of row totals, which are located in the "Total" column. For example, 1.5% of BIPOC individuals identify as
transgender (28/1,858). Because people can identify with more than one gender category, numbers in a given row of this table can add
up to more than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly, percentages can add up to more than 100%.

See section 5.2. Gender for more on gender, including group tfotals.
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A significant majority of the HUD homeless population surveyed identified as male, 61%, with approximately 35.8%
identifying as female. Among those surveyed, 3.7% of respondents identified as either transgender, questioning,
or "a gender that is not singularly 'male’ or ‘female™. There is little overall variation in gender identity makeup
between BIPOC people and Non-Hispanic Whites surveyed. The table also reveals relatively little variation in
gender identity makeup among individual communities of color and those who identify as White or Caucasian.

5.1.3. Race/Ethnicity and Age Groups

Across the country, and in our community, the population of people experiencing homelessness has grown older
in keeping with trends in the general population. While young people, including children, continue to fall into
homelessness at unacceptable rates, the population as a whole is increasingly older and suffering the
compounding health challenges that come with age and living without permanent, stable, affordable housing.
The PIT Count provides a glimpse of the age distribution by race and ethnicity of those surveyed who were
experiencing HUD homelessness in Multnomah County this past January.

HUD Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Age: HUD Age Categories, Imputed Age Data
Race/Ethnicity | Under 18 | 18-24 | Over 24 | Total

164 103 1,765
BlPoc (8.1%) (5.1%) (86.8%) 2032
Non-Hispanic 222 140 2,387 2749
White (81%) (5.1%) (86.8%)
Race/Ethnicity 36 23 388 447
Unreported (8.1%) (5.1%) (86.8%)

422 266 4,540
foral ®% G gesn P

Note: All percentages are of row totals, which are located in the "Total" column. For example, based on the HUD imputation
8.1% of BIPOC individuals are under 18 years old (164/1,858).
- See section 5.3 Age Groups for more on age groups.

HUD requires us to report data on age with the people with unknown age imputed to one of the age categories,
as set out in the table above. As described earlier, this imputation is calculated by using the percentages in each
age category among the people who reported their age to create an age distribution to those for whom we lack
information. Similarly, within each age group, we use the percentages in each racial/ethnic category fo impute
the number of people in each racial/ethnic category. While this imputation methodology causes the percentage
of children in each racial/ethnic category to be identical (8.1%), other data in the report on age and race/ethnicity
suggests that there may be differences.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
27



HUD Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Age: Local Age Groups, Unadjusted Age Data

Race/Ethnicity | Under 18 | 18-24 | 25-54 | 55-70 | Over 70 | Unreported | Total
Q0 127 1,186 413 29 13
BIPOC (4.8%) (6.8%) (63.8%) (22.2%) (1.6%) (0.7%) —
Non-Hispanic 48 107 1,617 626 82 33 2513
White (1.9%) (4.3%) (64.3%) (24.9%) (3.3%) (1.3%) '
Race/Ethnicity 6 12 201 36 3 150 408
Unreported (1.5%) (2.9%) (49.3%) (8.8%) (0.7%) (36.8%)
Unknown due to 449
CE (100%) 449
144 246 3,004 1,075 114 645
Tofal (2.8%) 47%)  (575%)  (206%)  (22%) a3 %8
Alone or in Combination
) 4 ) 48 1l ] 1
African (5.7%) 1% (686%)  (157%) (1.4%) (1.4%) 70
ot 22 a7 s 9 I
. ' (3.6%) (6.6%) (64.3%) (23.5%) (1.5%) (0.5%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 7 9 59 14 ] 2 9
American (7.6%) (9.8%) (64.1%) (15.2%) (1.1%) (2.2%)
Black or African 56 63 494 195 7 7 897
American (6.8%) (7.7%) (60.1%) (23.7%) (0.9%) (0.9%)
Hispanic/Latin 3l 36 298 92 13 2 479
(a)(0)(x) (6.6%) (7.6%) (63.1%) (19.5%) (2.8%) (0.4%)
) ] 0] 8 2 0 0
Middie Easfern (9.1%) 00%)  (727%)  (182%)  (0.0%) (0.0%) t
(l;lro’rlve Hawaiian 5 5 08 19 , 0 5
.. (3.8%) (5.4%) (75.4%) (14.6%) (0.8%) (0.0%)
Pacific Islander
Slavic 0 2 > 2 ! 0 10
(0.0%) (20.0%) (50.0%) (20.0%) (10.0%) (0.0%)
White or 86 147 2,021 761 94 33 3142
Caucasian (2.7%) (4.7%) (64.3%) (24.2%) (3.0%) (1.1%) '

Note: All percentages are of row totals, which are located in the "Total" column. For example, 4.8% of BIPOC individuals are

under 18 years old (90/1,858).

In the table above, the data is presented for everyone counted, but without imputing age to those who were not
surveyed or did not provide a response fo the age question. The unknowns make up 12.3% of the 5,228 included
in the Count. This makes drawing conclusions about the total number of people actually in each age category,
and each age group's true percentage of the total population difficult to determine from this data.
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What we can say about the 87.7% of those counted for whom we do have data is that we see considerably
higher percentages of BIPOC who are under 18 (4.8%), as compared to Non-Hispanic Whites (1.9%), and, at the
other end of the spectrum, a larger percentage of Non-Hispanic Whites who are over 70 (3.3%), as compared to
1.6% of those who identify as BIPOC.

Looking at individual communities of color, the numbers of Black or African American, Hispanic/Latin(a)(o)(x) and
American Indian Alaska Native or Indigenous children contribute to the higher than average share of children
among people identifying as BIPOC. Many of the unsurveyed people are children in families on the CE list, and in
light of other data suggesting that families are more likely to identify as BIPOC than adult households, the true
share of BIPOC children experiencing homelessness is likely higher. More than 25% percent of people who
identified as African, American Indian Alaska Native or Indigenous, Black or African American, Slavic, or
White/Caucasian were over 55. Less than 20% of Native Hawaiin or Pacific Islanders, people identifying as Middle
Eastern, African or Asian were over 55.

5.2. Gender Identity

Our homeless services programs must be culturally responsive to the unique experiences of people with all
gender identities. Understanding how many people needing services have particular gender identities is one
important factor in designing programming. While the PIT Count endeavors to obtain information on gender
identity, people who identify as other than male or female continue to have well-founded fears about reporting
their identities that will tend to lead to an undercount of those who are transgender, questioning, or do not
identify as singularly female or male. Therefore, this data should be used with caution and only with other
quantitative and qualitative data that provides a more complete picture.

In October 2021, HUD updated its gender data standards so that people can identify in multiple gender
categories. Because some individuals provided multiple responses, the following tables reflect more responses
than people counted. It should also be noted that Gender Identity is among the data categories where HUD
requires communities to impute the gender identities of the known population to the population of people whose
gender identity is unknown (as was explained at the beginning of this section). In this section we provide the PIT
Count data both as it was presented to HUD, and also without imputation and with the unknowns identified.
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HUD Homeless Population by Gender and Living Situation: Imputed Gender Data

Emergency Transitional Total
helt
Unsheltered ‘ Shelter Housing ‘ Population
38 27 15
Transgender (47.5%) (33.8%) (18.8%) 80
- 8 4 1
Questioning (615%) (30.8%) 77%) ®
A gender that is not singularly 50 36 13 99
"Female” or "Male" (50.5%) (36.4%) (13.1%)
1,201 517 143
Female (64.5%) (27.8%) 77%) 180!
1,760 901 514
Mall 17
e (55.4%) (28.4%) 162%) 3175
Total 3,057 1,485 686 5228

Note: All percentages are row fotals, which is located in the "Total Population” column. For example 47.5% of transgender
individuals were counted as unsheltered (38/80).

Question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply).

Because people can identify with more than one gender category, numbers in a given column of this table can add up to
more than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly, percentages can add up to more than 100%.

HUD Homeless Population by Gender: Without Imputed Gender Identities

Gender Imputed Unadjusted
Data Data
80 74
Transgender (15%) (14%)
Questionin 13 12
9 (02%) (02%)
A gender that is not singularly 99 9l
"Female” or "Male" (19%) (1.7%)
Fornale 1,861 1,543
(35.7%) (29.5%)
Male 3175 2,872
(60.9%) (54.9%)
21
Unreported (4.0%)
449
Unknown due to CE (8.6%)
Total 5,228 5,228

Question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply).
Because people can identify with more than one gender category, numbers in a given column of this table add up to more
than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly, percentages add up to more than 100%.
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HUD Homeless Population by Gender and Living Situation: Without Imputed Gender Identities

Gender Unsheltered Emergency Trqnsﬂ.lonal Totql-
Shelter Housing Population
35 24 15
Transgender (47.3%) (32.4%) (203%) 7
o 7 4 1
Questioning (583%) (33.3%) (8:3%) 2
A gender that is not singularly 46 32 13 ol
"Female” or "Male” (50.5%) (35.2%) (14.3%)
933 471 139
Female (60.5%) (30.5%) (9.0%) 1549
1,556 814 502
Male (54.2%) (283%) (17.5%) 2872
52 140 19
Unreported (24.6%) (66.4%) (9.0%) 1
449
Unknown due to CE (100%)
Total 3,057 1,485 686 5,228

Note: All percentages are row fotals, which is located in the "Total Population” column. For example 47.3% of transgender
individuals were counted as unsheltered (35/74).

Note: Question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply).

Because people can identify with more than one gender category, numbers in a given row of this fable can add up to more
than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly, percentages can add up to more than 100%.

Because the gender identity data that does not include imputation is more likely to accurately reflect our
community, we focus on those tables here. Among the notable information in these tables, people who identified
as female were the most likely to be unsheltered, at over 60%. Given the unique vulnerabilities of women who are
unsheltered, this is a significant concern. And it requires an analysis of the causes and most effective approaches
to serving these women:. It is also notable that people who identified as transgender were the only group whose
members were more likely to be in shelter or transitional housing than unsheltered. While this may reflect the
introduction of culturally specific shelter programming for the LGBTQIA+ community during the pandemic (the
Queer Affinity Village alternative shelter), additional data would be needed before drawing firm conclusions
from this finding.
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5.2.1. Change over Time, Gender Identity

Change over Time, HUD Homeless Population by Gender Identity using Imputed Data

Percentage
Gender 2022 Point
Change
42 80
Transgender (1.0%) (15%) 0.5
Questioning* N/A 13 N/A
0 (0.2%)
A gender that is not singularly 43 99 08
"Female” or "Male" (1.1%) (1.9%) '
1399 1,861
Female (348%)  (357%) 07
2,53l 3175
Male (630%)  (60.9%) 2

In order to meaningfully compare 2022 data to 2019, we are using HUD's imputed approach (which was also
used in 2019). Understanding the limitations of this approach, it appears from the above table that the number of
people identifying as transgender has nearly doubled over three years, and the share of the counted HUD
homeless population identifying as transgender, 1.5% in 2022, increased by 50% over three years. We also observe
that more than twice as many people identified as ‘A gender not singularly ‘Female' or ‘Male” and that the
population of people experiencing homelessness that identifies as female grew considerably faster than the
male-idenfied population (33% vs. 25.4%). '‘Questioning’ was not an available category choice in 2019.

5.3. Age Groups

As discussed in Section 5.1.3, understanding the age profile of the HUD homeless population is important as we
design programs and housing opportunities in our system. Again, the following tables present age information
using first HUD's directive to impute ages to those for whom we have unknown values, and then the same data
but without imputation.

HUD Homeless Population by Age Groups by Living Situation: HUD Age Groups, Imputed Age Data

E Transitional Total
Age Group Unsheltered mergency ransi 'Ionq [o] G'
Shelter Housing Population
287 113 22 422
Under 18 (9.4%) (7.6%) (3.2%) (8.1%)
s 147 79 20 266
(4.8%) (53%) (5.8%) (5.1%)
ver o4 2623 1293 624 4,540
(85.8%) (87.1%) (91.0%) (86.8%)
Total 3,057 1485 686 5228

Note: Question — "Age".
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HUD Homeless Population by Age Groups by Living Situation: Local Age Groups, Unadjusted Age
Data

E Transitional Total
Age Group Unsheltered mergency ransi .IOnC| (o) CI-
Shelter Housing Population
9 13 22 144
SRRl (0.3%) (7.6%) (3.2%) (30%)
8.2 136 72 38 246
(5.2%) (4.9%) (5.5%) (5.2%)
25 54 1,869 721 414 3,004
(71.7%) (49.0%) (60.4%) (62.9%)
S50 519 409 147 1.075
(19.9%) (27.5%) (21.4%) (22.5%)
49 40 25 14
70+
(19%) (2.7%) (3.6%) (2.4%)
Urresortod 26 130 40 196
P (10%) (8.8%) (5.8%) (41%)
Total 2,608 1,485 686 4779
Surveyed
Under-18s
Unknown 246 246
due to CE
Adults
Unknown 203 203
due to CE
Total 3,057 1,485 686 5,228

Note: Question — "Age".

In this table we see that, while the majority of children included through the traditional PIT Count approach are in
shelter or transitional housing, the number of children included from the Family Queue coordinated entry list is
nearly double the number from the Shelter Count. A significant majority of those 25-54 also are unsheltered
(62.2%). We also note that nearly half of the people over 70 counted said they were unsheltered; this reinforces
the urgency of ensuring that we have housing and shelter programs that can effectively serve this considerably
older and vulnerable population.

The table would suggest that 18- to 24-year-olds make up only 5.1% of the HUD homeless population, 266 people.
There are a variety of reasons why transition-age youths are particularly difficult to engage in the PIT Count.
Over time, those who work most directly with transition-age youth have argued that the PIT Count does not
accurately capture the true level of need in this age group. As evidence for this, Multnomah County's homeless
services system served 3,345 transition-age youth from July 2020 through June 2021. A sizable number of these
youth were no longer homeless (they were receiving support to retain their housing), but many experienced
homelessness over the course of that year.
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5.4. Household Composition

The following tables illustrate the breakdown of the HUD homeless population by household type, and also the
changes in household composition over time. Household composition is one of the data elements that yielded
relatively few unknowns when incorporating CE data info the Unsheltered Count. Any head of household that
said they had a child under 18 was assigned to the Family category. Others were assigned to the Adult category
because a person has to be older than 18 just to be on those lists.

Again, however, the inclusion of the Family Queue data leads to a much higher number of people in families
counted than in previous PIT counts. This is only partly the result of an actual increase in families experiencing
HUD homelessness, and significantly a function of using a more inclusive data set this year than in past PIT
Counts. This is particularly true of the apparent increase in families experiencing homelessness that are reported
as living unsheltered. In the table below, 453 people in families are reported to be unsheltered; of these 439 came
from the Family Queue.

But given several factors surrounding the timing of the PIT Count — in January — it is very likely that a sizable
number of the people who were unsheltered in families when they joined the Coordinated Entry list and included
in our PIT unsheltered Count were not actually unsheltered the night of the Count.

First, all household members were counted as unsheltered if the parent was unsheltered, but we know that
parents often find places for their children to stay even if they themselves must remain on the streets, especially
in winter. Families as a whole are also generally more likely to find opportunities to double up, especially during
the cold months.

And this winter the County maintained a policy of motel sheltering any family that was confirmed to be
unsheltered during the winter. Over 500 adults and children in families were diverted from shelters experiencing
COVID capacity constraints during January 2022. For a variety of reasons, at least 26 families in motel rooms
were not flagged as experiencing homelessness on the night of the PIT Count and, therefore, could not be
checked against the people in families from the CE list who are reported unsheltered in the Count, meaning we
could not deduplicate this data.

While none of these factors change the fact that the 439 people in families identified through CE as unsheltered
were experiencing homelessness, it does suggest that a potentially significant portion of them were likely not
unsheltered the night of the Count.

Again, none of this is fo say that 453 people in families were not experiencing homelessness the night of the
Count, or that many more families with children aren't experiencing unsheltered homelessness, at least
temporarily, as a result of the pandemic; it is only to caution against concluding that as many families were
unsheltered on the night of the Count as this data suggests.

It also cautions against comparing family homelessness numbers from 2019 to 2022 and concluding that there
has been a dramatic increase. Instead it is more likely that the 2019 Count undercounted the number of people
experiencing HUD homelessness, while the 2022 Count likely overstates the number of people counted
experiencing unsheltered homeless..

These challenges all highlight the importance of having a Count methodology that both better reaches people in

families who are unsheltered the night of the count, and that provides a better estimate of the involuntarily
doubled-up population.
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5.4.1. Household Composition and Change Over Time

HUD Homeless Population by Household Composition and Living Situation: Unadjusted Data

E T itional Total
Household Type Unsheltered rmergency rans .|onq ord
Shelter Housing People
2,572 1156 ol
Adults (18+ years old) (59.3%) (26.6%) 14.1%) 4,339
Families (af least one 453 189 26 668
adult and at least one child) (67.8%) (28.3%) (3.9%)
Unaccompanied Children ] 6 8 15
(under 18 years old) (6.7%) (40%) (63.3%)
3l 134 4]
Unreported Household Type (15%) (65%) (19.9%) 206

Note: Percentages in this table are based on row totals.
Household composition was calculated based on the ages of all people in a household. If at least one person in a household
had an unknown age, their household type was categorized as unreported.
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Change over Time, HUD Homeless Population by Household Composition and Living Situation

Percentage
Point
Change

Household

Composition

Total People

3,671 4,339
Adulrs oam  @m  of
" 317 668
Families 79%  (128%) 9
Unaccompanied 7 15 ol
Children (0.2%) (0.3%) '
Unsheltered
2,025 2,572
Adulrs (99.4%)  (841%) 103
" 12 453
Families (06%)  (148%) 42
Unaccompanied 0 1 N/A
Children (0%) (0.03%)
Emergency Shelter
1158 1156
Adulrs (79.4%)  (77.8%) 0
" 277 189
Families 9% (127%) 63
Unaccompanied 5 6 ol
Children (0.3%) (0.4%) '
Transitional Housing
488 61l
Adulrs (94%)  (891%) 49
" 28 26
Families (54%)  (38%) o
Unaccompanied 2 8 08
Children (0.4%) (12%) '

Note: Percentages in this table are based on the total number of people in each living situation (all living situations,
unsheltered, emergency shelter and transitional housing) in each year.

Household composition was calculated based on the ages of all people in a household. If at least one person in a household
had an unknown age, their household type was categorized as unreported.

With the inclusion of CE data in this year's Count, we observed a shift in the composition of the HUD homeless
population. People in adult-only households went from 91.4% of those counted in 2019 to 82.9% in 2022, while
people in families make up 12.8% in the 2022 Count. For all the reasons set out above, it is likely that the 2022
Count does a better job of identifying people in families who were not found in previous counts, and begins to
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address the large family undercount that results fromn HUD not allowing communities to include anyone, adults or
people in families, who are involuntarily doubled up.

The previous table also suggests that there was a reduction in the number of people in families being served on
one night in emergency shelter. That's because the Count does not include as “sheltered” at least 26 families
who were identified by outreach workers as unsheltered during the late Fall and early Winter months of
2021-22 and were assisted into motel rooms for the balance of the Winter months.

While the pandemic continued to adversely impact capacity in the main family shelter system in January 2022,
the Joint Office invested in an expanded shelter diversion strategy that more than off-set these capacity
constraints. After additional inquiry, the reduced number of people in families in shelter reported in the previous
table appears to be the result of not including in the Shelter Count at least two dozen families who were
originally unsheltered but were sheltered as part of a new winter motel sheltering program. Based on the
number of families served by this program, it is very unlikely that there was an actual reduction in the number of
people in families served in shelter the night of the Count in 2022 as compared to 2019. It is also likely that these
families are in part responsible for the large increase in the number of people in families who were unsheltered:; if
they were on the Family Queue identified as unsheltered, they would have been included in the unsheltered count
even though they were, in fact, sheltered the night of the Count.
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5.4.2. Household Composition and Race/Ethnicity

HUD Homeless Population by Household Composition and Race/Ethnicity: Unadjusted Data

Unaccompanied Unknown
Race/Ethnicity Adults Families . Household Total
Children
Type
1,622 208 10 18
BIPOC (38.7%) (56.4%) (66.7%) (8.9%) i
Non-Hispanic 2,322 151 5 35 2513
White (55.4%) (40.9%) (33.3%) (17.2%) '
Race/Ethnicity 248 10 0 150 408
Unreported (5.9%) (2.7%) (0.0%) (73.9%)
Unknown due to 147 299 o 3 449
CE
Alone or in Combination
. 64 2 3 1
African (15%) (0.5%) (20.0%) (0.5%) 70
o I : s
. (13.4%) (13.0%) (20.0%) (2.5%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 76 14 0 2 9
American (1.8%) (3.8%) (0.0%) (1.0%)
Black or African 678 130 5 9 897
American (16.2%) (35.2%) (33.3%) (4.4%)
Hispanic/Latin 418 46 5 3 479
(@)(0)(x) (10.0%) (12.5%) (33.3%) (1.5%)
9 2 0 0
Middle Eastern (0.2%) (0.5%) (0.0%) (0.0%) !
Native Hawaiian or 1M 19 0 0 130
Pacific Islander (2.6%) (5.1%) (0.0%) (0.0%)
, 9 1 0 0
Slavic (0.2%) (03%) (0.0%) (0.0%) 0
White or 2,88l 214 10 37 3149
Caucasian (68.7%) (58.0%) (66.7%) (18.2%) '

Note: BIPOC, Non-Hispanic White, and Race/Ethnicity Unknown are mutually exclusive categories. The others can be present
alone or in combination.

Communities of color comprise a larger share of family households than of the HUD homeless population overall
(56.4% versus 38.9%). This is true for people in BIPOC households in general, and for each community of color on
its own. Notably, persons in families identifying as Black or African American represent 35.2% of family
households, compared to 17.2% of HUD homeless persons overall. People identifying as Hispanic or Latin(o)(a)(x)
are also significantly more represented among family households than in the population overall (12.5% versus
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9.9%). While it is difficult to assess how the representation of communities of color in different household types
has changed since 2019 due fo the substantial changes in our methodology. we can infer from the above that our
current approach may count more people of color who are experiencing homelessness by including more
families.

Family homelessness is higher than Adult homelessness for each community of color
overrepresented in HUD homelessness

HAdults ™ Families  ®Unaccompanied Children All Household Types
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
1T
0.0% w B
Native Hawaiian or Pacific BIPOC Black or African American American Indian, Alaska
Islander Native or Indigenous

The overrepresentation of BIPOC people in families with children is even more apparent when we compare their
representation to that among the adult population, in the figure above. In each of the communities of color
overrepresented in the Count, the community's rate of family homelessness is at least as high or higher than its
rate of adult homelessness.

5.5. Chronic Homelessness

HUD defines someone as chronically homeless (CH) when they have a significant disabling condition and have
been homeless for a year or more, either in a single episode or in four episodes over the past three years.

However, HUD's guidelines and the resulting CH number provided in the PIT Count do not fully reflect the reality
of chronic homelessness in our community.

e If any one person in a household is CH, then HUD guidelines require us to treat everyone in that household
as CH. This has the effect of increasing the CH number.

e Af the same time, someone who was CH but who has lived in transitional housing for 90 days or more
loses their CH status, according to HUD. We therefore see no CH people in transitional housing, even
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though we know our recovery-focused transitional housing programs serve a lot of people who have
been experiencing chronic homelessness and are not yet in permanent housing.

This year's CH numbers are unsurprisingly higher than in past years. The pandemic exacerbated disabling
conditions and slowed the rate of placement from homelessness into permanent housing, especially in 2020 and
2021.

The observed rise in 2022 also stems partly from the inclusion of CE data into the Street Count, specifically the
Coordinated Access list for adults. This list primarily serves to allocate permanent supportive housing
opportunities in the community, and these go almost exclusively to adults who are experiencing chronic
homelessness. Of the 759 additional unsheltered people experiencing chronic homelessness counted this year, as
compared fo 2019, 575 came from the CE. This is not to say that these individuals were not experiencing chronic
homelessness, only that had the CE data set been available for use in 2019, the number that year might have
been higher and the difference over time might have been smaller. As in other sections of this report, we
therefore urge caution with drawing conclusions about real-world changes over time.

HUD Homeless Population by Chronic Homeless Status and Living Situation

Chronically Unsheltered Emergency Transn.lonal Total
Homeless Shelter Housing
2,113 1,007 3120
Yes (69.1%) (67.8%) /A (59.7%)
NG 821 317 686 1,824
(26.9%) (21.3%) (100%) (34.9%)
123 161 914
Unreported (4.0%) (10.8%) /A (17.5%)
Total 3,057 1,485 686 5228

Note: Questions 5, 6, 6a, & 14 on the Street Count Survey (included in the Appendix to this report) contribute to the
determination of chronic homelessness status.

Based on HUD's definition of chronic homelessness, anyone living in transitional housing does not meet the criteria for chronic
homelessness. As a result, no one in transitional housing is considered chronically homeless by HUD.

In 2022, 3,120 people surveyed (59.7%) met the definition of chronic homelessness. Of those living unsheltered,
over 69% were identified as chronically homeless. Over 67% of people in emergency shelter also met the
definition of chronic homelessness.

It is notable that the percentages in 2022 are comparable within the unsheltered and sheltered populations. In
2015, prior to the creation of a large number and variety of low-barrier shelters, only 20% of the people in adult
shelters were chronically homeless, compared to 48% of the unsheltered population. While the overall growth in
the percentage of the HUD homeless population experiencing chronic homelessness is a cause for great concern
— demonstrating the urgency behind the Joint Office's work meeting our commitment to expanding permanent
supportive housing — it is encouraging to see that a much higher percentage of those individuals have access to
shelter today because of the transformation and significant expansion of the shelter system that the Joint Office
and its local government partners have led since 2015.
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5.5.1. Change over Time, Chronic Homeless Status

oy |9 | 2oz | *Chenee | wchonge
Unsheltered ((12553) (629”13) 56.1% 50.1%
sorer | oean | eem | 18
Tora VeI o

Note: Percentages in the table above are out of the total number of people counted in the corresponding living situations.
- For 2019, percentages were calculated using the following denominators: Unsheltered = 2,037,

Emergency Shelter =1,459, and Total = 4,015

- For 2022, percentages were calculated using the following denominators: Unsheltered = 3,057,

Emergency Shelter =1,485, and Total = 5,228

The table above indicates that, over the past three years, the percentage of people experiencing chronic
homelessness on the streets and in shelter increased faster than the percentage of people in the overall HUD
homeless population who are in those living situations. As explained earlier, this is likely due in part fo dynamics
created by the pandemic, and to the use of Coordinated Entry (CE) data in the Street Count. It is also notable
that in 2019, shelters reported a much higher number of people with “unknown" chronic homelessness status
than this year. This may account for part of both the total increase and the increased percentage of people
experiencing chronic homelessness who were counted as sheltered this year compared to 2019.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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5.5.2. Chronic Homeless Status and Race/Ethnicity

Chronically Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity and Living Situation

Emergenc Total CH HETET 6

Race/Ethnicity Unsheltered gency . CH REO Group

Shelter Population
Unsheltered
607 287 894 )
BIPOC (37.5%) (40.8%) (38.5%) 67.9%
o 944 404 1348 .
Non-Hispanic White (58.3%) (57.4%) (58.0%) 700%
Race/Ethnicity 68 13 8l

84.0%

Unreported (4.2%) (1.8%) (3.5%)

, 24 3 27 .
African (15%) (0.4%) (1.2%) 88.9%
American Indian,

, 236 113 349 .
s SlsU (14.6%) (161%) (15.0%) 67.6%
Indigenous
Asmn‘or Asian 34 15 49 69.4%,
American (2.1%) (2.1%) (2.1%)
Black or African 228 118 346 65.9%
American (14.1%) (16.8%) (14.9%) T
Hispanic/Latin 140 80 220 63.6%
(@)(0)(x) (8.6%) (11.4%) (9.5%) r
, 4 1 5 .
Middle Eastern (02%) 01%) (02%) 80.0%
Native Hawaiian or 44 18 62 210%
Pacific Islander (2.7%) (2.6%) (2.7%) e
. 6 2 8 R
Slavie (0.4%) (0.3%) (0.3%) 750%
White or 1,134 554 1,688 672
Caucasian (70.0%) (78.7%) (72.7%) o
Total Surveyed, 1619 204 2322 69 7%

Chronically Homeless

Note: This table includes people in chronic homelessness who were asked about their race and ethnicity via the Street Count
survey, HMIS entry, or CE list entry. Persons included in the Count as secondary household members on the CE list are
excluded from this table.

The table omits a Transitional Housing (TH) column because zero people counted in TH were identified as chronically
homeless, per HUD's requirements.

Non-Hispanic Whites experiencing chronic homelessness appear to be somewhat more likely than people who
identify as BIPOC to be unsheltered. The differences are small enough, however, that the Race/Ethnicity unknown
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category could alter the balance if, in fact, that group is disproportionately BIPOC. Within individual commmunities
of color, we see relatively consistent percentages of people experiencing chronic homelessness who are
unsheltered, with the exception of people who identify as African and Middle Eastern. It is notable that of 27
people experiencing chronic homelessness who identified as African, 24 were unsheltered. Additional inquiry is
needed to understand why, and whether this is representative of the African community who qualify as HUD
homeless, or a reflection of the data collection methodology this year.

Change over Time, Chronically Homeless Population by Race/Ethnicity

Race ‘ 2019 2022 % Change
American Indian,
Alaska Native, or 242 349 442%
Indigenous
Asmn.or Asian 29 49 69.0%
American
Blackor 230 346 50.4%
African American
Hispanic/Latin 145 290 5179
(a)(0)(x)
No‘ro.e Hawaiian or 47 62 319%
Pacific Islander
White or Caucasian 1,077 1,688 56.6%

Note: This table includes people in chronic homelessness who were asked about their race and ethnicity via the Street Count
survey, HMIS entry, or CE list entry. Persons included in the Count as secondary household members on the CE list are
excluded from this table.

The number of people experiencing chronic homelessness increased in each racial and ethnic community. Within
each racial and ethnic community, people also were more likely to be experiencing chronic homelessness than in
2019. This change was largest for individuals identifying as Asian - 53% experienced chronic homelessness in
2022, compared to 34% in 2019 - and individuals identifying as White or Caucasian (54% in 2022, versus 39% in
2019). The incidence of chronic homelessness increased less between 2019 and 2022 for other communities of
color, between 6% and 8%.

5.6. Disabling Conditions

Individuals experiencing HUD homelessness are much more likely than the general population to have significant
disabling conditions: In 2021, 15.7% of the adult population of Multnomah County had a self-identified disabling
condition, while the rate of disabling conditions among individuals experiencing HUD homelessness in the 2022
PIT Count was over four times larger.® As the data below shows, frequently people experiencing HUD
homelessness are living with two or more co-occurring disabilities that put them at risk while on the streets and
can be an impediment to finding and retaining permanent housing.
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The PIT Count collected disability information from Street Count surveys of people who were unsheltered and
from HMIS for people in shelter and transitional housing. The CE data that the Joint Office used to supplement
the total unsheltered count does not include information on disabling conditions for people younger than 18 or for
secondary household members. Therefore, while we can report on rates of disabling conditions and condition
types among shelter residents and those surveyed in the Street Count — and compare those rates for 2019 and
2022 — it is more challenging to reach conclusions explaining any changes in the counts of unsheltered people
who were living with disabilities in 2022 compared to 2019.

In considering disability data, it should also be noted that the PIT Count collects information on disabling
conditions through participant self-reports. Self-reporting always introduces the chance that someone's
response is inaccurate. In addition, there may be any number of reasons someone might not want to share their
disability information with a survey taker. And some people’s disabling conditions might be such that they are
unwilling or unable to participate in the survey, and thus they would not be included in the data.

HUD Homeless Population by Disabled Status and Living Situation

Emergency | Transitional

Disabled Status | Unsheltered ' Total
Shelter Housing

Ves 1,860 98I 570 3,381
(60.8%) (64.0%) (83.1%) (64.7%)

No 380 372 78 830
(12.4%) (25.1%) (1.4%) (15.9%)

P 368 162 38 568
(12.0%) (10.9%) (5.5%) (19.5%)

Unknown due 449

to CE (14.7%)

Total 3,057 1,485 686 5,228

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. "Yes" includes people who
indicated experiencing any of the disabling conditions listed, or an unspecified disability. "No" includes people who
responded "None, N/A". "Unreported" includes people who indicated "Decline” or have data missing for this question.

The percentages in the above table are based on the total numiber of individuals counted in each living situation
who fell into each of the four categories — yes, no, unreported (did not answer), unknown due to CE (were not
asked). The large number of these unknowns has a significant distorting impact on the percentages. Therefore,
in the following tables, we report percentages only on those who were surveyed and responded with a 'yes' or
'no’ when asked whether they were experiencing a disabling condition.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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HUD Homeless Population by Number of Disabling Conditions and Living Situation, Among Those
Who Provided This Information

Emergency | Transitional

Number of Disabling Conditions Unsheltered

Shelter Housing
One or more disabilities lietee G A sl
(83.0%) (71.9%) (88.0%) (80.3%)
Any one disabilit 878 >71 253 1702
Y Y (39.2%) (43.2%) (39.0%) (40.4%)
o 279 155 77 511
Any two disabilties (12.5%) (11.7%) (11.9%) (12.1%)
o 287 121 124 532
Any fhree disabilfies (128%) ©91%) (19.1%) (12.6%)
o 416 104 16 636
ez e e clesleilies (18.6%) (7.9%) (17.9%) (15.1%)
Total Respondents 2,240 1,323 648 4,211

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. Table includes all individuals
who responded "Yes" or "None, N/A" to the question "Are you experiencing any of the following”, and excludes individuals
who indicated "Decline” or have data missing for this question.

As reported in the first disability table, 3,381 of the people in this year's PIT Count who were asked whether they
have a disabling condition responded that they have one or more disabling conditions, and 830 reported that
they did not. The second disability table includes only the people who responded "Yes" or "No" when asked if
they have a disabling condition — total respondents — and excludes those who did not respond (568) or were
not surveyed (449). Among those who responded, over 80 percent reported a disabling condition. The rate was
highest among those in fransitional housing, the result of our community’s transitional housing being dedicated
almost entirely to people in recovery from substance use disorders — one of the populations for whom
transitional housing is considered a best practice.

[remainder of page left blank intentionally]
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HUD Homeless Population by Disabling Condition and Living Situation, Among Those Who Provided
This Information

Transitional
Housing

Emergency

Unsheltered Shelter

Disabling Condition

Both mental health disorder and 490 143 214 847
substance abuse (21.9%) (10.8%) (33.0%) (20.1%)
. - 533 275 138 946
Chronic health condition (238%) (208%) (2131%) (22.5%)
. 189 S 10 204
Deaf or hard of hearing (8.4%) (04%) (15%) (4.8%)
T 228 104 56 388
Developmental disability (10.2%) (7.9%) (8.6%) (9.2%)
3l 12 25 68
HIVIAIDS (1.4%) (0.9%) (3.9%) (1.6%)
, 849 363 297 1,509
Mental health disorder (37.9%) (27.4%) (458%) (3587
Mental health disorder, substance
use disorder, and either a physical 278 91 95 464
disability or a chronic health (12.4%) (6.9%) (14.7%) (11.0%)
condition
, o 574 280 104 958
Physical disability (25.6%) (212%) (16.0%) (227%)
Substance use disorder 83l 267 380 1478
(Alcohol and/or drug) (37.1%) (20.2%) (58.6%) (35.1%)
o o 384 258 50 692
Unspecified disability (17.1%) (19.5%) (7.7%) (16.4%)
Vision impaired 281 12 22 315
> (12.5%) (0.9%) (3.4%) (75%)
Total Respondents 2,240 1,323 648 4,21

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. Table includes all individuals
who responded "Yes" or "None, N/A" to the question "Are you experiencing any of the following," and excludes individuals
who indicated "Decline” or have data missing for this question.

- Because people can identify as having more than one disabling condition, numbers in each column of this table add up to
more than the unique number of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly, percentages add up to more than 100%.

- Numbers of people with "both mental health disorder and substance use disorder,” “mental health disorder, substance use
disorder, and either a physical disability or a chronic health condition,” and specific numbers of disabilities were calculated
by Joint Office staff for the first time in 2019. These values were not directly available to respondents to answer; they reflect
sorted compilations of their answers.

Substance use disorders (35.1%) and mental health disorders (35.8%) were the most prevalent reported
conditions. Twenty percent of those responding to the question reported co-occurring substance use and mental
health disorders. Over 25 percent of those responding fo the question — 1,168 people — reported living with
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three or more disabling conditions. Physical disabilities (22.7%) and chronic health conditions (22.5%) were also
frequently reported.

There are certain notable differences between those in the table above who were unsheltered and those in
shelfter. Among those who responded to the disability question, overall reported rates of any one or more
disabling condition are higher among those who are unsheltered than for those in emergency shelter (83.0% vs.
71.9%). People who are unsheltered are more than twice as likely fo report more than three disabilities than those
in shelter (18.6% vs. 7.9%). People who are unsheltered also reported higher rates of substance use disorders (37.1%
vs. 20.2%), mental health disorders (37.9% vs. 27.4%), and chronic health conditions (23.8% vs. 20.8%).

More than half of respondents who said they had a mental illness, substance use disorder, developmental
disability or chronic health condition reported being unsheltered.

5.6.1. Change over Time, Disabling Conditions
The following table presents the difference in the composition of the HUD homeless population based on
disability status and living situation from 2019 to 2022. Given the very large differences in unknowns for the two

years, the total number of people in each response category cannot be reliably compared.

Change over Time, HUD Homeless Population by Disability Status and Living Situation

Percentage
Disability Status Point
Change
2,886 3,381
Yes (76.2%) (80.2%) #0
1,604 1,860
Unsheltered (86.0%) (83.0%) -30
Emergency 859 951 1o
Shelter (60.9%) (71.9%) '
Transitional 423 570 55
Housing (82.5%) (88.0%) '
902 830
N -4.
° (23.8%) (19.8%) 0
Unreported 227 568
Unknown due to CE 449
Total 4,015 5228

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. "Yes" includes people who
indicated experiencing any of the disabling conditions listed, or an unspecified disability. "No" includes people who
responded "None, N/A". "Unknown" includes people who indicated "Decline” or have data missing for this question.
Percentages for each living situation are the percent of respondents indicating any disabling condition out of all respondents
in that living situation.
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Looking only at the people for whom we have 'yes' or 'no’ responses, the percentage of people reporting a
disabling condition increased from 76.2% in 2019 to 80.2% in 2022. Put differently, among known respondents, in
2019, there were just over 3 people who reported having a disability for every 1 person who did not (2,886/902). In
2022, it was just over 4 fo 1(3,381/830). The prevalence of reported disabling conditions increased among those in
shelter, and fell among those living unsheltered. Since most people whose disability status is unreported or
unknown are in the unsheltered group, we are least certain about how the incidence of disabling conditions has
changed within this community.

Change over Time, Unsheltered Population by Disabling Condition, Among Those Who Provided This

Information

Disabling Condition | 2019 2022
One or more disabling 1,604 1,860
conditions (86.0%) (83.3%)

: " 614 533
Chronic health condition (32.9%) (238%)
o 198 228
Developmental disability (10.6%) (10.2%)
53 3l
nVHAIDS (2.8%) (1.4%)
. 839 849
Mental health disorder (45.0%) (379%)
: o 608 574
Physical disability (32.6%) (25.6%)
Substance use disorder 929 831
(alcohol and/or drug) (49.8%) (37.1%)
Total Respondents 1,865 2,240

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. Table includes all individuals
who responded "Yes" or "None, N/A" to the question "Are you experiencing any of the following," and excludes individuals
who indicated “Decline/Declined to Answer" or have data missing for this question.

Only those disabling conditions available in both 2019 and 2022 are shown in this table.
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Change over Time, Sheltered and Transitional Housing Populations by Disabling Condition, Among
Those Who Provided This Information

| Emergency Shelter Transitional Housing
Disabling Condition | 2019 2022 2019 2022
One or more disabling 859 951 423 570
conditions (60.9%) (71.8%) (82.5%) (87.9%)
: "y 275 275 113 138
Chronic health condifion 16 5 (208%) (22.0%) (213%)
o 77 104 26 56
Pevelopmentaldisabilty (5 g9 7.9%) (51%) (8.6%)
21 12 15 25
MRS (1.5%) (0.9%) (2.9%) (3.9%)
, 446 363 259 297
Mental health disorder (3, %) (274%) | (505%)  (458%)
, o 369 280 92 104
Physical disability (26.2%) (21.2%) (17.9%) (16.0%)
Substance use disorder 256 267 310 310
(alcohol and/or drug) (18.2%) (20.2%) (60.4%) (58.6%)
Total Respondents 1,410 1:328 513 648

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. Table includes all individuals
who responded "Yes" or "None, N/A" to the question "Are you experiencing any of the following", and excludes individuals
who indicated "Decline/Declined to Answer" or have data missing for this question.

Only those disabling conditions available in both 2019 and 2022 are shown in this table.

The tables above look only at those people counted in the HUD homeless population who answered either that
they had a disabling condition or that they did not. Among those who answered that they did, they were invited
to report as many disabling conditions as applied to them. The raw numbers, therefore, should not be
understood fo represent all the people in each living situation who have or do not have disabling conditions
(because all unknowns are omitted), and the raw numbers for each type of disabling condition will sum fo more
than the number who reported being disabled, because some people reported multiple disabling conditions.

What we see in these tables is a high rate of self-reported disabling conditions in the unsheltered population
(83.3%). and a considerably higher rate of reported disabling conditions in shelter in 2022 than in 2019, up 10.9%.
Transitional housing has a consistently high rate because much of that housing is focused on people in recovery.
Among respondents who were unsheltered, we see a lower percentage of people reporting a mental health or
substance use disorder in 2022 than in 2019. This may be an actual change, but it may also be the result of the
many factors discussed above that impacted this year's Street Count. Additional qualitative and quantitative
data would be needed to begin to answer this question.

5.6.2. Disabling Condition and Race/Ethnicity

The following table disaggregates the reported rates of disabling conditions among members of individual
communities of color who are experiencing HUD homelessness. The data set includes only those who were
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counted in the PIT Count who either answered "Yes" or “None/not applicable” to the disability question. An
analysis that incorporated the very high number of people for whom disability status is "unknown" would
potentially lead to very misleading conclusions. Because the table includes only known responses, the number of
people reported in each group as having a disabling condition is not the total number of people from that group
in the HUD homeless population living with a disabling condition. The numbers of people in each response
category also cannot be compared from 2019 to 2022 to understand the magnitude of any change in the
number of people in that category over time - again, because of the very different unknown numbers in 2019
and 2022.

Change over Time, People Who Have a Disabling Condition by Race/Ethnicity, Among Those Who
Provided This Information

Percentage
Race/Ethnicity 2022 Point
Change

Asian or Asian SS 63 126
American (67.1%) (79.7%) '
Black or 417 524 19
African American (67.3%) (68.5%) '
Hispanic or 247 348 26
Latin(a)(0)(x) (69.4%) (77.0%) ’
American Indian,
Alosekoczo‘riv(i(:)r 353 502 7.0

. (79.3%) (86.3%)
Indigenous
Native Hawaiian or 70 %0 135
Pacific Islander (60.3%) (73.8%) '
Non-Hispanic 1770 1972 45
White (79.4%) (83.9%) '
Total Respondents 1,865 2,240

Note: Question — "Are you experiencing any of the following?" [Ask Each - Check all that applyl. Table includes all individuals
who responded "Yes" or "None, N/A" to the question "Are you experiencing any of the following”, and excludes individuals
who indicated "Decline” or have data missing for this question.

-Percentages in this table are of row totals. For example, in 2019 67.1% of individuals identifying as Asian who responded to
the question "Are you experiencing any of the following?" reported at least one disabling condition.

-Because people can identify with more than one race category, numbers in a given column in the "Alone or In Combination”
section of Race/Ethnicity tables add up to more than the unique numiber of people in each group or subgroup. Similarly,
percentages add up to more than 100%. In contrast, numbers in the first three rows of a given column of Race/Ethnicity
tables do add up to the exact number of people in each group or subgroup. Corresponding percentages add up to 100%.

Among all racial and ethnic groups, the percentage of the HUD homeless population who reported living with a
disability increased from 2019 to 2022. Reported rates of disabling conditions continue to e highest among
those who identify as American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous, and there is a large increase in the reported
rate of disabling conditions among the Native Hawaiins and Pacific Islanders who responded (13.5 percentage
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points). These changes in disability status across racial and ethnic groups are consistent with the increases seen
in chronic homelessness reported for communities of color.

5.7. Domestic Violence

Experiences of domestic violence remain common in the HUD homeless population. Rates of domestic violence
are especially high for people who identify as female, transgender or questioning, and among those who identify
with a gender that is not singularly “male or “female.” Only adults counted as HUD homeless are asked about
their domestic violence experience. The large number of “unknown" replies (18.2%) significantly affects each
gender identity group's percentage of people who reported having experienced domestic violence. The large
number of unknowns is due in part fo the fact that comparable domestic violence experience data is not
available for the people who were included in the Street Count from Coordinated Entry.

5.7.1. Domestic Violence and Gender Identity

HUD Homeless Adults by Domestic Violence Experience and Gender

A gender that is

Ever Trans- not singularl Gender Total
Experienced ° ,? I gu"a y Female Male Questioning Identity otd
gender Female” or Adults
Dv? Y " Unreported
Male
Ves 46 53 784 564 S 24 1,464
(62.2%) (60.9%) (837%)  (20.4%) (45.5%) (8.8%) (33%)
NG 20 2] 361 1,749 2 22 2170
(27%) (24.1%) (247%)  (633%) (18.2%) (8.1%) (48.9%)
Unreported 8 13 316 450 4 23 807
P (10.8%) (14.9%) (21.6%) (16.3%) (36.4%) (8.5%) (18.2%)
Unknown 203
due to CE (74.6%)
Total Adults 74 87 1,461 2,761 11 272 4,642

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you ever experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in
current or past relationships?”

Gender question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply). Since people can identify with more than one
gender, numbers of adults in each category will sum to more than the total.

All percentages are of column totals.

The highest reported rates of experience with domestic violence are among people who identified as
Transgender (62.2%), people who identified as "a gender that is not singularly female’ or ‘'male™ (60,9%), and
those who identified as female (53.7%). Among adult females in the HUD homeless population, 53.7% reported a
history of domestic violence, but we lack information for 21.6% of the adult females in the PIT Count; among
female-identified people for whom we have information, 68.5% (784/1,145) report having experienced domestic
violence.
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Adults with Domestic Violence Experience as a Reason for experiencing Homelessness, by Gender
Identity

A gender

: Total adults
that is not
Is DV a reason you . ; who have
Transgender | Questioning | singularly | Female :
are homeless now? ; experienced
“Female” iy
or “"Male”
Yes 14 0 12 220 112 363
(30.4%) (0%) (22.6%) (281%)  (19.9%) (24.8%)
No 5 3 1l 196 240 459
(10.9%) (60%) (20.8%) (25%) (42.6%) (31.4%)
Decline 0 0 ! 3 ! 8
(0%) (0%) (1.9%) (0.3%) (0.7%) (0.5%)
Dortt know 2 0 0 16 17 36
(4.3%) (0%) (0%) (2%) (3%) (2.5%)
Unreported 25 2 29 350 191 599
i (54.3%) (40%) (54.7%) (44.6%)  (339%) (40.9%)
Total Adults who 46 5 53 784 564 1,464

have experienced DV

Note: Question — "Is Domestic Violence a reason you are homeless now?"

Gender question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply). Since people can identify with more than one
gender, numbers of adults in each category will sum to more than the total.

Note: Includes only adults who reported having experienced domestic violence. All percentages are of column totals. Those
with Gender Identity unreported are not included in the table above.

Among those reporting experience with domestic violence in the 2022 PIT Count, domestic violence was a cause
of their current homelessness for at least 28.1% of people identifying as Female and at least 30.4% of people
identifying as transgender. But we must be clear that these percentages are heavily impacted by the large
percentages in each group for which there is no data. If we omit these unknowns, we see that 50.5% of those
who identified as female and answered the question (220/416) said DV was a contributing cause of their
homelessness. For those who identified as transgender and answered the question, 66% (14/19) said DV is a
reason they are experiencing homelessness now.

5.7.2. Domestic Violence Experience by Living Situation

The following table provides information on the rates of people who report having experienced domestic
violence by their living situation on the night of the PIT Count. The percentages show the share of all of the
people in that living situation who responded yes or no, or did not provide the information. The high number of
unknowns for the unsheltered population reflects the inclusion of people from CE. Comparable DV information is
not available through the CE lists. A large number of people surveyed as part of the Street Count also either
declined to answer the DV question or left it unanswered for other reasons. The percentages in the table should
therefore be treated with caution, as they are heavily impacted by the unreported and unknown numbers for
those who are unsheltered.
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HUD Homeless Adults by Domestic Violence Experience and Living Situation

Ever Experienced

Emergency | Transitional | Total Adult
Domestic Violence?

Shelter Housing Population

‘ Unsheltered ‘

Ves 829 46] 174 1.464
(29.9%) (37.1%) (27.9%) (33%)

NG Q944 779 447 2,170
(34.0%) (62.7%) (71.6%) (48.9%)

Unreported 00 ki 3 807
(28.8%) (0.3%) (0.5%) (18.2%)

203
Unknown due to CE 73%)
Total Adults 2,776 1,242 624 4,642

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in
current or past relationships?” All percentages are of column fotals.

Rates of DV experience are considerably higher among those staying in shelter (37.1%) than in transitional housing
(27.9%). While it appears from the table that the rate of DV experience among those who are unsheltered is
lower than in shelter, this is an artifact of the much higher rate of unknowns in the unsheltered population. If we
look only at those for whom we have "yes" or "no" responses, 46.8% of unsheltered adults (829/1,773) reported DV
experience, compared to 37.2% of adults in shelter (461/1,240).

5.7.3. Change over Time, Domestic Violence Experience

Change over Time, HUD Homeless Adults by Domestic Violence Experience

Ever Experienced DV? ‘ 2019 ‘ 2022 ‘ Percentage Point Change

1,382 1,464

Yes (36.3%) (31.5%) 48
1182 2,170

No (3L1%) (46.7%) 56

Unreported/ Unknown due 1,241 1,010 108

to CE (32.6%) (21.8%) '

Total Adults 3,805 4,642

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you ever experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in
current or past relationships? All percentages are of column totals.

The numbers and percentages in the above table are heavily affected by the large number of people whose
experience with domestic violence is “unknown" in both 2019 and 2022. This table combines the numbers
unreported and unknown due to CE in 2022 to compare the total unknowns to 2019. In this case, the percentage
of adults counted as HUD Homeless for whom we lacked information was substantially higher in 2019. While the
table suggests that the percentage of the adult HUD homeless population that experienced domestic violence
was lower in 2022 than in 2019, the difference may or may not be a reflection of actual change in the
composition of the HUD homeless population, given the larger number of unknowns in 2019.
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5.7.4. Domestic Violence and Race/Ethnicity

The following table describes the racial and ethnic makeup of adults in various living situations who reported
experiencing domestic violence. The table reports race and ethnicity data for the subset of adults who have
experienced domestic violence.

HUD Homeless Adults with Experience of Domestic Violence by Race/Ethnicity and Living Situation

T iti | Total DV Total
Race/Ethnicity Unsheltered | Emergency Shelter rans .|onq ota : o1a
Housing Population Surveyed
BIPOC 310 192 76 578 1,755
(37.4%) (41.6%) (43.7%) (39.5%) (39.5%)
. ) ) 486 257 Q5 838 2,432
Non-Hispanic White (58.6%) (55.7%) (54.6%) (57.2%) (54.8%)
Race/Ethnicity 38 12 3 48 252
unknown (4%) (2.6%) (1.7%) (3.3%) (5.7%)
Alone or In Combination
African 21 5 2 28 65
(2.5%) (1.1%) (1.1%) (1.9%) (1.5%)
QESISEZTI:ZIG; 139 84 29 252 592
. ' (16.8%) (18.2%) (16.7%) (17.2%) (13.3%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 16 15 R) 36 83
American (19%) (3.3%) (2.9%) (2.5%) (1.9%)
Black or African 114 74 35 223 759
American (13.8%) (16.1%) (20.1%) (15.2%) (17.1%)
Hispanic/Latin 68 36 23 127 439
(a)(0)(x) (8.2%) (7.8%) (13.2%) (8.7%) (9.9%)
) 1 2 1 4 10
Middle Eastern (01%) (0.4%) (0.6%) (03%) (0.2%)
Native Hawaiian or 23 14 2 39 125
Pacific Islander (2.8%) (3%) (1.1%) (2.7%) (2.8%)
Slavic 2 | Y < &
(0.2%) (0.2%) (0%) (0.2%) (0.2%)
White or 599 353 124 1,076 3,023
Caucasian (72.3%) (76.6%) (71.3%) (73.5%) (68.1%)
Total Adulfs 829 461 174 1464 4,439
Surveyed

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you ever experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in current or past
relationships?" Includes only adults who reported having experienced domestic violence.

Since people can identify with more than one race and ethnicity, numbers of adults in each category will sum to more than the total. All
percentages are of column totals, calculated of all adults.
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From this table we learn that people who identify as BIPOC represent a smaller proportion of those who are
unsheltered and report having experienced domestic violence (37.4%) than those living in shelters (41.6%) or
transitional housing (43.7%). This is consistent with this group's lower representation among people counted as
unsheltered overall. We also see that adults in the HUD homeless population who identify as American Indian,
Alaska Native or Indigenous have a disproportionately high rate of domestic violence experience. This is also true
for those who identify as White or Caucasian; they make up 68.1% of the adult HUD homeless population, but
73.5% of the people who report experiencing domestic violence.
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HUD Homeless Adults with Experience of Domestic Violence by Race/Ethnicity and Gender Identity

A gender Total
that is not Adults
Race/Ethnicity | Transgender | Questioning | singularly | Female who have
“Female” experien-
or "Male” ced DV
BIPOC 20 0 23 322 211 578
(43.5%) (0%) (43.4%) (411%) (37.4%) (39.5%)
Non-Hispanic 24 3 28 444 331 838
White (52.2%) (60%) (52.8%) (56.6%) (58.7%) (57.2%)
Race/Ethnicity 2 2 2 18 22 48
unknown (4.3%) (40%) (3.8%) (2.3%) (3.9%) (3.3%)
Alone or In Combination
African 0 0 2 14 1l 28
(0%) (0%) (3.8%) (1.8%) (2%) (1.9%)
American Indian,
Alosekoczo‘riv(:,ogr ? 0 0 143 89 252
. (19.6%) (0%) (18.9%) (18.2%) (15.8%) (17.2%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 2 0 3 17 14 36
American (4.3%) (0%) (5.7%) (2.2%) (2.5%) (2.5%)
Black or African 6 0 10 121 84 223
American (13%) (0%) (18.9%) (15.4%) (14.9%) (15.2%)
Hispanic/Latin 7 0 5 68 48 127
(a)(0)(x) (15.2%) (0%) (9.4%) (8.7%) (8.5%) (8.7%)
. 0 0 0 1 3 4
Middle Eastern (0%) (0%) (0%) (0.1%) (0.5%) (%0.3)
ZI:JTIVG Hawaiian | 0 | 23 14 39
. (2.2%) (0%) (1.9%) (2.9%) (2.5%) (27%)
Pacific Islander
Slavic ! 0 ! ! 0 3
(2.2%) (0%) (1.9%) (0.1%) (0%) (0.2%)
White or 32 3 38 588 406 1,076
Caucasian (69.6%) (60%) (71.7%) (75%) (72%) (73.5%)
Total Adults who
reported 46 5 53 784 564 1464

experiencing DV

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you ever experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in
current or past relationships?" Includes only adults who reported having experienced domestic violence.
Gender question — "How do you identify your gender?" (Check all that apply). Since people can identify with more than one
gender, numbers of adults in each category will sum to more than the total.
- All percentages are of column totals, calculated of all adults who reported experiencing domestic violence. Those with
unreported gender identities are not included.
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When domestic violence experience is disaggregated by gender identity, certain data points stand out. Overall,
the percentage of domestic violence survivors in each gender category who are BIPOC does not vary a great
deal, although the percentage is lowest among male-identified individuals who report domestic violence (37.4%).
Among female-identified people who reported having experienced domestic violence, BIPOC people were 41.1%
of the population.

Looking at individual communities of color, there is relative consistency in the prevalence of domestic violence
across gender identity groups. However, American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous people are more
overrepresented among domestic violence survivors who identify as transgender, female, or a gender that is not
singularly male or female (all above 18%) than among male-identified domestic violence survivors (15.8%). Caution
is necessary with the data in this table because of the small numbers involved. Notably, only five people who
reported their gender identity as questioning also reported experiencing domestic violence, and for two of these
individuals, race information is “unknown." This makes any analysis based on percentages likely to be misleading
for these groups.

5.8. Veteran Status

Achieving a functional end to veteran homelessness is a longstanding commitment for our community. That
doesn't mean veterans won't experience homelessness or not be included in the PIT Count. It means there is a
commitment to creating and maintaining a system for housing and services to veterans that has enough
resources — thanks to dedicated and significant federal investments — to keep pace with inflow into
homelessness. As with other data in this report, the high number of people for whom veteran status is not
known, in particular in the unsheltered population, requires the data to be interpreted with caution.

HUD Homeless Population by Veteran Status and Living Situation

Veteran Emergenc Transitional
Status Unsheltered Shegl'rer ! Housing Total

Ves 203 133 129 465
(7.3%) (10.7%) (20.7%) (10.5%)

NG 1,987 1,054 487 3,528
(71.6%) (84.9%) (78%) (79.5%)

Unreported 383 >/ . S
(13.8%) (4.6%) (1.3%) (10.1%)

Unknown 203

due to CE (7.3%)

Total Adults 2,776 1,242 624 4,642

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you served in the U.S. Armed Forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps,
Coast Guard) or been called info active duty by the National Guard or as a Reservist?"

People who identified as veterans made up 7.3% of the unsheltered population surveyed for the PIT Count, and
9.2% of those for whom we have responses. They made up 10.7% of those surveyed who were in shelter the night
of the count, and 11.2% of those in shelter for whom we have responses. The higher presence of veterans in
transitional housing is the result of having dedicated veterans transitional housing programs in the community. It
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is notable that veterans are one of the few subpopulations where the majority of people counted were in shelter
the night of the Count: 56.3%.

5.8.1. Change over Time, Veteran Status

Table 32: Change over Time, HUD Homeless Population by Veteran Status

Veteran Percentage
2019 2022 Point
Status
Change
474 465

Yes (12.1%) (10.0%) -2l
3,265 3,528

No (83.2%) (76.0%) /2

oo S 65| %

to CE (4.7%) (14.0%)

Total Adults 3924 4,642

Surveyed

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you served in the US Armed Forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps,
Coast Guard) or been called into active duty by the National Guard or as a Reservist?"

As discussed above, the number of people reporting being veterans decreased slightly between 2019 and 2022.
This finding should be treated cautiously, however, given the significantly larger number of people of unknown
veteran status among those surveyed this year.

In this year's PIT Count, 465 adults identified as veterans, a slight decrease from 2019, when 474 people identified
as veterans. This is noteworthy given the overall growth in the HUD homelessness count over the past three
years. However, because of the inclusion of people from Coordinated Entry in the Street Count, there are
additional unsheltered people whose veteran status is not known. If we assume that the unknowns have a rate
of veteran status comparable to the known population and adjust both years' figures to reflect this, we would
yield 496 veterans in 2019 and 551 veterans in 2022, so an 11% increase. While this is an increase, it is a much
smaller one than the increase in overall HUD homelessness in the last three years.
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5.8.2. Veteran Status and Race/Ethnicity

HUD Homeless Veterans by Race/Ethnicity and Living Situation

.. Emergency | Transitional Total Percent of
Race/Ethnicity Unsheltered ' Veteran Group
Shelter Housing :
Population | Unsheltered
73 49 4] 163
BIPOC (36%) (36.8%) (31.8%) (35.1%) 44.8%
Non-Hispanic 120 82 88 290 41.4%
White (59.1%) (61.7%) (68.2%) (62.4%)
Race/Ethnicity 10 2 0 12 833%
unknown (4.9%) (1.5%) (0%) (2.6%)
Alone or in Combination
. 4 0] 0 4 3
African (2%) (0%) (0%) (0.9%) 100%
American | r\dion, 29 13 10 ol o
ﬁ'j;keon':j:ve' o (14.3%) (9.8%) (14.7%) (13.3%) 475%
Asian or Asian 4 2 0 6
American (2%) (1.5%) (0%) (1.3%) eo.7%
Black or African 27 26 20 73 179
American (13.3%) (19.5%) (15.5%) (15.7%)
Hispanic/Latin 18 12 7 37 48.6%
(a)(0)(x) (8.9%) (9%) (5.4%) (8%)
2 ] 0 3

Middle Eastern (1%) (0.8%) (0%) (0.6%) 06.7%
Native Hawaiian or 7 3 2 12 583%
Pacific Islander (3.4%) (2.3%) (1.6%) (2.6%)
White or 142 105 106 353 40.2%
Caucasian (70.0%) (78.9%) (82.2%) (75.9%)
Total Veterans 203 133 129 465 43.7%

Note: Question — "[Ask if 18 years or older] Have you served in the U.S. Armed Forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps,
Coast Guard) or been called into active duty by the National Guard or as a Reservist?"

Since people can identify with more than one race and ethnicity, numbers of veterans in each category will sum to more
than the total. No Veteran reported "Slavic" as their racial identity.

Unsheltered, Emergency Shelter, Transitional Housing and Total Veteran Population columns include only adults with
reported experience of military service.

All percentages are of column totals, calculated of all adults.

Nearly two-thirds (62.4%) of people who reported being veterans in the PIT Count identified as Non-Hispanic
White, and 41.1% of Non-Hispanic White veterans were unsheltered. BIPOC veterans made up 35.1% of the HUD
homeless veteran population, and a higher percentage of BIPOC veterans were unsheltered, 44.8%. Looking at
individual communities of color, we see a large range in the percentage of veterans in each group who reported
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being unsheltered. At the low end, 37% of Black or African American veterans were unsheltered. At the high end,
percentages are as high as 100% for Africans and 71.4% for Asians, but these percentages are affected by having
very small numbers of veterans in the groups. It is also notable that White or Caucasian veterans make up a
smaller percentage of the unsheltered veteran population than of the veterans in any other living situation; only
40% of White or Caucasian veterans report being unsheltered.

6.ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS

The data presented in this section has historically been collected only from people surveyed as part of the Street
Count. The data is not required by HUD and is not collected in a comparable way in HMIS.

The challenges created for the Street Count by the COVID-19 pandemic and the Omicron surge affected the
number of people who completed the Street Count survey, and thus limited the portion of PIT Count participants
who were asked for the data reported in this section. The Coordinated Entry data used to improve the reliability
of the overall unsheltered number does not include information on these additional questions. As a result, the
total number and percentage of unsheltered people contributing fo the following tables is lower than in previous
counts.

At the same fime, some of the traditional questions addressed in this section were, for the first time, asked of a
subset of people staying in shelter and transitional housing. All shelter and transitional housing providers were
asked to survey their participants, but capacity constraints brought on in part by the Omicron surge limited
participation. Therefore, responses from shelter and transitional housing guests are only a sample of the total
people counted in those living situations.

As a result of these limitations, caution should be exercised when attempting to draw conclusions from this data,
particularly around changes over fime. In many cases the data are best understood as a prompt for further

inquiry.
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6.1. First-Time Homelessness

The following tables present information on the people who are counted as unsheltered in the PIT Count who
reported experiencing homelessness for the first time.

6.1.1. Change over Time, First-Time Homelessness

Change over Time, Unsheltered Population by First-Time Homelessness Status

First Time Homeless Percefﬂqge
Point
Status
Change
655 583
Yes (322%)  (355%) 33
1,292 913
No (634%)  (556%) 78
Unreported/ 90 145 44
Unknown due to CE (4.4%) (8.8%) '
Total Surveyed 2,037 1,641
Unknown due to CE N/A 1,416
Total Unsheltered 2,037 3,057

Note: Question — "Is this the first time in your life you have experienced homelessness?”

Of those surveyed about whether they were experiencing homelessness for the first time, a somewhat higher
percentage said yes this year than in 2019 (35.5% vs. 32.2%). There was a larger decrease in the percentage who
said they were not homeless for the first time this year, but this is in part a function of there being a 4.4-point
increase in the percentage surveyed for whom we do not have an answer (4.4% in 2019 vs. 8.8% in 2020). Looking
only at those who answered "yes" or "no" in 2019, 33.6% of respondents (655/1,947) reported being homeless for
the first time and 66.4% said they were not. That compares to 2022, where 38.9% of those who provided a
response said they were homeless for the first time, and 61.1% said they were not.
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6.1.2. First-Time Homelessness and Race/Ethnicity

The following table breaks down the population of unsheltered people who reported experiencing homelessness
for the first fime by race and ethnicity.

Unsheltered People Who Were First-Time Homeless by Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicit Number Total Unsheltered
Y (Percent) Population
225 1,003
BIPOC (38.6%) (38.5%)
. . ) 330 1,378
Non-Hispanic White (56.6%) (52.8%)
Race/Ethnicity 28 227
Unknown (4.8%) (8.7%)
Alone or in Combination
. 21 51
African (3.6%) (2.0%)
e W
. ' (13.2%) (13.2%)
Indigenous
Asian or Asian 10 50
American (1.7%) (1.9%)
Black or African Q0 43]
American (15.4%) (16.5%)
Hispanic/Latin 52 226
(a)(0)(x) (8.9%) (8.7%)
) 3 5
Middle Eastern (05%) (02%)
Native Hawaiiaon or 20 74
Pacific Islander (3.4%) (2.8%)
. ] 8
Slavie (0.2%) (0.3%)
White or 380 1,649
Caucasian (65.2%) (63.2%)
Total 583 2,608

Note: Question — "Is this the first fime in your life you have experienced homelessness?" Includes only those who responded
"Yes". Since people can identify with more than one race and ethnicity, numbers of people in each category will sum to
more than the total. All percentages are of column totals. Total Unsheltered Population is all those who were surveyed about
their Race/Ethnicity and excludes 449 individuals counted as unsheltered who were not surveyed because they came from
Coordinated Entry.

62



Among unsheltered individuals who reported being homeless for the first time, BIPOC community members
represent a nearly identical percentage as their share of the unsheltered population as a whole (38.6% v. 38.5%).
Those who identified as Middle Eastern had a higher rate of first-time homelessness (0.5%) compared to their
share of the unsheltered population (0.2%). There is a similar difference for those who identified as African; they
make up 3.6% of those who are first-time homeless, but only 2% of the unsheltered population. Among
overrepresented communities of color, only those who identified as Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander had a
higher rate of people reporting being homeless for the first time (3.4%) than their percentage of the unsheltered
population (2.8%).

6.2. Length of Current Episode of Homelessness

The Street Count survey asks respondents how long their current episode of homelessness has lasted. The
responses to this question do not reveal whether the person is experiencing their first episode of homelessness,
or has had multiple episodes, either recently or over time. This is important to keep in mind if comparing this
data to other data in this report on, for example, chronic homelessness or first time homelessness, because it
likely explains any seeming inconsistencies.

6.2.1. Length of Time Homeless and Living Situation

Length of Time Homeless, Unsheltered Population

Months Homeless Unsheltered

6 months or less (IE.C(ZA)
7-12 months (]:_972%)
13-24 months (1(2;2)
More than 24 months (Z:; )
Unreported (]l?‘g)
Total Surveyed e
Unknown due to CE 1,416 (46.3%)
Total Unsheltered 3,057

Note: Question- "How long have you been homeless this time?" As can be seen from the wording, this question asked only
about the length of a person’'s most recent period of homelessness. Total months homeless in one's lifetime was not
assessed. Percentages of length of time calculated using total surveyed; CE unsurveyed percentage is out of total counted

This table documents that for a significant majority of the unsheltered people surveyed in this year's PIT Count,
their current episode of homelessness had been going on for more than a year (64.8%). This is consistent with the
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very high percentage of the unsheltered population that met the criteria for chronic homelessness in this year's
Count.

6.2.2. Change over Time, Length of Current Episode of Homelessness

Change over Time, Unsheltered Population by Length of Time Homeless

Months e
Percentage
Homeless .
Points
337 207
6 months or less (16.5%) (12.6%) e
288 192
7-12 months (14.1%) (1.7%) 2
322 275
13-24 months (15.8%) (16.8%) |
More than 24 999 787 -
months (49%) (48%)
91 180
Unreported (4.5%) (11%) o>
Unknown due to 1416

CE

Note: Question- "How long have you been homeless this time?" As can be seen from the wording, this question asked only
about the length of a person's most recent period of homelessness. Total months homeless in one's lifetime was not
assessed. Months homeless percentages calculated from total surveyed population. Unknown from CE calculated using
total counted.

In light of the high percentage of people counted as unsheltered in 2022 for whom we lack information, this
table must be interpreted with a great deal of caution. We cannot necessarily assume that the lengths of
current episodes of homelessness for those who provided this information are the same as those for whom we
lack the information.

The table, however, does allow us to contrast the responses of those who were surveyed for the Street Count in
2019 and 2022. What we observe is a 6.3-point reduction in the percentage of people who reported that their
current episode of homelessness had lasted less than a year. While we see little change in the percentages of
people who reported their current episodes lasting more than 12 months, this is in part a function of a relatively
large difference in the percentage of those surveyed for whom we do not have answers. If we compare only
those who provided an answer, the percentage reporting that their current episode of homelessness was a year
or more increased from 67.8% in 2019 to 72.3% in 2022.

6.3. Geographic Locations and Location Types

The Street Count survey includes questions about where in Multnomah County a household without shelter slept
the night of the Count, as well as whether the household slept in a tent. This data was not available for those
who were included in the Street Count from Coordinated Entry lists. Data in this section are reported based on
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households surveyed:; if a survey respondent indicated that their household included other adults or children, they
were included as sleeping in the same geographic location and unsheltered situation as the respondent.

Because we do not have answers to these questions for significant numbers of the people included in the
Street Count number. it is very important not to read the numbers in the tables as representing the total
number of people unsheltered in a particular area, in a tent, or using a particular location type.

Caution is also required before assuming that the percentages among those who provided this information
represent the population of unsheltered people as a whole.

In addition, we urge caution on how this data is used to describe current conditions or the population’s potential
ongoing use of tents. Because the PIT Count is required to take place during the winter, tent use reported in the
Count may nof fully reflect tent use in other seasons or the majority of the year. We also note that someone who
reported sleeping in a tent on the night of the Count may not have slept in a tent the next night or any other
night, just as someone who did not sleep in a tent on the night of Count may in fact have slept in a tent after or
before.
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6.3.1. Geographic Distribution of Unsheltered Households

Those surveyed who reported being unsheltered the night of the Count were asked which area of the County
they slept in the night of the Count. The areas used were the same as in previous street counts, as first
established by the Portland Housing Bureau when it was the agency leading the PIT Count. The following map
displays the boundaries of the areas.

Street Count Map of Multnomah County

Street Count Reference Map

Created by the Portland Housing Bureau, 122014
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The following table reports the total numiber of households (not individuals) surveyed who indicated that they
stayed in a particular area and the percentage of the total who were surveyed who identified that area.

Unsheltered Population by Geographic Area

Geographic Location ‘ Total Unsheltered Households
Central NE Portland /!
(4.6%)
Downtown/ 323
Old Town/Pearl (20.9%)
82
East County (53%)
48
Gresham (31%)
123
Inner NE Portland 79%)
226
North Portland (14.6%)
65
NW Portland (4.2%)
228
Outer E Portland (14.7%)
202
SE Portland (13%)
64
SW Portland 41%)
n7
Unreported (7.6%)
Total Households Surveyed 1,549
Unknown Households due %67
to CE
Total Unsheltered 2483

Households

Note: Counts in this table are of households, not of people.

Among the unsheltered households surveyed, the largest percentage of households, 20.9%, indicated that they
were staying in Downtown/Old Town/Pearl. A comparatively small percentage reported staying in Gresham
(31%), but Outer East, East County and Gresham combined represented 23.1% of those unsheltered households
surveyed. Central Northeast Porfland and Inner Northeast Portland are presented as separate areas, but
together are comparable in size to Southeast Portland. Comparing the combined Northeast areas to the
Southeast area, we see relatively similar percentages of unsheltered households staying in those parts of the
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City, with 12.5% in the combined Central Northeast and Inner Northeast Portland areas and 13% in Southeast

Portland.

Change over Time, Unsheltered Population by Geographic Location

Geographic Location (Houzsc;::al ds) (Ho:s?j\il ds) | Change in Percentage Points

Central NE Portland 4.3% (895) 4.6% (71) 03
gj’c‘j’v;‘;‘v’vvﬂeorl 21% (413) 20.9% (323) -0l
East County 3.9% (77) 5.3% (82) 14
Gresham 5.2% (103) 3.1% (48) -21
Inner NE Portland 6.3% (123) 7.9% (123) 1.6
North Portland 10.1% (198) 14.6% (226) 3.5
NW Portland 5% (98) 4.2% (65) -0.8
Outer E Portland 12.3% (242) 14.7% (228) 24
SE Portland 221% (435) 13% (202) -91
SW Portland 5.8% (13) 41% (64) -17
Unreported 3.9% (77) 7.6% (17) 37
Total Households Surveyed 1964 1,549

Unknown Households due to CE 967

Total Unsheltered Households 1964 2,483 31.4%

Note: Numbers are counts of households, not people. Percentage calculations for geographic location are out of total

households surveyed. Unknown due to CE percentage calculated out of total households counted

The data presented in this table allows only for a comparison of the change in the distribution by geographic
area of those unsheltered households surveyed in 2019 and 2022. Because 967 unsheltered households from
Coordinated Entry could not be surveyed in 2022, the reader should not conclude that the changes reflected on

the table necessarily reflect actual changes in the unsheltered population as a whole.

Comparing only the responses of those surveyed, there is little change in the percentage of those who reported
staying in Downtown/Old Town/Pearl. Gresham's percentage decreased, but that was more than offset by an
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increase in the percentage of unsheltered households reporting that they stayed in Outer East Portland or East
County. Inner Northeast Portland and Central Northeast Portland both saw small increases in the percentage of
unsheltered households who reported staying there, but there is a sizable decline in the percentage of
households who reported staying in Southeast Portland (22.1% to 13.1%). While it is possible that Southeast
Portland's share of unsheltered homelessness declined from 2019 to 2022, this apparent change may also be a
function of the particular way that the pandemic impacted outreach/survey capacity. Additional quantitative
and qualitative analysis would be required before coming to conclusions about any of the changes in geographic
distribution suggested by this table.

6.3.2. Unsheltered Sleeping Locations

Street Count survey participants were asked about the type of location they were staying in the night of the
Count. The following tables report only on unsheltered households surveyed; 967 unsheltered households could
not be surveyed because they were taken from Coordinated Entry, and sleeping location data is not captured in
Coordinated Entry. The reader should not conclude that the percentages reported are necessarily representative
of the unsheltered population as a whole, because we cannot assume that the responses of those unknown
households would mirror those of the households that did respond.

Sleeping Locations of Unsheltered Households

Sleeping Location | Number of Households
Abandoned house or building 0.5% (8)
Boat 0.6% (9)
Bridge/overpass/railroad 7.9% (120)
Doorway/other private property 4% (61)
Other unsheltered location 6% (9N
Park 3.9% (59)
Street/sidewalk 42.8% (649)
Vehicle (car, fruck, van, camper) 19.6% (296)
Woods/open space 9.8% (148)
Unknown 4.9% (75)
Total Households Surveyed 1,516
Unknown Households due to CE 967
Total Unsheltered Households 2,483

Note: Numbers are counts of households, not people.
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Of the unsheltered households surveyed, the highest percentage by far reported sleeping on the street or a
sidewalk (42.8%). Nearly 20% of those surveyed reported sleeping in vehicles, including cars and RVs. It is notable
that nearly 10% of households responding said that they were living in the woods or open space (as distinct from
parks), given the difficulty in reaching those spaces to survey people. A very small percentage of the households
surveyed reported living in an abandoned building or house (.5%); again, however, this may reflect the challenge
of reaching those who are living in these types of structures during the week of the Street Count.

Those surveyed who were not living in locations that precluded the use of a tent (e.g. vehicle, boat) were asked
whether they slept in a tent. Because we lack information on this question for a significant majority of the
households included in the Unsheltered Count, the data we do have has to be treated with caution; the numibers
and percentages cannot be assumed to be representative of the unsheltered population as a whole. Among
those who were asked whether they slept in a tent, 643 of 1,516 households (42.4%) said that they slept in a tent
the night of the Count, 172 of 1,516 households(11.3%) said they did not, and 701 of the 1,516 households (46.2%) did
not provide an answer.

While the large number who did not report on this question again prevents any conclusions about the population
as a whole, we can say that those who answered the question were more than three times as likely to say that
they stayed in a tent the night of the Count as to say that they did not. This data is generally consistent with
what we have heard from the Joint Office's expanded group of contracted outreach providers and others
working in the field. Especially because of the ongoing pandemic, a significant majority of those who are
unsheltered are using tents for personal safety.

6.4. Migration

One of the questions most often asked is whether the people experiencing homelessness we serve in
Multnomah County have come here because of our services. This is really a three part question:

e Are the people we are serving from Multnomah County originally, and
e [f they are not, were they homeless when they arrived, and, if so,
e Did they come here seeking services?

The 2022 PIT Count asked several questions about migration. They include how long people experiencing
homelessness had lived in Multnomah County (which we also note is different than whether someone lives in
Portland) and, if they were not originally from the County, whether they were homeless on arrival, their reason(s)
for coming, and where they moved from. The 2022 Count was the first fime these questions were also asked in
shelters and transitional housing.

The tables below present a great deal of detailed information. But, again, the high unknown rate — always a
factor, but more significant this year because of the inclusion of people from Coordinated Entry — means this
data has some significant limitations.

These questions are not asked of people when they join Coordinated Entry or when they enter into shelter or
transitional housing. This year, we introduced a supplemental shelter survey to try to capture data from shelter
and transitional housing guests, but participation was limited. As a result, for the majority of people included in
the 2022 PIT Count, the answer to the questions in this section is "Unknown."

We must always be cautious about assuming that the subset of the population for whom we have data is
perfectly representative of the HUD homeless population as a whole. But on questions of migration, the
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information from those surveyed does not support the conclusion that the increase in homelessness in our
community is the result of people migrating here in search of homeless services.

6.4.1. Length of Time in Multnomah County

Length of Time in Multnomah County and Living Situation

Hon Long Living Unsheltered Emergency Trcmsrr-lonal Totql.
in MultCo Shelter Housing Population
Less than 3 58 25 15 98
months (4.0%) (4.4%) (4.9%) (4.2)
131 85 6l 277
-12 th
3-12 months (9.1%) (15.0%) (20.1%) (12.0%)
122 vears 120 50 31 201
Y (8.3%) (8.9%) (10.2%) (8.7%)
785 288 151 1,224
More than 2 years (54.2%) (511%) (49.7%) (52.9%)
N/A, I'm from here 322 91 40 453
originally (22.2%) (16.1%) (13.2%) (19.6%)
Unreported 32 29 8 69
P (2.2%) (5.1%) (2.6%) (3.0%)
Total Surveyed 1,448 568 306 2,322
Unknown due to
1,609 Q17 2.9
CE/Unsurveyed €0 380 06
Total 3,057 1,485 686 5,228

Note: Question - "How long have you been in Multnomah County? [Select only one]"

Percentages are of column totals. "Total Surveyed" are those who were surveyed as part of the Street Count, shelter, or
transitional housing supplemental survey and either answered or declined to answer. "Unreported” includes people who
declined to state. "Unknown due to CE/Unsurveyed" includes people who were included in the Count from the CE list, or who
were not surveyed using the shelter/transitional housing survey.

This table reports the number of people in each living situation at the time of the Count who responded in each
time category; the table does not tell us whether they were also experiencing homelessness at the time that
they arrived or why they decided to move here. From this table we see that just over 16% of those who were
surveyed reported being in Multnomah County a year or less. This compares to Census Bureau data indicating
that 7% of Multnomah County residents moved to Multnomah County in the most recent year for which Census
data is available.® In this tfable we also see that a significant majority of people surveyed for the PIT Count had
been in Multnomah County for more than two years or were originally from here: 53% of those who were asked
the question said they arrived more than two years ago, and 72% of those who answered the question said they
either had been here for more than two years or were from here.

¢ Multnomah County, OR - Profile data - Census Reporter.
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6.4.2. Housing Status Upon Arrival

Those surveyed as part of the Street Count or in programs included in the Shelter Count who reported being
from somewhere other than Multnomah County were also asked whether they were experiencing homelessness
when they came to Multnomah County. The following tables detail their responses (1,789 people). The following
table is for all who reported moving to Multnomah County.

Housing Status upon Arrival and Living Situation

Housing Status

Emergenc Transitional

upon Arrival ‘ Unsheltered ‘ Shegl'rer ! ‘ Housing ‘ Total
Homeless upon 459 212 144 815
Arrival (42.0%) (47.4%) (56.0%) (45.3%)
Not Homeless 536 225 101 862
upon Arrival (59.0%) (50.3%) (39.3%) (50.6%)
Housing Status 99 Il 13 123
Unreported (9.1%) (2.4%) (5.0%) (6.8%)
Total 1,094 447 257 1798

Note: Question - "Were you homeless when you came to Multhnomah County?” [Yes, No, Declinel
Percentages are of column totals. Total includes everyone who reported arriving in Multnomah County, and excludes those
who were from Multnomah County originally, did not respond to the question, or were not surveyed.

In the above table, we see that overall 45.3% of the people experiencing homelessness the night of the Count
who responded to the question about their homeless status upon arrival reported that they were already
experiencing homeless when they arrived. The percentage is lowest for those who were unsheltered (42.0%) and
considerably higher for those in transitional housing (56.0%). The high rate in transitional housing requires further
inquiry due to the small number of people surveyed, but may reflect the absence of recovery-focused
transitional housing options in other parts of the region and state.

Housing Status upon Arrival and Living Situation, Persons in Multnomah County More than 2 Years
Emergency Transitional

Housing Status

upon Arrival Unsheltered Shelter Housing ‘ Total
Homeless upon 250 105 62 417
Arrival (31.8%) (36.5%) (411%) (34.1%)
Not Homeless 446 178 80 704
upon Arrival (56.8%) (61.8%) (563.0%) (57.5%)
Housing Status 89 S 9 103
Unreported (11.3%) (1.7%) (6.0%) (8.4%)
Total 785 288 151 1,224

Note: Question - "Were you homeless when you came to Multnomah County?" [Yes, No, Declinel. Table total includes survey
respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County, and moved here over 2 years ago.

Percentages are of column totals. Those who responded they were from Multnomah County originally were not asked the
question about homeless status on arrival.
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This table documents a significantly lower overall rate of people surveyed for the PIT Count who had beenin
Multnomah County for more than two years — pre-pandemic — who also reported that they came to
Multnomah County experiencing homelessness, 34.1%, as compared to 47.9% overall. The declines are consistent
across the types of living situations. The lowest percentage is within the unsheltered population, although that
percentage is more heavily impacted by unreported housing status information than the percentages for the
other living situations. If we remove the unreported number from the percentage calculation for those who are
unsheltered, 35.9% of those who provided the information said they were experiencing homelessness when they
arrived, but this is sfill more than 10 percentage points lower than the rate among all unsheltered people.

Housing Status upon Arrival and Living Situation, Persons in Multnomah County Less than 2 Years

Housing Status Emergenc Transitional

upon irrivql Unsheltered Shegl’rer ! Housing ‘ Total
Homeless upon 209 107 82 398
Arrival (67.6%) (66.9%) (76.6%) (69.1%)
Not Homeless 90 47 21 158
upon Arrival (29.1%) (29.4%) (19.6%) (27.4%)
Housing Status 10 6 4 20
Unreported (3.2%) (3.8%) (3.8%) (3.5%)
Total 309 160 107 576

Note: Question - "Were you homeless when you came to Multnomah County?" [Yes, No, Declinel. Table total includes survey
respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County, and moved here fewer than 2 years ago.

Percentages are of column totals. Those who responded they were from Multnomah County originally were not asked the
question about homeless status on arrival.

Among those who reported arriving in Multnomah County in the two years prior to the night of the PIT Count, the
percentages who said they arrived already experiencing homelessness are markedly higher. Overall, 69.1% said
that they were experiencing homelessness when the arrived; those in emergency shelter and who were
unsheltered reported relatively similar rates (66.9% and 67.6% respectively), while 76.6% of the people in
transitional housing the night of the Count who reported not being from Multnomah County originally said that
they were experiencing homelessness when they arrived.

Because this data represents responses from only a subset of those counted in the Street Count and in the
Shelter Count, we must be very cautious about assuming that the data above is representative of the HUD
homeless population in Multnomah County as a whole. However, the increase in the percentages of people who
reported coming to Multnomah County during the pandemic years already experiencing homelessness merits
further inquiry, both into the extent to which is representative of the HUD homeless population as a whole, and, if
so, whether this one a one-time pandemic related change, or represents a more enduring shift in the
composition of our HUD homeless population.

Part of the answer to this may be found in the question of where people who were experiencing homelessness

when they arrived in Multnomah County migrated from and whether that changed as well during the pandemic.
The following tables provide information to help answer that question.
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6.4.3. Place of Origin

People surveyed in the PIT Count who reported that they came to Multnomah County and were experiencing
homelessness when they arrived were asked where they moved from — Clackamas, Washington or Clark
Counties; elsewhere in Oregon; Washington (outside Clark County) or California; another part of the country; or
outside of the country. The tables that follow tabulate the responses to this question separately based on
whether they were unsheltered, in shelter, or in transitional housing at the time of the Count. The first table
presents the data for everyone surveyed, regardless of when they arrived in Multnomah County. The following
tables present the data for people who had been in Multnomah County more than 24 months — since before
the pandemic — and for less than 24 months, during the pandemic. This comparison allows us to examine
changes in where people came from prior to the pandemic to today. The data in these tables represents only a
portion of the people counted (815 people) as experiencing HUD homelessness in the Count, and we cannot
assume that their responses are necessarily representative of the HUD homeless population as a whole.

Place of Origin and Living Situation for Population Homeless upon Arrival

Place of Origin Unsheltered Emergency Transﬂ-lonal Total
Shelter Housing
Oregon 158 88 63 309
E (34.4%) (415%) (438%) (37.9%)
Clackamas, Washington, = 89 47 33 169
or Clark County  (56.3%) (53.4%) (52.4%) (54.7%)
Oregon 69 4 30 140
outside metro  (437%) (46.6%) (47 .6%) (45.3%)

. e 125 40 27 192
Washington or Calfornio (27.2%) (18.9%) (188%)  (236%)
Other part 147 80 44 271
of US (32.0%) (37.7%) (30.6%) (33.3%)

, 13 2 8 23
Outside US (2.8%) (0.9%) (5.6%) (2.8%)

. 16 8 3 27
Origin Unreported (35%) (38%) (21%) (33%)

Total 459 212 144 815

Note: Question - "Where did you move from?" [Select only one]
Percentages are of column totals. Total includes everyone who reported arriving in Multnomah County and was
experiencing homelessness upon arrival, and excludes those who were from Multnomah County originally, did not respond
to the question, or were not surveyed. The options for place of origin include "Clackamas, Washington, or Clark County”
because those counties comprise, with Multnomah County, the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) for our
region. It is a limitation of this definition that some, likely small, percentage of those reporting coming to Multnomah County
from the region are coming from Clark County, rather than just the three Oregon counties that make up the Metro regional

boundaries.

The largest percentage of people who reported coming to Multhomah County already experiencing
homelessness came from somewhere else in the region or Oregon, 37.9%. This was particularly true of people
who were in transitional housing on the night of the Count, 43.8%, and may reflect the absence of
recovery-focused services elsewhere in the state. We also see a considerably higher percentage of people who
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were unsheltered who reported that they came from California or Washington, than people who were in shelter
or transitional housing (although the largest number of unsheltered people not from Multnomah County came
from elsewhere in Oregon). People in emergency shelter were more likely than those who were unsheltered or in
transitional housing to report being from other parts of the United States. These are all differences that merit
further inquiry into how accurately they represent the HUD homeless population as a whole, and, to the extent
the differences are real, what best explains them.

Place of Origin and Living Situation for Population Homeless upon Arrival, Persons in Multnomah
County More than 2 Years

Emergency | Transitional

Place of Origin Unsheltered Shelter el Total
Oreqon 79 45 34 158
< (316%) (42.9%) (54.8%) (37.9%)
Clackamas, Washington, = 40 24 20 84
or Clark County = (50.6%) (533%) (58.8%) (53.2%)
Oregon 39 21 14 74
outside metro = (49.4%) (46.7%) (41.2%) (46.8%)
59 22 9 Q0
Washingt liforni
ashingfon or Calfornia (236%) (21.0%) (14.5%) (21.6%)
Other part 89 36 12 137
of US (35.6%) (34.3%) (19.4%) (32.9%)
. 1 | S 17
Outside US (4.4%) (10%) (8.1%) (41%)
- 12 4 3 19
Origin Unreported (4.8%) (3.8%) (4.8%) (4.6%)
Total 250 105 62 417

Note: Question - "Where did you move from?" [Select only one]
Percentages are of column totals. Table total includes survey respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County,
were experiencing homelessness when they arrived, and moved here over 2 years ago.

This table includes the subset of people who were experiencing homelessness when they arrived in Multnomah
County and had been here for more than two years on the night of the Count — since before the pandemic.
Overall, this group was just as likely to report being from the region or elsewhere in Oregon, 37.9%. However, the
percentage within the unsheltered population was somewhat smaller (31.6% versus 34.4%), and the percentage
of those in transitional housing was several percentage points higher (54.8% v. 43.8%). There was a
commensurate drop in the combined percentage of those in transitional housing who reported being from
outside Oregon.
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Place of Origin and Living Situation for Population Homeless upon Arrival. Persons in Multnomah
County Less than 2 Years

Emergency | Transitional

Place of Origin Unsheltered Shelter il Total
Oregon 79 43 29 151
9 (37.8%) (40.2%) (35.4%) (37.9%)
Clackamas, Washington, = 49 23 13 85
or Clark County (62.0%) (53.5%) (44.8%) (56.3%)
Oregon 30 20 16 66
outside metro  (38.0%) (46.5%) (55.2%) (43.7%)
66 18 18 102
Washingt Californi
cshington or SAirermia (316%) (16.8%) (22.0%) (25.6%)
Other part 58 44 32 134
of US (27.8%) (411%) (39.0%) (33.7%)
. 2 1 3 6
Outside US (10%) (09%) (37%) (15%)
. 4 4 0 8
Origin Unreported (19%) (37%) (0%) (2.0%)
Total 209 107 82 398

Note: Question - "Where did you move from?" [Select only onel]
Percentages are of column totals. Table total includes survey respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County,
were experiencing homelessness when they arrived, and moved here fewer than 2 years ago.

Looking only at those survey respondents who were experiencing homelessness when they arrived in Multnomah
County and who arrived during the pandemic, there is no difference from the overall percentage who came
from elsewhere in the region or the balance of Oregon (37.9%). Among the unsheltered population, however,
there is an increase in the share reporting they are from parts of Oregon other than Multnomah County; 37.8% of
those who have been here for less than 2 years, as compared to 31.6% of the people who had been here since
prior to the pandemic. And among those who came from elsewhere in Oregon, a higher percentage of recent
arrivals reported being from adjacent counties, as opposed to the rest of the state (62% vs. 50.6%). This increase
is matched by a smaller share of recent arrivals who are experiencing unsheltered homelessness coming from
outside the West Coast.

6.4.4. Reason for Migrating

People surveyed in the PIT Count who reported that they came to Multnomah County and were experiencing
homelessness when they arrived also were asked why they came to Multnomah County. Respondents could
identify all of the reasons that applied. As in the previous section, the tables that follow tabulate the responses to
this question separately based on whether respondents were unsheltered, in shelter, or transitional housing; and
the tables present information for people who arrived in Multnomah County experiencing homelessness at any
time, before the pandemic started and during the pandemic. As with earlier tables, these allow us to identify any
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shifts in people's rationale for moving here from prior to the pandemic to today. Once again, the data in these
tables represents only a portion of the people counted (815 people) as experiencing HUD homelessness in the
Count, and we cannot assume their responses accurately represent the HUD homeless population as a whole.

Reason for Migrating for those Homeless Upon Arrival, by Living Situation

Emergency | Transitional

Reason for Coming Unsheltered Shelter ot Total
Access to 104 74 S4 232
services/resources (22.7%) (34.9%) (37.5%) (28.5%)
Family/friends 172 /! 48 29!

(37.5%) (33.5%) (33.3%) (35.7%)
Job opportunities 69 30 2 120

(15.0%) (14.2%) (14.6%) (14.7%)

S6 20 15 9l

Like it here/good weather (12.2%) (9.4%) (10.4%) (11.2%)
rrEmeres 124 49 30 203

(27.0%) (23.1%) (20.8%) (24.9%)
Total 459 212 144 815

Note: Percentages are of column totals. Respondents could select all options that applied. Therefore, numbers add up fo
more than the unique number of people in the unsheltered population who reported being homeless when they came to
Multnomah County, and percentages add up to more than 100%.

Total includes everyone who reported arriving in Multnomah County and was experiencing homelessness upon arrival, and
excludes those who were from Multnomah County originally, did not respond to the question, or were not surveyed.

The largest percentage of people who came to Multnomah County already experiencing homelessness did so
because of family and friends. People also came motivated by a job, or because they were attracted by the
community or climate. Of the 815 people surveyed who answered the necessary questions, 28.5% reported that
access to services or resources was among their reasons for coming. Access to services was a more commonly
stated reason for coming among those in shelter (34.9%) or transitional housing programs (37.5%); those who
were unsheltered were somewhat more likely to report being motivated by something other than services (65%)
than those in shelter (57.1%) or transitional housing (58.3%).

[remainder of page left blank intentionally] 77



Reason for Migrating for those Homeless Upon Arrival by Living Situation, Persons in Multnomah
County More than 2 Years

Reason for Coming Unsheltered Emergency TranSI'r.lonal Total
Shelter Housing
Access to Sl 29 19 99
services/resources (20.4%) (27.6%) (30.6%) (23.7%)
) i 95 39 21 155
Family/friends (38.0%) (37.1%) (33.9%) (37.2%)
Job opportunities e & e 65
PP (16.8%) (12.4%) 16.1%) (15.6%)
L 27 10 1 38
Like it here/good weather (10.8%) (9.5%) (1.6%) (9.1%)
Unreported 64 25 1o 105
P (25.6%) (23.8%) (25.8%) (25.2%)
Total 250 105 62 417

Note: Percentages are of column totals. Respondents could select all options that applied. Therefore, numbers add up fo
more than the unique number of people in the unsheltered population who reported being homeless when they came to
Multnomah County, and percentages add up to more than 100%.

Table total includes survey respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County, were experiencing homelessness
when they arrived, and moved here more than 2 years ago.

Looking at only those respondents who came to Multnomah County more than two years ago, a notably smaller
share reported access to services and resources as a motivating factor (23.7% vs. 28.5%). This is offset by
increases in people identifying family and friends and job opportunities as the reason for their decision to move
here.
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Reason for Migrating for those Homeless Upon Arrival by Living Situation, Persons in Multnomah
County Less than 2 Years

Emergency | Transitional

Reason for Coming Unsheltered Shelter el ‘ Total
Access to 53 45 35 133
services/resources (25.4%) (421%) (42.7%) (33.4%)
Family/friends 77 32 27 136
(36.8%) (29.9%) (32.9%) (34.2%)

Job opportunities 2/ 7 ! >
(12.9%) (15.9%) (13.4%) (13.8%)

. 29 10 14 53
Like it here/good weather (139%) (9:3%) (17.1%) (13.3%)

Unreported c0 24 1 78
(287%) (22.4%) (17.1%) (24.6%)

Total 209 107 82 398

Note: Percentages are of column totals. Respondents could select all options that applied. Therefore, numbers add up fo
more than the unique number of people in the unsheltered population who reported being homeless when they came to
Multnomah County, and percentages add up to more than 100%.

Table total includes survey respondents who are not originally from Multnomah County, were experiencing homelessness
when they arrived, and moved here fewer than 2 years ago.

In contrast to those who arrived before the pandemic, a higher percentage of recent arrivals reported access to
services or resources as a motivation for coming to Multnomah County. Among those who came before the
pandemic, 23.7% of respondents reported being motivated at least in part by access to services. For those who
arrived in the last two years, it was 33.4%. This is consistent with feedback from community-based providers that
more people were moving — especially within the region — in search of available services during the pandemic.
There are smaller percentages of new arrivals reporting that they moved because of family and friends, or for
job opportunities. Much higher percentages of recent arrivals who were staying in shelter and transitional
housing the night of the Count reported that they were motivated by access to services than for those who
arrived prior to the pandemic (42.1% vs. 27.6%, and 42.7% vs. 30.6%, respectively). Again, this may reflect the
preservation and expansion of shelter and other services in Multnomah County and a lack of service options
elsewhere in the region during the pandemic.

Taken as a whole, the data on migration collected as a part of this year's Count, paints a picture very similar to
the one we have seen in past counts. While many of those who were homeless the night of the Count were not
originally from Multnomah County, only a portion of those respondents were experiencing homelessness when
they arrived. And only a portion of those people were motivated to come to Multnomah County af least in part
by the need for services.

Based on this data, we can estimate the percentage of the HUD homeless population, specifically those for
whom we have data, who came to Multnomah County in search of services while already experiencing
homelessness. Ignoring whether people arrived prior to or during the pandemic, 90% of people surveyed in the
HUD homeless population did not come to Multnomah County homeless and in search of services.
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And to the extent that people are coming to Multnomah County already experiencing homelessness, this
migration data also indicates that nearly 38% of people surveyed in the HUD population came from our region or
the balance of Oregon. There are opportunities to work at the regional and state levels to help those individuals
get their needs met without having to come to Multnomah County.

Finally, the migration data collected as part of this year's PIT does suggest that migration dynamics were
different during the pandemic. In our sample, we observed higher percentages of people who arrived during the
pandemic being homeless upon arrival than among those who arrived pre-pandemic. Those who arrived during
the pandemic were also more likely to report being motivated by access to services. In fact, if we look only at
those respondents who had been in Multnomah County for less than 24 months on the night of the Count, 23%
reported coming to Multnomah County experiencing homelessness and motivated, at least in part, by the search
for services. This reflects both a higher percentage of those who arrived during the pandemic reporting that
they were already homeless, and a higher percentage of those individuals reporting that they were motivated in
part by their need for services.

With this data it is not possible to know the extent to which these shifts are representative of the HUD homeless
population as a whole, and, if they are, whether they are a temporary effect of the pandemic or reflect a
potentially enduring shift in the demographics of the HUD homeless population. Regardless, we do know from
the data that nearly 40% of those who reported coming to Multnomah County prior and during the pandemic
came from our region or the balance of Oregon.

This is an inflow dynamic that policymakers can address through the ongoing development of a more robust
regional homelessness response system outside Multnomah County. Funds from Metro's Supportive Housing
Services measure began reaching Clackamas and Washington counties in July 2021, helping those counties
meaningfully begin to build and then sustain over time their own homeless services response systems. A more
developed statewide strategy also will help Oregonians who become homeless outside Multnomah County meet
their housing and service needs in their local communities.

6.5. COVID-19

People surveyed for the PIT Count were asked several questions related to COVID-19. Most importantly, they
were asked whether COVID-19 was a reason they were experiencing homelessness. From the outset of the
pandemic, it was recognized that people experiencing homelessness were at particularly high risk from
COVID-19. As a population with disproportionately high rates of underlying health conditions and other risk
factors for serious COVID-19 iliness, and with limited access to the kind of precautions that others could take
(staying out of public places, staying warm, dry and well-fed to boost the immune system, avoiding congregate
settings), there was great concern that people experiencing homelessnes would lose their lives from COVID 19 at
disproportionately high rates. What was less clear to the community at the outset was how the economic
impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic would cause people to fall into homelessness, and adversely impact the vital
health, income and housing services that people who are already on the streets need to get back into homes of
their own. As the table below illustrates, nearly a quarter of people surveyed through the PIT Count said
COVID-19 was a reason they were experiencing homelessness — a percentage that was even higher, 27.1%, for
respondents experiencing unsheltered homelessness..
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COVID-19 as a reason for homelessness

Is COVID-19 a "
Emergency Transitional
reason you are Unsheltered :
Shelter Housing
homeless now?
Yes 382 127 34 543
(27.1%) (22.6%) (11.3%) (24%)
NG 967 391 251 1,609
(68.7%) (69.6%) (83.1%) (71.2%)
Unreported 59 4 7 120
P (4.2%) (7.8%) (5.6%) (5.3%)
Totd 1408 562 302 2,272
Respondents

Question - Is COVID-19 a reason you are homeless now?

7.CONCLUSION

This year's Point-In-Time Count of people experiencing homelessness either outside, in shelter, or in fransitional
housing, was conducted at a time of unprecedented challenges for the people experiencing homelessness, and
for the people working and volunteering in homeless services who do the majority of the work for these Counts.

As this report lays out in detail, the result of these challenges is that certain changes in methodology were
required that improved the overall accuracy of the total count of unsheltered people, but also made describing
the demographic composition of the unsheltered population as a whole more difficult. Those changes also made
some comparisons across time impossible or less reliable. These are all reasons to be cautious about using this
data without looking to other data sources to confirm any conclusions one is inclined to reach. It is also one of
the reasons that the Joint Office is preparing to conduct another Count this January, and working with its
regional partners on a shared 2023 PIT Count.

The COVID-19 pandemic has compounded and accelerated the crisis of homelessness in our community, and
around the country. The underlying crisis is the result of multiple systemic failures, including in the housing.
education, employment, health care, criminal legal, and social services sectors. Those systemic failures are
exacerbated for people of color and other marginalized groups by the continued presence of institutional and
systemic racism and other forms of discrimination in each of those sectors. Our community continues to help
thousands of people a year end their homelessness, but to achieve an end to homelessness will require a
stronger commitment to addressing these root causes at the federal, state, and local levels.

8.ADDITIONAL NOTES ON ANALYTIC
METHODOLOGY

A variety of factors prevent any PIT Count from being a truly comprehensive and representative count of
homelessness. First, no matter how thorough or well-managed a community's counting strategy, there are
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inherent difficulties in finding and tracking everyone who is living in a place not meant for human habitation.
Additionally, of the people who are located, they can be counted only if they agree to participate in the PIT
survey and provide enough information so that staff can ensure they are not counting the same person multiple
times.

Second, because the PIT must follow narrow HUD guidelines (U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development,
n.d.) as to who is considered homeless, only a subset of people without permanent housing have ever been
counted. Excluded groups include people who are involuntarily staying with friends and family, and people who
were in jails, prisons, or hospitals on the night of the Count. Omitting these populations limits the community's
understanding of the demographics of homelessness and, therefore, its ability to respond. In previous years, this
report has included a separate analysis that attempts to estimate the size of the doubled-up population. This
year's COVID-impacted report does not include that analysis, but we plan to include it in the 2023 PIT Count
report.

Individuals who were reached by a surveyor but declined to participate at all in the unsheltered count were not
included in the count. In 2019, the data collection included 707 such instances. This year, we did not track the
number of refusals to participate. In addition to the people who declined to participate in the count when asked,
we also were unable to include people who did not provide the information that allows us to deduplicate records.
This information includes the first letter of the first name, the first three letters of the last name and age. In 2019,
there were 75 instances of insufficient identifying information in the data collection. This year, we did not track
how many of these encounters occurred.

To deduplicate responses, we first removed duplicate records from the unsheltered population. Then, the
sheltered and unsheltered populations were combined and deduplicated. Where individuals had records in both
the unsheltered and shelfered (i.e. in shelter or transitional housing) populations, the sheltered record was
retained.

Many diverse cultures and communities are rendered invisible by HUD's limited categories of reporting racial and
ethnic identification. In an attempt to overcome this, additional race categories were introduced in standard
data collection practices within the Multnomah County homeless services system prior to the 2017 PIT Count.
These additional categories include "African,” "Middle Eastern,” and “Slavic," all of which could be selected
beginning with the 2017 PIT Count. In addition to containing the additional three categories mentioned above, the
"Race/Ethnicity/Origin” variable also contains the value, "Native American/Alaska Native," which was collapsed in
this report into the “American Indian, Alaska Native or Indigenous” response.
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METHODOLOGY

Overview

The 2022 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count of Homelessness provides a snapshot of people who were
experiencing homelessness on the night of Wednesday, January 26, 2022, in Portland, Gresham, and
Multnomah County, Oregon. This was one year later than the biannual schedule the PIT count had been
following due to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. Although planning began in late 2020 to conduct
the count in January 2021, circumstances were such that Multnomah County requested and received
approval for a one-year delay in the count.

The 2022 PIT count consisted of two major components:

e The “Street Count” enumerated the population experiencing unsheltered homelessness on the night
of January 26, 2022.

e The "One Night Shelter Count” (ONSC) enumerated the population staying in emergency shelters
or transitional housing, or vouchered into motels, on January 26, 2022.

The 2022 PIT street count was a collaborative effort between the Regional Research Institute for Human
Services (RRI) at Portland State University (PSU) and the Joint Office of Homeless Services (JOHS). The
RRI was directly involved in planning, coordination, and execution of the 2022 PIT street count, while
JOHS managed the One Night Shelter Count. The RRI also provided data entry services, supplying JOHS
raw data files for analysis and reporting. This year, the RRI also collaborated with the implementation lead
in Clackamas County to coordinate the data collection efforts across the two counties. The focus of this
methodology report is on the approach used for the street count component of the 2022 PIT count.

The street count is conducted during a one-week period, but surveys are filled out only for respondents
who were unsheltered on the night of the count. For 2022, the street count data collection occurred from
late afternoon on Wednesday, January 26, 2022 through the end of the day Tuesday, February 1,
2022. The weather on Wednesday, January 26, 2022 was clear, but cold, with temperatures ranging
between a high of 44 degrees during the day and a low of 26 degrees at night. For the street count, data
are collected largely through paper survey forms available in five languages (see Appendix) administered
by volunteers and service providers. A tablet pilot was also conducted to determine the feasibility of
collecting electronic data. The survey was programmed in Qualtrics web survey software and loaded onto
five tablets used by agency staff to test the approach.

In the 2022 street count, a total of 45 organizations and government agencies that serve or come
into contact with people who are homeless across Multnomah County participated. This is a much lower
number than in previous years due to the impact of COVID-19 on staffing, closures, and other aspects of
capacity. Nonprofit organizations and government agencies contributed to the count in one or more of the
following ways:

e Street Outreach: A group of organizations supported the count by having outreach workers, first
responders, and information and referral staff available to support data collection. Throughout the
week of the count, these individuals played a central role in data collection by going to unsheltered
locations and places not intended for human habitation (e.g., tents, streets, sidewalks, campsites,
parks, woods, bus or train stations, abandoned vehicles or buildings, etc.) or by responding to
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information and referral calls, inviting individuals to participate in the count by completing a
survey.

e Service Sites: Street count data collection occurred through administration of survey forms at
sites or programs (nonprofit organizations and government agencies) that serve people who are
unsheltered in Multnomah County. Volunteers from the community were recruited, trained, and
assigned to specific sites to administer the street count survey with people visiting the
site/program for services.

Table 1 lists all of the organizations and agencies that participated in the 2022 Street Count as either a
service site, an outreach partner, or both. For some of the organizations and agencies, multiple programs
participated.

Table 1: PIT 2022 Street Count Participating Organizations and Agencies

Service
Organization/Agency Site Outreach
211 Info X
Belmont Library X
Blanchet House X
Cascade AIDS Project (CAP) X
Cascadia Behavioral Healthcare (multiple programs) X X
Catholic Charities — Housing Transitions Program X

Catholic Charities — Coordinated Outreach X
Catholic Charities — El Programa Hispano Catodlico
Central City Concern - Old Town Clinic

Central City Concern X
Central Library
City of Gresham X
City Team Ministries

Clackamas Service Center
Cultivate Initiatives

David Douglas School District
Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon
First Baptist Church of Portland
Fora Health

Gresham Library

Hollywood Library

Hot Soup Now X
Impact NW
Janus Youth X
JOIN

Maybelle Center for Community
Metro X
Midland Library

Multnomah County Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities
Multnomah County Health Department NEX

Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office — Discharge Program
Multnomah County Sheriff's Office - HOPE Team

Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office — River Patrol Unit X

X X

XX X X X X X X X x

x

x X
x

X X X X X

North Portland Health Center X
Outside In - Needle Exchange and IDU Health Services X
Outside In - Outreach X
Outside In - Youth Programs X
P:ear X
Portland Rescue Mission X

Page 5



Service

Organization/Agency Site Outreach
Portland Street Medicine X
Portland Street Response X
Potluck in the Park X
Rahab’s Sisters X
Right 2 Dream Too/Right 2 Survive X
Rockwood Library X
Rose Haven X
Street Books X
Street Roots X
Transitions Projects X
Transitions Projects X
Union Gospel Mission X X
Urban League of Portland X
Veteran’s Affairs X X

This year, we had an unprecedented number of people sign up to be trained in administering the Street
Count surveys. However, of the 312 people who signed up, 192 (61.5%) actually attended a training. The
people trained included organization/agency staff as well as 112 volunteers who collected surveys at
service sites across 139 volunteer shifts.

Planning and Implementation

The PIT street count requires advance planning and training, including coordinating the data collection
with sites that provide homeless services, volunteer recruitment, and training. For the 2022 PIT Street
Count, this planning and execution phase roughly extended from August 2021 to January 2022.

PSU and JOHS collaborated on planning and executing the count. Important aspects of the 2022 Street
Count planning included the following:

developing a project timeline and detailed work plan

scheduling and attending several meetings with the Outreach & Engagement Workgroup (O&E) to
discuss and seek input on process issues, incentives, development of potential locations, and
coverage area assignments

recruitment of agencies that either serve the population that is unsheltered, serve people in
emergency shelters or transitional housing, or do both

editing of content for the PIT street count packets and webpage, which was used for sharing
information about the efforts and as a recruitment tool

developing a virtual approach to training, which included recording a training session that was
available to people who could not attend one of the scheduled trainings

programming a web survey for electronic data collection

survey was provided in five languages: Chinese, English, Russian, Spanish, and Viethamese
purchasing, programming, and implementing the use of five tablets to pilot the collection of data
electronically during outreach

hosting several training sessions for street count community volunteers and participating agencies
allocation of volunteers to various data collection sites

ongoing coordination between PSU and JOHS throughout the week of data collection to support and
participate in the effort
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Identifying Unsheltered Locations
The 2022 PIT street count geography of Portland/Gresham/Multnomah County is depicted in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Street Count Map of Large Sections of Multhomah County

Street Count Reference Map

Created by the Portland Housing Bureau, 12/2014

While the intent of the street count is to do a full count of every person who is experiencing unsheltered
homelessness in Multnomah County, comprehensive information on such locations does not exist. Also,
since the locations themselves can constantly change for multiple reasons, there is added complexity
when it comes to determining and planning coverage. For the 2022 street count, the O&E Workgroup
provided the PSU and JOHS team with a detailed map of the county divided into 37 areas. This
geographical sectioning of the county provided more specificity than the 13 zone divisions used in
previous years and was required due to a lot of changes having occurred over the years since the 2019
PIT Street Count (e.g., people congregating in different areas, properties being blocked off and displacing
folks, more people in East County). Figure 2 shows the geographical divisions of those 37 areas, while
Table 2 (to follow) outlines the zone boundaries used in 2022.

Figure 2: Map of 37 Outreach Areas Used for the 2022 PIT Street Count
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Table 2: Description of 37 Outreach Areas Used for the 2022 PIT Street Count

Area # Approximate Boundaries Neighborhoods/Landmarks
North 1 N Columbia Blvd to Columbia River; Vanport, Hayden Island, Kelley Point,
Willamette River to I-5 Columbia Slough
North 2 Willamette River to N Columbia Blvd; St Johns, Cathedral Park, University
Willamette River to N Portsmouth Ave Park

North 3 Swan Island/N Emerson to N Columbia Portsmouth, Kenton, Arbor Lodge
Blvd; N Portsmouth to I-5

North 4 Columbia Blvd from 1-5 to 1-205 to the Delta Park, Sunderland, East Columbia,
south; Marine Drive to the north PDX Airport

N/NE 5 I-5 to NE 42nd; NE Fremont to Hwy 30 Boise, Alameda, Alberta, Humboldt,

Vernon, Concordia, Woodlawn,
Piedmont, Peninsula Park

NE 6 NE 42nd to I-205; NE Fremont to Hwy Cully, Roseway
30

NE 7 I-205 to NE 148th; I-84 to NE Marine Parkrose, Argay
Drive

NE 8 E Burnside to NE Airport Way; NE 148th  Wilkes, Glenfair
to NE 181st;

NE 9 I-84 to NE Marine Drive; NE Airport Way North Gresham, Blue/Fairview Lakes
to NE 223rd

SE/NE 10 E Burnside to I-84; NE 181st to NE/SE Outer SE/NE Portland, Salish Ponds
223rd Wetlands

NE 11 SE Stark to Columbia River; NE 223rd Wood Village, Troutdale, Reynolds,
to SW 257th Drive Edgefield

Troutdale 12  SE Stark to Hwy 30; SW 257th to Sandy Troutdale
River

NW 13 NW St Helens Rd and surrounding area NW Industrial, Forest Park, NW
to the river and St Johns Bridge (west) Saltzman Rd

NW 14  NW Vaughn to Willamette River; NW St Industrial NW area, NW Yeon/NW Front
Helens Rd to Willamette River Ave

North 15 I-405 to N Emerson; Shipyards to I-5 Overlook, Shipyards, Kaiser Interstate

SW/NW 16  Hwy 26/1-405 Interchange to NW Kings Heights, NW District, Slabtown,
Vaughn; West boundary to NW 14th Nob Hill, Goose Hollow

SW/NW 17 SW Washington to NW Naito Pkwy/I- Old Town, Pearl District
405; SW/NW 14th to Willamette River

SW 18 I-5/I-405 Interchange to NW Downtown, PSU
Washington; I-405 to Willamette River

SwW 19 Beaverton Hillsdale Hwy area to Hwy Green Hills, Bridlemile, Glencullen,
26; West Slope to Dosch Rd Scholls Ferry

Sw 20 Hwy 10 to Hwy 26; SW Dosch Rd to SW Hills, OHSU/VA, Council Crest,
Terwilliger Marquam Nature Area

South 21 SW Iowa to I-405; Barbur Blvd/Naito South Portland, South Waterfront,
Pkwy to Willamette River Macadam Ave, South Downtown

SwW 22 I-5to Hwy 10; SW Oleson Rd to SW Vermont Hills, Maplewood, Ashcreek,

30th/Capitol Hwy

Crestwood
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Area # Approximate Boundaries Neighborhoods/Landmarks
SwW 23 I-5to Hwy 10; SW 30th/Capitol Hwy to  Hillsdale, Multnomah Village, Capitol
Willamette River Hill, Willamette Park
NE 24  E Burnside to NE Fremont; Willamette Irvington, Eliot, Lloyd District, Kerns,
River to NE 42nd Ave Sullivan's Gulch, Laurelhurst
NE 25 E Burnside to NE Fremont; NE 42nd Ave Hollywood, Laurelhurst, North Tabor,
to I-205 Rose City Park, Madison South
NE 26 E Burnside to I-84; I-205 to NE 148th; Parkrose, Hazelwood, Russell
SE 27 SE Powell to E Burnside; Willamette Buckman, Hawthorne, Ladd's, Hosford-
River to SE Cesar Chavez Abernathy
SE 28 SE Powell to E Burnside; SE Cesar South Tabor, Mt Tabor, Montavilla,
Chavez to I-205 Richmond
SE 29 SE Powell to E Burnside; I-205 to SE Mill Park, Kelly Butte
148th
SE 30 SE Powell to E Burnside; SE 148th to SE Centennial, Rockwood
182nd
SE/Gresham 31 SE Powell to E/NW Burnside; SE 182nd Gresham
to SW Eastman Parkway
Gresham 32 SE Powell to SE Stark St; SE 223rd/NW  Gresham
Eastman Parkway to NE Kane Drive
SE 33 SE boundary near Johnson Creek to SE Sellwood/Moreland, Brooklyn, Reed
Powell; Willamette River to SE Cesar
Chavez
SE 34 SE Cesar Chavez to I-205; SE Flavel to Woodstock, Creston-Kenilworth, Errol
SE Foster Rd; Heights; Mt Scott-Arleta, Brentwood
Darlington
SE 35 SE Foster to SE Powell; SE
Foster/Powell intersection to I-205
SE 36 I-205 to Se 136th/Foster to SE Lents, Pleasant Valley
Foster/SE 162nd; SE Flavel to SE Powell
SE 37 SE 162nd/SE Foster to SE Powell; SE Powell Butte, Jenne Butte

136th to SE 190th/SW Highland Drive

Methodological Differences

While the street count 2022 used the same basic methodology that was used in 2019, there were several
differences. Table 3 outlines the differences between the 2019 and 2022 PIT street count methodologies.

Table 3: Differences in PIT Street Count Methodology 2019 to 2022

Element PIT Street Count 2019 PIT Street Count 2022
Timing of the January 23, 2019 to January 29, 2019 January 26, 2022 to February 1, 2022
count
Weather Temperate and dry Cold, dry and occasionally windy
Clackamas N/A Collaborated on the data collection process
County with the coordinator for Clackamas County by

preparing all of the data collection materials
and entering all of the data.
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Element

PIT Street Count 2019

PIT Street Count 2022

COVID-19

Data
collection
trainings for
volunteers
and agency
staff

Electronic
survey

Tablet pilot

Data entry

Refusal forms

Doubled-up

N/A

Seven in-person training sessions:

Monday 1/7, 3:00— 4:30pm, Central
Library

Monday 1/7, 6:00—7:3 pm, North
Portland Library

Wednesday 1/9, 11:30am—1:00pm,
Rockwood Library

Friday 1/11, 10:30am—12:00pm, DHS
East County

Monday 1/14, 10:00—-11:30am, PPB
North Precinct

Wednesday 1/16, 6:00—7:30pm, PSU

Friday 1/18, 10:00—11:30am, Multnomah
County Lincoln Building

Individuals unable to attend a scheduled
training session were given a link to an
online training video.

Developed a fillable-PDF document for

211info operators to collect survey data

during the count week from people who
called for information.

Data collected by outreach on paper only.

Completed paper survey and refusal
forms entered into electronic database
(SPSS) by trained and paid RRI staff.
Refusal forms were completed for anyone
who was approached, but did not want to
complete the survey.

Use of three point-in-time data sources to
calculate average share of doubled up in
the homeless population.

+ The impact of COVID-19 affected the
organizations and agencies serving
homeless individuals in a number of ways.

+ Volunteers and outreach staff were given
N95 masks to reduce the risk of contracting
COVID-19.

+ Items specific to the impact of COVID-19
and receiving of vaccinations were added to
the survey.

Five virtual Zoom training sessions:

Monday 1/10, 5:30-7:00pm

Wednesday 1/12, 1:00-2:30pm

Thursday 1/13, 2:00-3:30pm

Friday 1/14, 11:30-1:00pm

Monday 1/17, 3:00-4:30pm

Wednesday 1/19, 5:30-7:00pm

Individuals unable to attend a scheduled

training session were given a link to a

recorded virtual training session.

Survey programmed into web survey
software (Qualtrics) and made available to
agencies doing data collection.

Five tablets were purchased, loaded with the
Qualtrics survey (English only), and made
available for electronic data collection by
outreach workers.

Trained RRI staff and volunteers entered
completed paper surveys into SPSS.

Refusal forms were not included based on a
JOHS decision.

Not completed based on a JOHS decision,
agreed with by PSU.

Methodological Limitations

Any effort at census taking has inherent limitations. The fact that the PIT Street Count is an effort to count
all unsheltered individuals and families in Multnomah County, a geographically vast land area of 466
square miles, poses added difficulties. Several limitations in the methodology all but ensure that any
point-in-time count of homelessness is an undercount. The following list highlights a few of those
difficulties in the 2022 Street Count.

e Contextual factors: Many challenges have impacted our lives since March 2020 including COVID-
19, months of protests, severe smoke from wildfires, increased community violence, and economic
challenges. These things impacted not only the individuals experiencing homelessness, but also the
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agencies serving them. A number of agencies were either unable to participate or could only
minimally participate due to low staffing and increased needs of the people they served. This
directly impacted the data collection effort in 2022.

Locating and contacting respondents: The list of potential locations for enumeration of the
street count is organic. There is no way of knowing whether all locations were identified. Further,
even for known locations, the respondents may or may not be available. This adds to the potential
for undercount of unsheltered individuals.

Right to refuse: The survey is voluntary and the respondents have the right to refuse
participation. Given the extent of vulnerabilities experienced by those who are homeless, a certain
amount of refusals can be expected.

Participating organizations: The voluntary nature of participation for agencies/programs that
provide services can influence the count. For 2022, a total of 45 organizations participated as
enumeration sites and/or provided outreach teams for the street count, which is just over half of
the total in 2019. Some organizations had closed since 2019 and others were so short-staffed in
response to the impact of COVID-19 and other economic factors that they were unable to spare
time for the Street Count. Also, as in previous years, some organizations and sites that provide
services chose not to participate, affecting the total count.

Number of enumerators: The count depends on volunteers and agency staff. For 2022, although
more people were trained (i.e., 192 vs. 142 in 2019) and provided adequate coverage, there is no
way of knowing whether having more people and expanded coverage could have influenced the
count.

Limiting definitions: The HUD definition of “homeless” is rather limiting. Notable exclusions are
the doubled-up population, people in jail, and people at a detox facility. Therefore, the PIT street
count is at best a partial snapshot of homelessness.

Inconsistent documentation: Although all data collectors were trained to include the agency
they were representing or the site where the data were being collected, a number of surveys were
returned without that data being included or notations that did not directly identify the agency or
location (e.g., “outreach”).

Fatigue: PSU has been involved with the past three counts (2017, 2019, 2022). Each year we
have heard about the challenges of implementing the street count data collection, with agencies
noting how challenging it is to continue to provide their ongoing services and participate in the
Street Count outreach at the same time. For the 2022 count, the stress and fatigue were palpable,
most likely due to the contextual factors listed above.

Under-counting: Some subpopulations are likely to be undercounted. These include the following:

o People of color and with limited English proficiency: Limitations with racial/ethnic identity
options, language barriers, and lack of trust of the Count all result in the PIT Street Count being
an undercount of people of color. Regardless of efforts to combat these issues, it is likely that
these groups were undercounted.

o Youth: The Street Count may not reach the homeless youth population effectively, particularly
since this group may be prone to avoiding enumerators and migrating during the count time.
Despite efforts to outreach to youth, it is likely that they were undercounted.
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Number of Forms Returned by Agency, 2017-2022

Table 4 lists the participating agencies for the 2017, 2019, and 2022 PIT Street Counts that returned
completed survey forms. Additional agencies participated in the count, but did not return any surveys
because either they did not encounter anyone who was unsheltered, did not conduct the survey during the
week of the count, or were unable to support the data collection effort. In order to make comparisons
more logical, the table lists sites by agency rather than by individual site locations. Some agencies with
multiple departments or programs represent more than one site. The table reflects the humber of survey
forms returned by the sites, outreach workers, and volunteers. Each data collection form represented a
household, so these figures do not provide an indication of the number of individuals counted by each
organization. “"N/A” means that the agency did not exist or was otherwise unable to provide services.

Table 4: PIT Street Count Surveys Returned by Agency, 2017 to 2022
Number of Surveys Returned

Agency 2017 2019 2022
211linfo 17 10 16
All Saints Episcopal Church 6 5 0
Blanchet House 56 43 83
Care Oregon 0 15 0
Cascade AIDS Project 0 17 1
Cascadia 53 57 108
Catholic Charities (multiple participating programs) 20 37 31
Central City Concern (multiple participating programs) 12 60 38
City of Gresham 0 6 14
City Team Ministries 0 33 6
Clackamas Service Center 143 112 30
Community of Hope 0 1 0
Cultivate Initiatives N/A N/A 72
Dignity Village 51 18 0
Do Good Multnomah 0 8 0
East Hill Church 9 7 0
Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon (multiple participating programs) 0 15 0
Father’s House City Ministries — Can We Help? 0 17 0
First Baptist Church of Gresham 0 5 0
First Baptist Church of Portland 16 21 23
Fora Health (formerly DePaul Treatment Centers) 0 8 0
Free Hot Soup 21 5 N/AL
Gateway Center 2 3 0
Hazelnut Grove/Portland Houseless Support Coalition 0 7 0
Home Forward 0 2 0
Human Solutions 1 0 0
Impact NW 0 24 0
Janus Youth 46 78 32
JOIN (multiple participating programs) 139 206 266
Lines for Life 0 16 0
Mainspring 8 0 0
Metro 0 21 0
Miracles Club 0 8 0
Mt. Scott Park Presbyterian Church (aka Sanctuary Presbyterian Church) 3 0 0
Multnomah County Health Department NEX 0 37 6
Multnomah County Intellectual & Developmental Disabilities 3 2 0

! Mobile due to COVID-19
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Agency

Multnomah County Library, Belmont

Multnomah County Library, Central

Multnomah County Library, Gresham

Multnomah County Library, Holgate

Multnomah County Library, Hollywood

Multnomah County Library, Midland

Multnomah County Library, Rockwood

Multnomah County Sheriff’s Discharge Program
Multnomah County Sheriff’'s Hope Team

Multnomah County Sheriff’s River Patrol

NARA NW (multiple participating programs)

NAYA

New Avenues for Youth

OHSU (multiple participating programs)

Operation Nightwatch

Oregon Dept. of Human Services — Self-sufficiency and Child Welfare
Outreach Volunteers?

Outside In (multiple participating programs)

P:ear

Parkrose School District

Portland Adventist Community Services

Portland Public School District (multiple participating programs)
Portland Rescue Mission

Portland Street Medicine

Portland Street Response

Potluck in the Park

Rahab’s Sisters

Reynolds School District

Right 2 Dream Too

Rose Haven

Saint André Bessette Catholic Church

Saint Francis Dining Hall

Salvation Army

Self Enhancement Inc. (multiple participating programs)
Sisters of the Road

SnowCap Community Charities

Street Books

Street Roots

Transition Projects (multiple participating programs)
Trinity Episcopal Cathedral

Union Gospel Mission (multiple participating programs)
Urban League of Portland

Veterans Administration (multiple participating programs)
Voz Worker Center

Zarephath Kitchen

Number of Surveys Returned

2017 2019 2022

5 3 0

11 107 0

3 10 0

8 10 0

0 0 21

7 12 19

0 14 3

0 0 15

N/A 52 45

7 8 0

32 162 0

9 0 0

8 10 0

0 5 0

6 11 0

45 18 0

100 69 75

137 52 45

5 5 9

3 0 0

5 0 0

2 0 0

0 51 0

N/A 16 101

N/A N/A 8

26 13 15
11 17

2 0 0

24 7 12

13 3 43

10 0 0

31 19 N/A3

1 0 0
11 0

20 3 N/A3

11 0 0

0 0 26

17 7 0

87 119 205

24 19 0

0 134 51

0 108 0

46 17 53

5 4 0

35 33 0

2 Additional surveys submitted as part of coordinated outreach strategy

3 Temporarily outdoors
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APPENDIX: SURVEY FORMS

Multnomah County (English)
Multnomah County (Spanish)
Multnomah County (Chinese)
Multnomah County (Vietnamese)
Multnomah County (Russian)
Clackamas County (English)
Clackamas County (Spanish)
Clackamas County (Russian)
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Multhomah County (English)

Person Completing Form:

Multnomah County Homeless Street Count January 26-Feb 1, 2022 ¢ Page 1-3: HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

Use this form to survey people who are/were homeless and unsheltered on the night of January 26, 2022.

Organization/Site: Date:

campground.)

Did you or will you sleep outside* on Wednesday night January 26?
*Public or private place not ordinarily used for people to regularly sleep in (e.g., vehicle, park, street, abandoned building,

Have you already taken the Street Count survey within the last week?

OYes ONo

OYes ONo

[if No, Stop Survey]

[if Yes, Stop Survey]

THE QUESTIONS IN THIS BOX ARE REQUIRED. IF THEY CAN’'T BE ANSWERED, GO TO THE NEXT PARTICIPANT.

First letter FIRST

name First 3 letters LAST name

Age That Apply]

How do you identify your gender? /Check ALL

O male O Female

O Questioning

O A gender that is not singularly

“Female” or “Male”

O Transgender

1. Where did/will you sleep Wednesday night January 26? /Select Only ONE]

O Street/sidewalk
O Doorway/other private property

1a. [If Not Boat or Vehicle:] Did/will you sleep in a

tent at that location on January 26?

O Abandoned house/building
O Bridge/overpass/railroad

O Yes

O Park

O No

O Woods/open space

O Don’t Know

O Vehicle (car, truck, van, camper) [Skip to Q2]
O Boat [Skip to Q2]

O Decline

O Other unsheltered location:

/

2. What part of town did/will you sleep in on January 26"? [Select Only ONE]

4.

O Downtown/Old Town/Pearl
O SW Portland (outside downtown)

O SE Portland (river = 82"
O Outer E Portland (82" = 162")

O NW Portland (outside downtown) O Gresham

O North Portland O East County (outside Gresham)
O Inner NE Portland (river = 33) O Don’t Know

O Central NE Portland (337 - 82") O Decline

Did/will you sleep alone on January 26?

OYes O No

[ Spouse/Partner

3a. /If No:] Who slept/will sleep with you on January 26'"? [Check All that Apply]

[ Child/Children/Grandchild(ren) under 18 years
[J Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)
[J Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

Is this the first time in your life you have experienced homelessness?

O Yes O No O Don’t Know O Decline

5. How long have you been homeless this time?

(months) (years)  [If duration is 12 months or more, Skip to Q7]

6. [If Q5 less than 12 months:] Have you lived on the streets or in a shelter AT LEAST 4 SEPARATE TIMES (including
this time) in the PAST 3 YEARS?

O Yes 6a. /If Yes:] In the past 3 years, was the total time you have been
O No living on the streets or in a shelter AT LEAST 12 MONTHS?
O Don’t Know OYes ONo O Don'tKnow

7. Is COVID-19 a reason you are homeless now? «
O Yes O No O Don’t Know O Decline

8. How do you identify your race/ethnicity? Check ALL That Apply (and at least one):
O African [J Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
[ American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous O Slavic
[ Asian or Asian American J White or Caucasian
[ Black or African American O Don’t Know
[ Hispanic/Latin (a)(o)(x) 1 Decline
[ Middle Eastern
Additional Detail:

9. How long have you been in Multnomah County? /Select Only ONE]
N/A, I'm from here originally [skip to Q11]
Less than 3 months

3-12 months

13 months-2 years

More than 2 years

Decline

OO0O00O0O0

10.Were you homeless when you came to Multnomah County?
O Yes ONo O Decline

10a. What brought you here? [Check ALL That Apply]
Family/friends

Job opportunities

Like it here/good weather

Access to services/resources

Other:

10b. Where did you move from? /Select Only ONE]
O Clack, Wash, or Clark Counties (i.e., Metro area)
O Washington or California
O Oregon outside Metro area v
O Other part of United States
O Hailing from outside the United States

ooooOoo

11./Ask ONLY if 18 years or older] Have you experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in current
or past relationships?
O Yes » | 11a. [If Yes:] Is domestic violence a reason
O No [skip to Q12 — next page]

O Don’t Know [skip to Q12 — next page] O Yes

O Decline [skip to Q12 — next page] O No
O Don’t Know
O Decline




12.Are you employed?
O Yes O No

O Don’t Know O Decline

13./Ask if 18 years or older:] Have you served in the US Armed Forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, Coast
Guard) or been called into active duty by the National Guard or as a Reservist?

O Yes O No

O Don’t Know O Decline

14.Are you experiencing any of the following? [Ask Each][Check ALL That Apply, Yes Some Disability, None OR

Decline]
O Alcohol Use Disorder
O Chronic Health Condition
[0 Deaf/ Hard of Hearing
[0 Developmental Disability
O Drug Use Disorder

O HIV / AIDS

O Mental Health Disorder
[ Physical Disability

[ Vision Impaired

O Yes, Some Disability/Unspecified (Has disability, but specific conditions are not identified.)

O None, N/A
O Decline

15.Have you received any COVID vaccinations?

HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS.

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #1

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #2

1. What is your relationship to the person who
completed Side A of this form? [Select Only
ONE]

O Spouse/Partner

O Child/Children/Grandchild under 18 yrs

O Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult
child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)

O Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

O Spouse/Partner

O cChild/Children/Grandchild under 18 yrs

O Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult
child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)

O Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

2. Is this the first time in your life you have OYes O No O Don’tKnow O Decline OYes O No O Don’tKnow O Decline
experienced homelessness?
3. How long have you been homeless this time? (mos) (yrs) (mos) (yrs)
[1f 12 months or more, skip to Q5] [1f 12 months or more, skip to Q5]
4. [If 03<12 mos:] Have you lived on the streets |O Yes O Yes

or in a shelter at least 4 separate times (incl.
this time) in the past 3 years?

O No [Skip to Q5]
O Don’t Know [Skip to Q5]

O No [Skip to Q5]
O Don’t Know [Skip to Q5]

4a. [If Q4=Yes:] In the past 3 years, was the O Yes O Yes
total time you have been living on the streets or [O No O No
in a shelter at least 12 mos? O Don’t Know O Don’t Know
5. How do you identify your race/ethnicity? O African O Nat Hawai/Pac sl | African O Nat Hawai/Pac Isl

[Check ALL That Apply and at least one]

O Amer Ind/Alaska Nat/Indild Slavic

[ Asian/ Asian American [ White/Caucasian
[ Black/African American [ Don’t Know

[0 Middle Eastern [ Decline
Additional Detail:

O Amer Ind/Alaska Nat/Indid Slavic

[ Asian/ Asian American [0 White/Caucasian
[ Black/African American [ Don’t Know

[0 Middle Eastern [ Decline
Additional Detail:

6. Have you received any COVID Vaccinations?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

O Yes >

O No [skip to NOTE] Apply]

O Don’t Know [skip to NOTE [l Moderna
O Pfizer

O Decline [skip to NOTE]

O 2 shots >
O Morethan2shots —
O Don’t Know [skip to NOTE]
O Decline [skip to NOTE]

O Johnson & Johnson
O Don’t Know
O Decline

15a. /If Yes] Which type of vaccine did you receive? [Check All that

15b. [If Yes] How many shots have you received? [Select Only ONE]
O 1 shot [skip to NOTE]

6a.[If Yes] Which type of vaccine did you O Moderna O Don’t Know O Moderna O Don’t Know
receive? [Check All that Apply] O Pfizer O Decline O Pfizer O Decline
O Johnson & O Johnson &
Johnson Johnson

6b.[If Yes] How many shots have you O 1shot O Morethan 2 shots O 1shot O Morethan 2 shots
received? O 2shots O Don’t know O 2shots O Don’tknow

O Decline O Decline
6c.[If “2 shots” or “More than 2 shots”] Was |O Yes O Don’t Know O Yes O Don’t Know
one of those a booster shot? O No O Decline O No O Decline

STOP HERE FOR CHILDREN 0-17 YEARS

7. Are you employed?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

O No

15c. [If “2 shots” or “More than 2 shots”:]
Was one of those a booster shot?

O Yes

O Don’t Know
O Decline

8. Have you served in the US Armed Forces
(A,N,AF,MC,CG) or been called into active duty
by the Nat’l Guard or as a Reservist?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

9. How long have you been in Multnomah O <3 months O >2 years O <3 months O >2 years
County? O 3-12 mos O N/A, I’'m from here O 3-12 mos O N/A, I’'m from here
O 1-2 years originally /Skip to Q11] O 1-2 years originally /Skip to Q11]
10. Were you homeless when you came to OYes ONo O Decline OYes ONo O Decline

Multnomah County?

10a. What brought you here?
[Check ALL That Apply]

O Access to services/
resources
O Other:

O Family/friends

[ Job opportunities

[ Like it here/good
weather

O Family/friends

[ Job opportunities

O Like it here/good
weather

[ Access to services/
resources
O Other:

10b. Where did you come from?

O Clack, Wash, or Clark Cnty (i.e., Metro area)

O Clack, Wash, or Clark Cnty (i.e., Metro area)

IF A-D CAN’T BE ANSWERED,
GO TO THE NEXT PARTICIPANT

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #1

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #2

(phys/emot/verb DV) in current or past
relationships?

O Don’t Know [Skip to Q12]
O Decline [Skip to Q12]

[Select Only ONE] O Oregon, outside O Wash or Calif O Oregon, outside O Wash or Calif
Metro area O Other part of US Metro area O Other part of US
NOTE: Use this section of this form to gather information for THIS respondent’s ADDITIONAL HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS. 11. Have you experienced domestic violence O Yes O No [Skip to Q12] O Yes O No [Skip to Q12]

O Don’t Know [Skip to Q12]
O Decline [Skip to Q12]

A. First letter of First Name [required]

D. How do you identify your gender?
[Check all that Apply]

Om O Transgender Oa gender that is not
O F O Questioning singu|ar|y “M”or”E”

Om O Transgender O A gender that is not
Of O Questioning  singularly “M”or”F”

11a. [If Q11=Yes:] Is domestic violence a
reason you are homeless now?

O Yes O Don’t Know
O No O Decline

O Yes O Don’t Know
O No O Decline

12. Are you experiencing any of the following?
[Ask each individually]
[Check ALL That Apply OR
Select Some Disabling Condition OR None,
N/A OR Declined]

[ Alcohol Use Disab. O HIV/AIDS

[ Chronic Health Disab. [0 Mental Health Disab.
[0 Develop Disability. [ Physical Disability

[ Deaf/ Hard of Hear [ Vision Impaired

[ Drug Use Disab.

O Some Disability O None, N/A O Decline

[ Alcohol Use Disab. O HIV/AIDS

[ Chronic Health Disab. [0 Mental Health Disab.
[0 Develop Disability. [ Physical Disability

[ Deaf/ Hard of Hear [ Vision Impaired

[ Drug Use Disab.

O Some Disability O None, N/A O Decline

13. Is COVID-19 a reason you are homeless now?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline




Multnomah County (Spanish)
Persona que completa el formulario: Organizacién/sitio: Fecha: 5

. ¢éEsta vez hace cuanto tiempo que no tiene hogar?

; A el ti 12 is, J/ 7,
Condado de Multnomah, Recuento de personas sin hogar en situacion de calle 26 de ene. - 1 de feb. de 2022 ¢ (meses) —(afios)  [siel tiempo es 12 meses 0 mds, pase a la preg. 7]

Pagina 1-3: PERSONA A CARGO DE LA FAMILIA 6. [Sila preg. 5 es menos de 12 meses:| éHa vivido en la calle o en un refugio AL MENOS EN 4 MOMENTOS DISTINTOS
(incluyendo este momento) en los ULTIMOS 3 ANOS?

Use este formulario para encuestar a las personas que no tienen hogar ni refugio en la noche del 26 de enero de 2022. Osi 6a. /Si la respuesta es "si":] En los Gltimos 3 afios, ¢el tiempo total que
;Durmié o dormira afuera* la noche del miércoles 26 de enero? O Si O No/si la respuesta es "no”, finalice la encuesta] ONo ha estado viviendo en la calle o en un refugio fue AL MENOS 12 MESES?
*Lugar publico o privado que normalmente no se usa para que las personas duerman con frecuencia (p. ej, vehiculo, parque, calle, edificio O No sabe Osi O No O No sabe

abandonado, drea para acampar).

7. ¢EI COVID-19 es uno de los motivos por el cual ahora no tiene hogar? <

.Ya completo la encuesta de recuento de personas en situacion de calle en la altima semana? O Si O No OSi O No ONosabe O No responde

[si la respuesta es "si", finalice la encuesta]

8. ¢éCon qué raza/etnia se identifica? Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan (y al menos una):

: - : — — L] Africana [J Nativa de Hawdi o islefia del Pacifico
Las preguntas de este cuadro son obligatorias. Si no se pueden responder, pase al siguiente participante. [ Nativa americana, nativa de Alaska o indigena O Eslava

bRl nmeeds Sl s el ¢Con qué género se identifica? /Marque TODAS las [ Asidtica o asiatica americana [ Blanca o caucasica
PRIMER nombre APELLIDO Edad opciones que correspondan] [ Negra o afroamericana [ No sabe

O i O i . .

Masculino Femenino O Hispana/Latina L1 No responde

O Se |o esta cuestionando O Transgénero [ Del Medio Oriente

O Género que no es particularmente .y . . .

7 o u -, Informacion adicional:

masculino” ni “femenino

9. ¢Hace cuanto tiempo que estd en el condado de Multnomah? [Seleccione solo UNA opcion]

1. ¢Dénde durmié/dormira la noche del miércoles 26 de enero? /Seleccione solo UNA opcién] O N/C, soy originario de aqui [pase a la preg. 11]
O Menos de 3 meses
O Calle/acera . .
1a. t t hiculo:] éD io ird -
0 Pt ropesd e L tlre bt et i doris 0 3y
O Casa/edificio abandonado O si P & ) O 13lmeses—~2 anos
O Puente/paso sobre nivel/vias de tren —_— O Més de 2 afios
O Parque O No O No responde
N O No sabe
O Bosque/espacio abierto 10. ¢No tenia hogar cuando llegé al condado de Multnomah?
O Vehiculo (auto, camidn, camioneta, casa rodante) OSi ONo O Noresponde
[pase a la preg. 2] e~ . , .
10a. ¢{Qué lo trajo aqui? [Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan]
O Bote [Pase a la preg. 2] O Familiares/amigos
8 (I;l;)rres_f.znc.i:t ho [0 Oportunidades laborales
© SItio Sin techo: [0 Le gusta aqui/el buen clima
2. ¢En qué parte de la ciudad durmié/dormira el 26 de enero? /[Seleccione solo UNA opcion] [ Acceso a servicios/recursos
O Centro/centro historico/Pearl O Sudeste de Portland (rio = 82nd) O Otro:
O Sudoeste de Portland (fuera del centro) O Afueras del este de Portland (82nd = 162nd) 10b. ¢De dénde se mudé? [Seleccione solo UNA opcidn]
O Noroeste de Portland (fuera del centro) O Gresham O Condados de Clackamas, Washington o Clark (p. e]., area metropolitana)
O Norte de Portland O Este del condado (fuera de Gresham) O Washington o California
O Interior del noreste de Portland (rio = 33rd) O No sabe O Oregon fuera del srea metropolitana v
O Parte central del noreste de Portland (33rd = 82nd) O No responde O Otra parte de Estados Unidos
3. éDurmié/dormira solo el 26 de enero? O Fuera de Estados Unidos
Osi O No 3a. [Silar espuesta es "no":] ¢&Con quién durmié/dormira el 26 de enero? /Marque 11. [Pregunte SOLO si la persona es mayor de 18 aiios] éHa sufrido violencia doméstica (fisica/emocional/verbal) en
todas las opciones que correspondan] relaciones actuales o anteriores?
0l Conyuge/pareja ) Osi > 11a. [Si la respuesta es."si":] éLa violencia doméstica es
Ol Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios ) , O No /pase a la preg. 12— siguiente pagina] uno de los motivos por el cual ahora no tiene hogar?
1 Otro familiar (p. ej., padre, madre, hermano, hijo adulto, tio, abuelo) O No sabe [pase a la preg. 12 — siguiente pagina] Osi
L1 No familiares (p. €j., amigo, familia de la calle) O No responde [pase a la preg. 12— siguiente pagina] | O No
4. ¢Esta es la primera vez en su vida que ha estado sin hogar? O No sabe
Osi O No O Nosabe O Noresponde O No responde




12. ¢Tiene trabajo?

OSi O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

13. [Pregunte si la persona es mayor de 18 aios:] éPresté servicio en las Fuerzas Armadas de Estados Unidos (Ejército,
Armada, Fuerza Aérea, Cuerpo de Marines o Guardia Costera) o lo llamaron al servicio activo como miembro de la

Guardia Nacional o como reservista?
OSi O No O No sabe O No responde

14. ¢Padece alguna de las siguientes afecciones? [Pregunte cada una] [Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan, "si,

alguna discapacidad”, "ninguna” O "no responde']
O Trastorno por consumo de alcohol
[ Afeccion de salud cronica
[ Sordera/ Dificultad auditiva
[ Discapacidad del desarrollo
O Trastorno por consumo de drogas

O VIH /SIDA

[ Discapacidad fisica

[ Discapacidad visual

O Trastorno de salud mental

O Si, alguna discapacidad/no especificado (tiene discapacidad, pero no se identifica una afeccion especifica).

O Ninguna, N/C
O No responde

15. ¢Se ha dado alguna vacuna contra el COVID?

MIEMBROS DE LA FAMILIA.

MIEMBRO ADICIOIlAL DE LAFAMILIA 1

MIEMBRO ADICIOIlAL DE LA FAMILIA 2

1. ¢Cual es su relacion con la persona que completé el
Lado A de este formulario? [Seleccione solo UNA
opcion]

Cényuge/pareja
Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios

adulto, tio, abuelo)
No familiares (p. ej., amigo, familia de la calle)

Cényuge/pareja
Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios

adulto, tio, abuelo)
No familiares (p. ej., amigo, familia de la calle)

2. (Esta es la primera vez en su vida que ha estado sin
hogar?

O

O

O Otro familiar (p. ej., padre, madre, hermano, hijo
O

(O

i ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

;
|

O

O

O Otro familiar (p. €., padre, madre, hermano, hijo
O

(O

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

3. ¢Esta vez hace cuanto tiempo que no tiene hogar?

(meses) (afios)
[Si el tiempo es 12 meses o mas, pase a la preg. 5]

(meses) (afios)

[Si el tiempo es 12 meses o mas, pase a la preg. 5]

4. [Si la respuesta a la preg. 3 es menos de 12 meses:]
¢Ha vivido en la calle o en un refugio al menos en 4
momentos distintos (incluyendo este momento) en
los ultimos 3 arios?

O si
O No /pase a la preg. 5]
O No sabe /pase a la preg. 5]

O si
O No /pase a la preg. 5]
O No sabe /pase a la preg. 5]

4a. (Sila respuesta a la preg. 4 es "si":) En los O si O si
ultimos 3 afios, ¢el tiempo total que ha estado O No O No
viviendo en la calle o en un refugio fue al menos O Nosabe O Nosabe
12 meses?
5. ¢Con qué raza/etnia se identifica? [ Africana [ Nat. de Hawai/isl. del Pac.|0 Africana [ Nat. de Hawai/isl. del Pac.

[Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan y
al menos unaj

[ Nat. am,, nat. de Alaska o indig. [ Eslava
[ Asiat./asiat. am. O Blanca/cauc.
[0 Negra/Afroamericana [ No sabe

[0 Del Med. Or. [ No responde
Informacion adicional:

[ Nat. am., nat. de Alaska o indig.
[ Asiat./asiat. am.

[ Eslava
O Blanca/cauc.

[0 Negra/Afroamericana [ No sabe

[ Del Med. Or.

[ No responde

Informacion adicional:

6. ¢Se ha dado alguna vacuna contra el COVID?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O No responde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

O No /pase a NOTA]

opciones que correspondan]

O No sabe /pase a NOTAJ [ Moderna
O Pfizer
O No responde /pase a NOTA]
O Johnson & Johnson
O No sabe
0 No responde

n

O 1 dosis [pase a NOTA]
O 2 dosis >

O Mas de 2 dosis — >
O No sabe [pase a NOTA]
O No responde [pase a NOTA]

15a. /Si la respuesta es "si"] ;Qué tipo de vacuna recibid? /Marque todas las

15b. [Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢ Cudntas dosis recibid? [Seleccione solo UNA opcion]

6a.[Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢Qué tipo devacuna |0 Moderna [0 Nosabe O Moderna O Nosabe
recibié? [Marque todas las opciones que O Pfizer [0 Noresponde O Pfizer [0 Noresponde
correspondan] O Johnson & Johnson O Johnson & Johnson
6b.[Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢ Cudntas dosis recibié? |[O 1dosis O Masde 2 dosis O 1dosis O Masde 2 dosis

O 2dosis O Nosé O 2dosis O Nosé

O Noresponde O Noresponde

6¢.[Si la respuesta es “2 dosis” o “mas de 2 dosis”]|O Si O No sabe Oosi O No sabe
¢Una de ellas fue una dosis de refuerzo? O No O No responde O No O No responde

DETENGASE AQUI PARA MENORES DE 0 A 17 ANOS

7. iTiene trabajo?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

15c. [Si la respuesta es “2 dosis” 0 “mds de
2 dosis”:] ¢Una de ellas fue una dosis de
refuerzo?

Osi

O No

O No sabe

O No responde

8. éPrestd servicio en las Fuerzas Armadas de Estados
Unidos (Ejército, Armada, Fuerza Aérea, Cuerpo de
Marines o Guardia Costera) o lo llamaron al servicio
activo como miembro de la Guardia Nacional o
como reservista?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

9. ¢Hace cuanto tiempo que esta en el condado de

O Menos de 3 meses O Mas de 2 afios

O Menos de 3 meses O Mas de 2 afios

Multnomah? O 3-12 meses O N/C, soy originario O 3-12 meses O N/C, soy originario
O 1-2 afios de aqui /[pase a lapreg. 11] | O 1-2 afios de aqui /pase a lapreg. 11]
10. ¢No tenia hogar cuando llegé al condado de Osi ONo O Noresponde Osi ONo O Noresponde

Multnomah?

10a. ¢Qué lo trajo aqui?
[Marque TODAS las opciones que
correspondan]

[ Acceso a servicios/
recursos
O otro

O Familiares/amigos

[0 Oportunidades laborales

[ Le gusta aqui/el buen
clima

O Familiares/amigos

0o

[ Le gusta aqui/el buen

cli

[ Acceso a servicios/
recursos
O otro

portunidades laborales

ma

de ESTE encuestado.

NOTA: Use esta seccién de este formulario para obtener informacién sobre los MIEMBROS ADICIONALES DE LA FAMILIA

10b. ¢De dénde se vino?

O Cond. de Clack., Wash. o Clark (p. ej., area met.)

O Cond. de Clack., Wash. o Clark (p. ej., area met.)

SI LAS PREGUNTAS A-D NO SE PUEDEN

RESPONDER, PASE AL SIGUIENTE PARTICIPANTE FAMILIA 1

MIEMBRO ADICIONAL DE LA

MIEMBRO ADICIONAL DE LA
FAMILIA 2

[Seleccione solo UNA opcion] O Oregon, fuera O Wash. o Calif. O Oregon, fuera O Wash. o Calif.
del drea met. O Otra parte de EE. UU. del drea met. O Otra parte de EE. UU.
11. ¢Ha sufrido violencia doméstica (fis./emoc./verb.)| O Si O No /pase a la preg. 12] Osi O No /pase a la preg. 12]

en relaciones actuales o anteriores?

O No sabe /pase a la preg. 12]
O No responde [Pase a la preg. 12]

O No sabe /pase a la preg. 12]
O No responde [Pase a la preg. 12]

A. Primera letra del primer nombre /obligatorio]

D. éCon qué género se identifica? [Marque todas

las opciones que correspondan] OF

O Seloesta
cuestionando

O M O Transgénero O Género quenoes [0 M O Transgénero O Género que no es
particularmente
IIM” ni llF”

OF DOseloesta particularmente

11a. [Silarespuesta alapreg. 11 es "si":] ilLa Osi O No sabe Osi O No sabe
violencia doméstica es uno de los motivos por | O No O No responde O No O No responde
el cual ahora no tiene hogar?
12. ¢Padece alguna de las siguientes afecciones? [ Disc. por cons. de alcohol [ VIH/SIDA [ Disc. por cons. de alcohol [ VIH/SIDA

[Pregunte cada una individualmente]

[Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan
(0)

Seleccione "alguna discapacidad” O "ninguna,
N/C "O "no responde"]

[ Disc. de salud crénica [ Disc. de salud mental
[ Disc. de desarrollo [ Discapacidad fisica
[ Sordera/dificultad auditiva (I Disc. visual

[ Disc. por cons. de drogas

O Alguna discapacidad O Ninguna, N/C

O No responde

oo
apo

[ Disc. de salud mental
[ Discapacidad fisica

isc. de salud cronica
isc. de desarrollo

[ Sordera/dificultad auditiva [ Disc. visual

ab
OAl

isc. por cons. de drogas
guna discapacidad O Ninguna, N/C

O No responde

cuestionando  “M” ni “F”

13. (EICOVID-19 es uno de los motivos por el cual
ahora no tiene hogar?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde
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Multnomah County (Vietnamese)

Ngwoi dién biéu mau: Té chire/Co s0: Ngay: 5. Lan nay quy vi da séng vo gia cw bao lau réi?
S Ngwoi Vo Gia Cwr Ngoai Pwong & Quin Multnomah 26 Thang Mot - 1 Thang Hai, 2022 ¢ Trang 1-3: CHU HO GIA PINH ___________ (thang) __ (nam) [Néu thoi gian tir 12 thdng tré 1én, Bé qua dén Q7]
St dung biéu mau nay dé khao sat nhitng ngwoi dang/da vo gia cw va khong c6 cho tri 4n vao dém 26 Thang Mét, 2022. 6. [Néu Q5 dwdi 12 thdng:] Quy vi di séng ngoai dwong phé hoic & mot noi tri 4n IT NHAT 4 LAN RIENG BIET (bao
goém ca lan nay) trong 3 NAM QUA?
Quy vi @4 hoic sé ngt bén ngoai* vao t6i Thir Tw ngay 26 Thang Mot khong? O C6 O Khéng O Co 6a. [Néu C6:] Trong 3 ndm qua, c6 phai tong thoi gian quy vi dd sdng
[if No, Stop Survey] O Khong ngoai dwong pho hoac & mdt noi tri 4n 1a IT NHAT 12 THANG?
*Noi céng cong hodc dia diém tw nhdn thuwdong khéng duoc diing d€ moi ngudi thuwdong xuyén ngu & dé (vi du: phwong tién, cong vién, O Khong biét O Co O Khéng O Khéng biét
dwong phd, toa nha bo hoang, khu cam trai.) 7. COVID-19 c6 phai laly do quy vi vd gia cw hién tai? <
e . e QK ‘. P - , , . 0 Co O Khéng 0O Khongbiét O Tir chéi
Quy vi da tham gia khao sat S6 Ngwoi Ngoai Pwong trong tuan trwedc? OC6 OKhong . L
[if Yes, Stop Survey] 8. Quy vi xac dinh ching tdc/sac tdc cia minh la gi? Ddnh ddu TAT CA cdc muc thich hop (t6i thiéu mét muc):
O Ngwoi Chau Phi LI Ngwoi Hawaii Ban Pia hodc Ngwoi Pao Thai
CAC CAU HOI TRONG HOP NAY LA BAT BUOC. NEU KHONG THE TRA LOI BPUQC, HAY PEN NGUOI o g Binh Duong
THAM GIA TIEP THEO O Nguoi My Da Do, Tho Dan Alaska, hay Nguoi O Nguoi Slav
S— ' P S Ban bia
Chi cai d?u tien . Quy vi xac dmhﬂguﬁ tinh cua minh la gi? 0 Nguoi Chau A hodc Ngudi My Géc A O Ngwoi Da Trang hodic Ngwoi Cap-ca
cua TEN 3 chir cai dau tien caa HO Tudi [Ddnh didu TAT CA cdc muc thich hop] [0 Nguoi My Da Pen hodc Nguwoi My Goc Phi [0 Khong biét
O Nam O Ni¢ O Ngwoi G6c Ty Ban Nha/La-tinh O T choi
O Con nghi van O Chuyén gidi - N*‘v_"j’m ;I'rung Bong
Chi tiét bo sung:
O Gidi tinh khéng phai chi 1a ] A
“N” hodc “Nam” 9. Quy vi da song tai Quan Multnomah dwo'c bao lau? [Chon chi MOT]
O Khong ap dung, Toi séng & day tlr truede gior [b6 qua dén Q11]
O Duo6i 3 thang
O 3-12thang
1. Quy vi di/sé ngh vao tdi Thir Tw ngay 26 Thang Mét & dau? [Chon chi MOT] O 13 thing- 2 ndm
O Hon 2 nam
O Puomg phé /via he 1a. [Iyiiu~ kh?ng lzhaz Taul‘fmgc ngm'gzgwﬂeg:’] Quy O T choi
O Puwong vao/co s& tw nhan khac Vi R a/sé ngl,l t”’“f} eu f@“ 71a 1€m do vao 10. Quy vi c6 vo gia cw khi dén Quin Multnomah khong?
O Nha/toa nha bd hoang ggaé’ 26 Thang Mot khong? 0C6  OKhéng O Tirchdi
A A \ < (0] ~ 2
8 Egﬁé Cjilé:uqt/ duong sat O Khong 10a. Piéu gi mang quy vi dén day? [Pdnh ddu TAT CA cdc muc thich hop]
O Rirng cay/khéng gian md O Khéng bict O Cooivien B
O Phuwong tién (xe hoi, xe tai, van, xe cdm trai) [Bé qua dén Q2] O Thich & dav/thoi tist t6
O Thuyén [Bé qua dén Q2] Y dy/thoi tEt 1ot "
O Tir chéi O Tiép can cac dich vu/nguon luc
O Dia diém khong c6 chd trd 4n khac: 0 Khéc:
. . 7 . ~ ~ a \ A ? 2 A
2. Noinao trong thi tran ban di/sé nga vao ngay 26 Thang Mot? [Chi chon MOT] 10b guy v;AdaC;:hlll(yen devr\l/ tu}’lfiau [(,;lhpvn Cchll 1\/11<0T], 12 kh 6 thi
O Trung tAm thanh ph6/Pho c6/Pearl O SE Portland (s6ng - 82nd) o 8\;13?1. ac ar}rllaf, C a]?f ington hoac Llar (ttre 1a khu vire 46 thi)
O SW Portland (bén ngoai trung tim thanh phd) O Outer E Portland (82nd - 162nd) o Oris olr?%)téorllln o(?éci k?llll ?/frncl?i(“) thi
O NW Portland (bén ngoai trung tdm thanh phd) O Gresham regon ben ngo N :
A R . O Cacnoikhac tai Hoa Ky
O North Portland O Quan East (bén ngoai Gresham) O Bén neoii Hoa K
O NE Portland bén trong (song - 33rd) O Khéng biét . & Y v
O NE Portland trung tim (33rd - 82nd) O Tir chéi 11. [CHI héi néu 18 tudi tré 1én] Quy vi da gap phai bao lwc gia dinh (vé thé chit/cam xic/l¢i no6i) trong cac méi quan hé
Ay s P g
3. Ban da/sé ngi mét minh vao ngay 26 Thang Mot? hién te:u hodc qua khir khong? s s SRR Y:
. R s T . - PR oo » | 11a. [Néu Co:] Bao lwe gia dinh c6 phailaly do
O Co O Khéng | 3a.[Néu Khong:] Ai da/sé nga véi quy vi vao ngay 26 Thang Mot? [Ddnh ddu tdt cd A , . oo L T T by
cdc muc thich hop] O Khong [b6 qua dén Q12 - trang ké tiép] khién quy vi v6 gia cw luc nay khong?
O Vo chong /B: b anh O Khéng biét [bé qua dén Q12 - trang ké tiép] | O C6
erenong/pantinn - O Tir chdi [bé qua dén Q12 - trang ké tiép] O Khéng
O Con cai/Tré em/Chau dwéi 18 tuoi O Khéne biét
[ Ngwoi than khac (vi du: cha me, anh chi em, tré truedng thanh, c¢6 di/chu bac, 6ng ba) OTi %
O Khéng c6 ho hang (vi du: ban bg, gia dinh dwong phd) Tir chdi

4. Pay c6 phai la lan dau tién trong dori minh quy vi da gap phai tinh trang vé gia cw?
O Céo O Khong O Khéngbiét O Tir chéi




12. Quy vi c6 di lam khong?
0Co O Khong O Khéng biét

O Tt chéi

13. [HGi néu 18 tudi tré 1én:] Quy vi da phuc vu trong Lwc Lwong Vii Trang Hoa Ky (Quan D6i, Hai Quian, Khong Quin,
Thay Quén Luc Chién, Tuidn Duyén) hoac dwoc goi nhip ngii béi Lwc Lwgng Vé Binh Qudc Gia hodc la Quian Nhan

Duw Bi khong?
0Co O Khong © Khong biét

O Tir chéi

14. Quy vi c6 dang mac bat cir bénh trang nao sau day khong?
[H6i tirng ngwoi][Pdnh ddu TAT CA cdc muc thich hop, C6 cho mét s6 ngwai khuyét tdt, Khéng HOAC Tir chéi]

O Ro6i loan str dung ruou

O Bénh trang strc khoe man tinh
O biéc / Lang tai

O Khuyét tat vé phat trién

O R&i loan str dung ma tay

O HIV / AIDS

[0 Rai loan strc khoe tAm than

O Khuyét tat vé thé chat
O Thi lwc suy giam

O C6, mét s6 khuyét tat/khoéng cu thé (c6 khuyét tat, nhwng cac tinh trang cu thé chwa dwoc xac dinh.)

O Khéng c6, Khong ap dung
O T chéi

15. Quy vi da dworc chich vac-xin ngira COVID chwa?
15a. [Néu Co] Quy vi da chich ngira loai vac-xin nao?

O Cé >
O Khoéng [b6 qua dén GHI CHU]
O Khong biét

[bé qua dén GHI CHU]
O T chéi [b6 qua dén GHI CHU]

THANH VIEN HO GIA PINH.

THANH VIEN HO GIAw PINH BO SUNG SO 1

THANH VIEN HO GIAw PINH BO SUNG SO 2

1. M6i quan h¢ clia quy vi véi nguoi da dién vao Mét
A ctia biéu mau nay 1a gi? [Chon chi MOT]

Vg/chdng/Ban tinh
Con cdi/Tré em/Chau dui 18 tudi

trudng thanh, c6 di/chu bac, 6ng ba)
Khoéng cé ho hang (vi du: ban be, gia dinh dwong
ph)

Vg/chdng/Ban tinh
Con cdi/Tré em/Chau dui 18 tudi

trudng thanh, c6 di/chu bac, 6ng ba)
Khoéng cé ho hang (vi du: ban be, gia dinh dwong
phd)

2. Day c6 phai 1a Ian diu tién trong d&i minh quy vi
da gap phai tinh trang v6 gia cu?

@)
@)
O Nguoi than khac (vi du: cha me, anh chi em, tré
@)
@)

C6 OKhong O Khongbiét O Tir chdi

@)
@)
O Nguoi than khac (vi du: cha me, anh chi em, tré
@)
@)

C6 OKhong O Khongbiét O Tir chdi

3. Lin nay quy vi da s6ng vo gia cw bao lau réi? (thang) (nam) (thang) (nam)
[Néu 12 thdng tré 1én, b6 qua dén Q5] [Néu 12 thdng tré 1én, b6 qua dén Q5]
4. [Néu Q3 <12 thdng:] Quy vi da séng ngoai dwong |O C6 O Co
phd hodc & modt noi trd 4n ft nhit 4 1An riéng biét |O Khong [Bé qua dén Q5] O Khong [Bd qua dén Q5]
(bao gdbm ca lan nay) trong 3 ndm qua? O Khéng biét [Bé qua dén Q5] O Khéng biét [Bé qua dén Q5]
4a. [Néu Q4=Cé:] Trong 3 nim qua, c6 phai tong O Co O Co
thoi gian quy vi da s6ng ngoai dwong phé hodcd |O Khong O Khéng
mot noi tri 4n 13 {t nhat 12 thang? O Khong biét O Khong biét

[Panh dau tat ca cac muc thich hop]
O Moderna
O Pfizer
O Johnson & Johnson
O Khong biét
O Tw chéi

15b. [Néu C6] Quy vi da chich ngira bao nhiéu miii? [Chon chi MOT]

O 1 miii [bé qua dén GHI CHU]

5. Quy vi xac dinh chiing tdc/sic toc ctia minh 12 gi?
[Pdnh ddu TAT CA cdc muc thich hop (t6i thiéu mdt
muc)]

O Nguwoi Phi Chau

O Ngwoi Hawai Ban bia/Ngwoi Bao TBD

O Nguwoi My Da bP6/Ban bia Alaska/Ngwoi Ban bia
O Nguwoi Slav

O Nguoi Chau A/Nguoi My Goc A

O Nguwoi Da Trang/Cap-ca

O Nguwoi Da Pen/Ngwdi My GOc Phi [0 Khong biét
O Trung Pong O Tt chéi
Chi tiét bé sung:

O Nguwoi Phi Chau

O Ngwoi Hawai Ban bia/Ngwoi bao TBD

O Nguwoi My Da b6/Ban bia Alaska/Ngwoi Ban bia
O Nguwoi Slav

O Nguoi Chau A/Nguoi My Goc A

O Nguwoi Da Trang/Cap-ca

O Nguwoi Da Pen/Ngwdi My GOc Phi [0 Khong biét
O Trung Pong O Tt chéi
Chi tiét bé sung:

6. Quy vi da dugc chich vic-xin nglra COVID chwa?

O C6 OKhéng O Khéngbiét O Tir chéi

O C6 OKhéng O Khéngbiét O Tir chéi

6a. [N&u C6] Quy vi di chich ngira loai vic-xin O Moderna O Khong biét O Moderna O Khong biét
nao? [Panh d4u tit ca cdc muc thich hop] O  Pfizer O T chéi O  Pfizer O  Tichéi
O Johnson & Johnson O Johnson & Johnson

6b. [Néu C4] Quy vi da chich ngira bao nhiéu O 1 mii O Hon2 mii O 1 mii O Hon 2 mii
miii? O 2 mii O  Khoéng biét O 2mii O Khong biét

O Turchdi O Tirchdi
6¢. [Néu “2 miii” hoic “Hon 2 miii”] D6 c6 phaila |O C6 O Khong biét O Co O Khong biét
mili ting cwong? O Khéng O Tir chéi O Khéng O Tir chéi

DUNG & bAY PO1 VO TRE 0-17 TUOI

7. Quy vi c6 di lam khong?

O C6 OKhong O Khdngbiét O Tir chéi

O C6 OKhong O Khdngbiét O Tir chéi

O 2 miii >

O Hon 2 miii >
O Khéng biét ) O
[bé qua d@én GHI CHU] e}
O Tir chéi [b6 qua dén GHI CHU] | o
©)

15c. [Néu “2 miii” hodc “Hon 2 miii”:] D6 cé
phai la miii tang cwong?

Co

Khong
Khong biét
T chéi

8. Quy vi da phuc vu trong Lwc Lwgng Vi Trang Hoa
Ky (A, N, AF, MC, CG) hay da dwoc goi nhap ngii béi
Lwc Lwgng Vé Binh Qudc Gia hodc 1a Quan Nhin Dw
Bi khong?

O C6 OKhéng O Khéngbiét O Tir chéi

O C6 OKhéng O Khéngbiét O Tir choi

9. Quy vi da sdng tai Quan Multnomah dwoc bao 1au? |O <3 thang O >2 nam O <3 thang O >2 nam
O 3-12thdang O Khéng 4p dung, Téiséng & ddy | O 3-12thang O Khong dp dung, Toi séng & day
O 1-2 ndm tlr trudre gior [Bo qua dén Q11] O 1-2 ndm tlr trudre gior [Bo qua dén Q11]

10. Quy vi c6 vo gia cw khi dén Quin Multnomah O Co O Khéng O T choi O Co O Khéng O T choi

khong?

10a. Diéu gi dwa quy vi t&i day?
[Pdnh déu TAT CA nhitng muc thich hop]

O Gia dinh/ban be O Tiép cén cac dich vu/
O Co hoi viéc lam nguodn lwc
O Thich & day/thoi tiét t6t O Khac:

O Gia dinh/ban be O Tiép cén cac dich vu/
O Co hoi viéc lam nguon lwc
O Thich & day/thoi tiét t6t [0 Khac:

GHI CHU: St dung phin nay ctia biéu miu dé thu thap thong tin cho CAC THANH VIEN HO GIA PINH BO SUNG

clia ngwoi tra 1ovi NAY.

NEU KHONG THE TRA LO1 A-D,
HAY PEN NGU’O'I THAM GIA TIEP
THEO

THANH VIEN HO GIA BINH BO
SUNG SO 1

THANH VIEN HO GIA BINH BO
SUNG SO 2

A. Chir cai dau tién ctia Tén [bdt

'D. Quy vi Xéc dinh gi6i tinh ctia minh
1a gi? [Pdnh ddu tdt cd cdc muc
thich hop]

O Nam O Chuyéngiéi O Giéi tinh khong
ONit O Connghivadn phaichila “Nam”

hoac “Nt”

ONam O Chuyéngiéi O Gi6i tinh khong
ONit O Connghivan phaichila “Nam”

hoac “Nt”

10b. Quy vi tir dau dén?
[Chon chi MOT]

O Quén Clack, Wash hodc Clark (ttrc 12 khu vie d6 thi)
O Oregon, bén ngoai O Wash hoac Calif
Khu v d6 thi O Cac noi khac tai Hoa Ky

O Quén Clack, Wash hoac Clark (ttc 1a khu viee do thi)
O Oregon, bén ngoai O Wash hoac Calif
Khu v d6 thi O Cac noi khac tai Hoa Ky

11. Quy vi da gdp phai bao lyc gia dinh (vé thé O Co O Khéng [Bé qua dén Q12] O Co O Khéng [Bé qua dén Q12]
chit/cam xic/101 noi) trong cac mdi quan hé O Khéng biét [Bé qua dén Q12] O Khéng biét [Bé qua dén Q12]
hién tai hodc qua khir khéng? O Tir chdi [BS qua dén Q12] O T chdi [BS qua dén Q12]

11a. [Néu Q11=Cé:] Bao lwc gia dinh c¢6 phailaly |O C6 O Khong biét O Co O Khong biét
do khién quy vi v0 gia cw lic nay khong? O Khéng O Tir chéi O Khéng O Tir chéi

12. Quy vi c6 dang trai qua b4t ky diéu nao sau ddy | R&iloan sir dung rwou O R&i loan st dung rugu
khong? O HIV/AIDS O HIV/AIDS

[Hdi tirng cd nhan]

[Pdnh dédu TAT CA nhitng muc thich hop HOAC
Chon tinh trang khuyét tdt nao dé HOAC Khéng
c6, Khong dp dung HOAC Bi tir chéi]

O Bénh trang strc khoe man tinh

O Khuyét tit vé strc khoe tAm than

O Khuyét tit vé phat trién

O Khuyét tit vé thé chat

O biéc / Lang tai

O Thij lwc suy gidm

O R6i loan str dung ma tdy

O Khuyét tit nao d6 O Khong cd, Khong 4p dung
O Tir chdi

O Bénh trang strc khoe man tinh

O Khuyét tit vé strc khoe tAm than

O Khuyét tat vé phat trién

O Khuyét tit vé thé chat

O biéc / Lang tai

O Thij lwc suy gidm

O R6i loan str dung ma tdy

O Khuyét tit nao d6 O Khong cd, Khong ap dung
O Tir chdi

13. COVID-19 c6 phaila ly do quy vi v6 gia cw hién

tai?

O C6 OKhong O Khdngbiét O Tir chéi

O C6 OKhong O Khdngbiét O Tir chéi




Multnomah County (Russian)

3anonHawwee popmy AnL0: Opranuusauus / PaiioH: [ara:

Moacuet 6e340MHbIX Ha yanuax okpyra MantHoma 26 aHBapa — 1 ¢pespana 2022 r. ¢ Crp. 1-3: [JIABA CEMbU

Wcnonb3yiite aTy dopmy Ans onpoca Aoaen, Kotopble ABAstoTca / 6b1iv 6€340MHBIMU U INLLIEHHBIMU KPOBa B HOYb Ha 26 AHBapA 2022 r.

Bbl HoueBanu uam byaete HoueBaTb Ha yauue* B cpegy Beuepom 26 aHBapa? O Oa O Hert

[ecau Hem, 3agepuwiume onpoc]
* ObwecmeeHHoe unu YacmHoe npPocmpaHcmeo, 06bI4HO He Ucronb3yemoe Adbmu 078 pe2ynspHo20 CHA (Hanp., MpaHcrnopmHoe cpedcmeso, Napk, yauya, 3abpoweHHoe
30aHue, NaowaoKa 014 KemnuHaa)

Bac y)Ke onpaliMBanu B Xo4e aHKeTUpOBaHUA 6e34,0MHbIX B TeueHUe nocnegHei Hegenn?O [la O Hert

[ecau fa, 3aeepuwiume onpoc]

BOMPOCbI B 3TOM MNOJIE ABNAIOTCA OBA3ATE/IbHbIMW. EC/TU NONYYUTb OTBETbI HA HUX HEBO3MOXHO, NEPEMAUTE
K C/IEAYIOWEMY YHACTHUKY.

MepBasa 6ykBa
MMEHMU

Kak Bbl onpegensete cBou non? [Ommemsme BCE

MepBble Tpu 6ykBbl PAMUTUN Bospacr nodxodaujue eapuaHmsi]

O Myskckot O YKeHckuii

O He onpepenunnca O TpaHcrengep
O Mon, KoTopblit He aBAsETCA
OJHO3HAUYHO «KEHCKUM» WAV

CMYMKCKUM»

1. Tae Bbl HoueBanu / byaere HoueBaTb B cpegy Beuepom 26 aHeapa? [Boibepume monsko OANH eapuarm]

O Yauua / Tpotyap 1a. [Ecau amo He .100Ka uau mpaHcnopmHuoe cpedcmeso:] Bol
O Moavesn / apyras yacTHas cobcTBEHHOCTL  ———————> Ho4YeBaJ/IM / 6yJeTe HOYeBaTh 3/1eCh B MaJIaTKe 26

O 3abpolueHHbln gom / 3aaHne AHBapa?

O Mocr / nytenposog / »kenesHaa gopora ——> O a

O Napk O Her

O Nec / otkpbITOE MecTo O He 3Haro

O TpaHcnopTHoe cpeacTso (aBToMO6MAb, rPy30BUK, GYProH, MobunbHbii gom) [nepelidume k B2]
O Nopaka [nepeiioume k B2]

O OtkasblBatocb 0TBeYaTb

O [pyroe He3alMLIEHHOE MeCTO:

2. B Kakoii yactu ropoga Bbl Houesanu / bygeTte HoueBaTb 26 aHBapAa? [Boibepume monsko OAANH eapuaHm]
O UeHTp ropoaa / Crapbliit ropoga, / p-H Mepn O 10.-B. NopTtneHg (pexka = 82-a yn.)
O 10.-3. MopTneH (3a npeaenamu LeHTpa ropoaa) O B. MNoptneHa, sBHelwHWI (82-a yn. > 162-ayn.)

O C.-3. MopTaeHA (3a npegenamm LieHTpa ropoaa) O p-H pewem
O CesepHbiii NMopTneHa, O Okpyr Ucr (3a npegenamu p-Ha peluem)
O C.-B. NopTneHa, BHYTpeHHW (peka = 33-a ya.) O He 3Hato

O C.-B. NMopTtneHa, ueHTtp (33-a yn. = 82-ayn.) O Ortka3sbiBatoCb 0TBEYaTb

3. Bbl HoueBanu / bygerte HoueBaTb 26 AHBAPA B OAUHOUKY?
O fa O Her 3a. [Ecnu Hem:] KTo HoueBan / 6yaeT HoueBaTb ¢ Bamm 26 aHBapa? [Ommembme ece
noodxodsauue sapuaHmMeol]
O Cynpyr / Cynpyra / NapTHep
[ PebeHok / OeTn / BHYK (BHyuka) / BHyku oo 18 net
O Apyroit poacteeHHMK (Hanp., poauTens, 6paT (cecTtpa), B3poc/biit pebeHok (B3pocble
aetwn), teta / aaga, 6abywka (aeayuwka))
] He poactBeHHUK (Hanp., ApYr, Y1eH YANYHOMN ceMbK)

4. Bbl Bnepeble B YXM3HWU CTOJIKHY/IUCb C TeM, YTO Bam Herge HoueBaTb?
O fa O Her O He 3Hato O OrtKasbliBatocb 0TBEYATb

5. Kak paonro Bbl npebbisaete 6€340MHbIM B 3TOT pas?
(mecaues) (net) [Ecau npodonrumensHocme 12 mecayes unu 6onee, nepelioume K B7]

6. [Ecnu B5 meHee 12 mecAues:] ¥unn nu Bbl Ha yauue unm B nputote MO KPAMHEN MEPE 4 PA3A B PA3SHOE BPEMS (BKntovas
aToT pas) 3a NOCNEAHUE 3 TOAA?

O fa 6a. [Ecau [a:] CoctaBnAeT nu obLiee Bpemsa Bawwero npebblBaHUA Ha yiuLe UK B NpuioTe
O Het MO MEHbLLEW MEPE 12 MECALEB 3a nocnegHue 3 roga?
O He 3Hato O fa O Her O He3sHatwo

7. flsnaetca nn COVID-19 npuumnHOI TOrO, UTO Bbl CeiMyac 6e340MHbI? <4—
O fa O Her O He 3nato O OrtKasbiBaloCcb O0TBEYaTb

8. Kak Bbl onpegensete cBOIO pacy / 3STHUUECKYIO NPUHAANEeXHOCTb? Ommemobme BCE nooxodaujue sapuaHmsl (xoms 66l 00UH):
O AppukaHed, ] KopeHHOWM »unTens NaBackux uam
TUXOOKEaHCKNX OCTPOBOB
[0 AMepurKaHCKUIA nHAeeL, KOPEeHHOM XuTeab ANACKU nau [J CnhassAHUH
npeacTaBuUTelb KOPEHHOTO Hapoaa
[J Asuat uam amepmrKaHeL, asMaTCcKoro NPoOUCXoXKAeHUA
] YepHoit pacbl uan appoamepukaHeL,
[0 UcnaHoA3bIuHbIN / JlTaTUHOamepUuKaHeL,
O Beixogeu, ¢ banxHero Boctoka

JononHumenesHas uHopmayusa:

(1 Benblit nnmn esponeetl,
O He 3Hato
O OtkasbiBatocb OTBEYaTb

9. Kak gonro Bbl HaxoguTecb B okpyre MantHoma? [Boibepume mosnsko O[ANH eapuaHm]
He npumeHMMO, A MeCTHbIN ypoxkeHel, [nepexodume K B11]
MeHee 3 mecaues

3-12 mecAaues

13 mecaueB —2 roga

bonee 2-x net

OTKasbiBatOCb OTBEYATb

(ONONONONON®)

10.B6b1an nu BbI 6€340MHBbIM, KOrga npuexanu B okpyr MantHoma?
O fa O Her O OrkasbiBalocb 0TBEYaATb

10a. Yto npuseno Bac coga? [Ommemome BCE nooxodauwue sapuaHmel]
Cemba / apy3ba

Mownck paboTbl

MHe 3aecb HpaBuTcA / xopolluasa noroaa

Hoctyn K ycayram / pecypcam

Opyroe:

TKyAa Bbl nepeexanu? [Boibepume moasvko OANH sapuaHm]

Knakamac, wrat BalwmHrToH unm okpyr Knapk (1. e. B npegenax ropoackoi arnomepawmm)
LWtaT BawuHrtoH uam KanndpopHua

LLitaT OperoH, 3a Npeaenamun ropoACcKoM ariomepasmm

[pyrasa yactb CLUA

W3-3a npeaenos CLUA v

C OOooOooOono

10b.

ONONONONG)

11./Cnpocume, TOJIbKO ecnu 18 nem unu cmapwe] UcnbiTbiBanu am Bbl gomaluHee Hacunme (pusumdeckoe / amouymoHanbHoe /
Bep6anbHOe) B OTHOLLIEHUAX ceiyac unm B npownom?
O [fa » | 11a. [Ecau Aa:] iBnAeTCcA m AOMALUHee Hacune
O Hert [nepelidume k B12 — Ha cnedyroweli cmpaHuue] | NPUYUHOM TOrO, YTO Bbl celyac 6e340MHbI?
O He 3Hato [nepelioume k B12 — Ha cnedyroweli cmparuuye] | O Oa
O OrtkasbiBatocb oTBevaTh [nepetioume k B12 — Ha O Her
cnedyroujeli cmpaHuuye] O He 3Hato
O OrtKasbiBaloCb OTBEYaTb




12.Bbi paboraere?
O [Oa O Her

O HesHato O OrtkasbiBaloCb OTBEYaTb

13./Cnpocume, ecau 18 nem unu cmapwe:] Cyxunnm nu bl 8 BoopyxeHHbIx cunax CLUA (apmua, pnort, aBuauus,

KOopnyc MOPCKOM nexoTbl, 6eperosasa oxpaHa), cny>unu am 8 HaumoHanbHo reapaum nnm
O fa O Her O He 3zHao O OrtkasbiBalocb oTBEYaTb

B KauecTBe pe3epBucra?

14. UcnbiTbiBaeTe nn BbI 4TO-HUBYAb U3 cneaytowero? [Crpocume o Kaxcdom sapuaHme] [Ommemobme BCE nodxodawjue sapuaHmel, [a,

ecmob HeKomopebie 02paHuU4YeHHble 803MOoXHocmu, Hem U/ OmKa3biearocb omeeyams]
[0 YpesmepHoe ynotpebieHue ankorons OBwnY /cnng
O XpoHnyeckoe 3abonesaHne
[ Orcytcteme cnyxa / cnabbiii cayx
O MHBannaHocTb BCneacTsMe NOPOKOB Pa3BUTUA
[0 HapyuweHwue, ceazaHHoOe ¢ ynotpebaeHnem HapKOTUKOB

0 HapyuweHwne 3peHus

[J PaccTpoiicTBO NCcMxmMyeckoro 340p0BbA
0 dusnyeckas HegeecnocobHOCTb

O [a, ecTb HEKOTOPbIE OrpaHMYEHHbIE BO3MOMHOCTU / TOYHO He YCTaHOB/IEHbI (€CTb OrpaHnyeHne

BO3MOHOCTEW, HO KOHKPETHble 3a60/1eBaHNA He YKa3aHbl)
O Her, He npuMeHnMo

O OrTKasbIBaloCb OTBEYaTh

15. lenanu nu BbI Kakue-1M60 NnpuBmeKu ot COVID-19?

YJ/IEHbI CEMbM.

[LOMONHUTENIbHbIN YNIEH CEMbU Ne 1

[LOMONHUTENIbHBIN YNEH CEMbU Ne 2

1. Kem Bbl NpUXOAUTECH /IULY, 3aNOHUBLLEMY IUCT A 3TOM
dopmbi? [Beibepume mosnsko OANH eapuaHm]

Cynpyr (Cynpyra) / MapTHep

Pe6eHok / letn / BHyK (BHyuKa) o 18 net

Lpyroit poacTBEHHWK (Hanp., poauTens, 6par (cectpa),
B3pOC/IbI pebeHoK (B3pocsible aetu), Teta / aaan,
6abyLwkKa (aeaywka))

O He poacTBeHHMK (Hanp., APYr, Y1eH YUYHON CeMbM)

[oXoXNe)

Cynpyr (Cynpyra) / MapTHep

Pe6eHok / letn / BHyK (BHyuKa) o 18 net

Lpyroit poacTBEHHWMK (Hanp., poauTens, 6par (cectpa),
B3pOC/bI pebeHoK (B3pocsible aetu), Teta / aaan,
6abyLwka (aeaywka))

O He poacTBeHHMK (Hanp., APYr, YeH YUYHON CeMbM)

[oXoXNe)

O [Qa >
O Her [nepeiioume k MPUMEYAHWIO]
O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k MPUMEYAHUIO

O OrkasbiBalocb oTBeYaThb [epelidume K
MPUMEYAHUIO]

0 Moderna

[ Pfizer

O Johnson & Johnson
[0 He 3Hato

[ OtkasbiBatocb oTBevaTh

O 1 ykon [nepeiidume k MPUMEYAHUIO]

15a. [Ecau [a:] KaKoit BakunHon? [Ommemosme BCE nooxoosuwue sapuaHmsi]

15b. [Ecnu [a:] CkonbKo ykonos Bam caenanu? [Beibepume monsko OANH sapuaHm]

2. Bbl BNepBble B MU3HM CTOJIKHY/IUCb C TEM, YTO BaM Herae O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH
HouyeBaTb?
3. Kak fonro Bbl npebbiBaeTe 6€340MHbIM B 3TOT pa3? (mec.) (nert) (mec.) (net)
[Ecnu 12 mecauyes unu b6onee, nepelioume k B5] [Ecnu 12 mecaues unu 6onee, nepelioume k B5]
4. [Ecnu B3 < 12 mec.:] unm nv Bbl Ha yamue uam B npuote no | O fa O Ja
KpaiiHeit mepe 4 pasa B pa3Hoe Bpems 3a nocneanve 3 roga | O  Hert [nepelidume k B5] O Her [nepeiidume k B5]
(BK/ItOYaA 3TOT pas)? O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k B5] O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k B5]
da. [Ecau Q4 =[fa:] Cocmasnsem nu obwee epems eawezo | O  [a O [Oa
npebbleaHUsA Ha yauye unu 8 nputome no meHowel mepe 12 | O  Her O Her
mecayes 3a nocnedHue 3 200a?? O He 3Hato O He 3Hato
5. Kak Bbl onpegenseTe cBO pacy / 3STHUYECKYIO O AdpukaHew, O KopeHHO skuTenb FaBanckux nam O AdpukaHew, O KopeHHOM kuTenb FaBanckux nam
NPUHaANEKHOCTL? TUXOOKEAHCKMX OCTPOBOB TUXOOKEAHCKMX OCTPOBOB
[Ommembme BCE nodxodawue sapuaHmesl, xoms 661 00uH] |1 AmepuKaHCKMit MHAEeL, KOPEHHOM KUTeb ANACKU Uan [0 AmepuKaHCKMit MHAEeL, KOPEHHOM KUTeb ANACKU NAn
npeacTasuTesib KopeHHoro Hapoaa [ ChassaHuH npeacTasuTesib KopeHHoro Hapoga [ ChassaHuH
[0 Asuat / amepuKaHeL, a3MaTCKOro NPOUCXOXKAEHMA [0 Asuat / amepuKaHeL, a3MaTCKOro NPOUCXOXKAEHMA
[0 Benbiin / eBponeet, [0 Benbiin / eBponeet,
[0 YepHoit pacbl / appoamepukarew, [1 He 3Hato [0 YepHoit pacbl / appoamepukarew, [1 He 3Hato
[0 Bbixoaew ¢ BavskHero BocToka [0 Bbixoaew ¢ BanskHero BocToka
[0 OrtkasbiBatoch oTBEYATH [0 OrkasbiBatoch oTBEYATH

ZlononHumesnbHas UHGOPMayus:

ZlononHumesnbHas UHGOPMayus:

6. [lenanu nv bl Kakne-nnbo npusmekmu ot COVID-19? O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb
6a. [Ecam [la:] Kakoi BakumHOM? [OTMeTbTe BCe O Moderna O HesHarw O Moderna O HesHarw
noaxoAsALme BapuaHTbl] O Pfizer O OTKa3blBalOCb OTBEYATb O Pfizer O OTKa3blBalOCb OTBEYATb

O  Johnson & Johnson

O Johnson & Johnson

6b. [Ecnun Ja:] CKonbKo yKonoB Bam caenanm?

O  1ykon O  Bosblue 2-X yKoNoB

O 1ykon O  Bosblie 2-X yKoNoB

O  2ykona O  He 3Hato O 2ykona O  HesHaw
O  OTKasblBalocb OTBeYaTh O  OtkasblBaloCb OTBeYaTb
6¢. [Ecnm «2 ykona» unm «bonble 2-x ykonos»:] boinm  |O fa O He 3Hato O fa O He 3Hato
OZMH U3 3TUX YKOJI0B ByCTEPHbIM? O Her O OTKa3bIBalOCh OTBEYATH O Her O OTKa3blBalOCh OTBEYATH

3ABEPLUMTE OFPOC 34ECh [TPY AHKETUPOBAHUWW [IETEV 017 /i

ET

7. Bbl pabotaeTe?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBaloCb OTBEYATH

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBaloCb OTBEYATH

O 2 ykona

O Bbonblue 2-x yKoN0B

v

15c. [Ecnu «2 ykona» unu «bonbwe 2-
X YK0s108»:] Bbln NN OAUH U3 3TUX

O He 3Hato [nepeiioume k MIPUMEYAHUIO]

O OrtkasbiBatocbk oTBevaThb [nepelidume K
MPUMEYAHUIO]

v

yKon0B 6ycTepHbIM?
O [Oa
O Hert
O He 3Hato
O OrtkasbIBalocb oTBEYATb

8. Cnyxkunu nv Bbl B BoopyrkeHHbIX cunax CLUA (APMUSA,
®/10T, ABUALMA, KOPMYC MOPCKOW MEXOTbI, BEPETOBAA
OXPAHA) nnu 66111 Npu3BaHbl Ha AENCTBUTENbHYIO CNYKOY
B HauMoHanbHoii MBapaun Unu Kak pesepsuct?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH

9. Kak fonro Bbl HaxoauTech B okpyre MantHoma? O <3 mecaues O >2 ner O <3 mecaues O >2 net
O 3-12 mec. O He npyMeHMMO, i MECTHBbIN ypoXeHeL, O 3-12 mec. O He npyMeHMMO, i MECTHBbIN ypoXKeHeL,
O 1-2 roga [nepexodume k B11] O 1-2 roga [nepexodume k B11]

10. bBbin Av Bbl 6€340MHbIM, KOTAa NPUEXanun B OKpyr O fda O Her O OtkasblBalocb OTBeYaTh O fda O Her O OtkasblBalocb OTBeYaTh

MantHoma?

EC/I1 [O/1YYUTb OTBETbI HA
BOMPOCbI A-D HEBO3MOHO,
MEPEVIANTE K C/IELQYIOLLEMY
YYACTHUKY

OONONHUTENBHbIA YEH CEMbM Ne 1

AOMNONHUTENBLHbIN YNEH CEMbM Ne 2

[Bbibepume moneko OAMH eapuaHm]

ropojcKas arnomepaums)

O wrat OperoH, 3a npegenamm O LUTaT BalwmHITOH nan
KanndbopHusa roposcKoit arnomepaumm

O [Apyras yactb CLLA

10a. Yvo npuseno Bac cloga? [0 Cembs / apy3bn O Aoctyn Kk ycayram / [0 Cembs / apy3bn O Aoctyn Kk ycayram /
- [Ommememe BCE nodxodauwjue sapuaHmel] [0 Mowuck pa6orbl pecypcam O Mowuck pa6orbl pecypcam
NMPUMEYAHMUE: Ucnonbayiite aToT pasaen dopmbl, 4Tobbl cobpatb MHpopmauuio o JOMNONHUTE/IbHbIX YNEHAX O Mue snech Hpasutea/ O flpyroe: O Mue specs Hpasurea/ O flpyroe:
CEMbM 3TOrO pecnoHaeHTa xopowas noroga xopowas noroga
10b. OTKyaa Bbl Npuexann? O Knakamac, Wwrat BawmMHITOH uam okpyr Knapk (T. e. O Knakamac, Wwrat BawmHITOH uam okpyr Knapk (T. e.

ropojacKan arnomepaums)

O wrat OperoH, 3a npegenamm O LUTaT BalwmHITOH nan
KanndbopHusa roposcKoit arnomepaumm

O [Apyras yactb CLLA

A. Mepsas bykea UMEHU

[06a3amenbHO]

B. MepBble Tpyu BYKBbI

SAMUIINN [o6sa3amenbHO]

C. Kakoli Baw Bo3pact?
L dobssamensro]
D. Kak Bbl onpegensete cBoii O M O TpaHcrengep O Mon, koTopblit He

non? [Ommemosme BCE O OHe onpeaenuaca | ABNAETCA OAHO3HAYHO
nooxoosuwue 8apuaHmMsi] KEHCKUM» nan
KMYMCKUM»

O m O Tpancrengep
O K O He onpegenunncs | aBnaetca ogHO3HaYHO

O Non, koTopblit He

KHKEHCKMM» Unun

KMYMKCKMM»

11. MWcnbiTbiBanu M Bbl AOMalwHee Hacuame (dusmdeckoe/ | O fa O Hert [nepeiidume k B12] O fa O Hert [nepeiioume k B12]
amoumoHanbHoe / BepbanbHoe) B OTHOLWEHUAX ceivac O He 3Hato [nepelidume k B12] O He 3Hato [nepelidume k B12]
VAW B NpoLom? O OrtkasbiBatocb oTBeyaTh [nepelidume k B12] O OrkasbiBatocb oTBevaTh [nepelidume k B12]
1la. [Ecau Q11 =/fa:] ABnaeTca M AOMaLLHEe Hacuame O fda O He 3Hato O Dda O He 3Hato
NPUYUHOM TOTO, YTO BbI Ceityac 6e3f0MHbI? O Her O OrtkasblBalocb 0TBEYATH O Her O OrtkasblBalocb 0TBEYATb
12. Bbl UcnbITbiBaeTe 4T0-1160 U3 CresytoLLero? O YpeamepHoe ynotpebneHne ankorons O YpeamepHoe ynotpebneHne ankorons
[Cnpocume o kaxdom sapuaHme omoesnbHo] O Bny /cnng O Bny /cnng
[Ommememe BCE nodxodsawue sapuaHmsl N [0 XpoHuyeckoe 3abonesaHue [0 XpoHuyeckoe 3abonesaHve
8blbepume Hekomopble 02paHU4eHHble 803MOKHOCMU [0 PaccTpoiicTBO NCMXMYECKOro 340P0BbA O PaccTpoiicTBO NCHUXMYECKOro 340P0BbA
W/ Hem, He npumeHumo U/IM Omka3biearocs [0 WHBannaHOCTb BCEACTBME NOPOKOB Pa3BUTUA [0 WHBanuaHoOCTb BCEACTBME NOPOKOB Pa3BUTUA
omeeyams] O ®usnueckasn HegeecnocobHOCTL O ®usnueckasn HegeecnocobHOCTL
O Orcyrcteue cnyxa / cnabbiii cayx O Orcyrcteue cnyxa / cnabbiit cayx
[0 HapyweHue 3peHus [0 HapyweHue 3peHus
O HapyweHwe, cBazaHHoe ¢ ynoTpebeHnem HapKOTUKOB O HapyweHwe, cBazaHHOe ¢ ynoTpebieHnem HapKOTUKOB

O HekoTopble orpaHuyeHHble BoamoxkHoctn O Hert, He
npumernmo O OTKa3blBatoCb OTBEYATHL

O HekoTopble orpaHuyeHHble BoamoxkHoctn O Hert, He
npumernmo O OTKa3blBatoCb OTBEYATH

13. Asnsetca v COVID-19 npuymHOW TOro, YTO Bbl Ceiyac

6€e34,0MHbI?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb

O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb




Clackamas County (English)

Person Completing Form:

Organization/Site:

Date:

Clackamas County Homeless Street Count January 26-Feb 1, 2022 ¢ Page 1-3: HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

Use this form to survey people who are/were homeless and unsheltered on the night of January 26, 2022.

campground.)

Did you or will you sleep outside* on Wednesday night January 26?
*Public or private place not ordinarily used for people to regularly sleep in (e.g., vehicle, park, street, abandoned building,

Have you already taken the Street Count survey within the last week?

OYes ONo

OYes ONo

[if No, Stop Survey]

[if Yes, Stop Survey]

THE QUESTIONS IN THIS BOX ARE REQUIRED. IF THEY CAN’'T BE ANSWERED, GO TO THE NEXT PARTICIPANT.

First letter FIRST
name

First 3 letters LAST name

Age That Apply]

How do you identify your gender? /Check ALL

O male

O Questioning

O A gender that is not singularly

“Female” or “Male”

O Female
O Transgender

1. Where did/will you sleep Wednesday night January 26? /Select Only ONE]

3.

4. How long have you been homeless this time?

(months) (years)  [If duration is 12 months or more, Skip to Q6]

5. [If O4 less than 12 months:] Have you lived on the streets, in camps, or in a shelter AT LEAST 4 SEPARATE TIMES
(including this time) in the PAST 3 YEARS?

O Yes 5a. /If Yes:] In the past 3 years, was the total time you have been
O No living on the streets or in a shelter AT LEAST 12 MONTHS?
O Don’t Know OYes ONo O Don'tKnow

6. Is COVID-19 a reason you are homeless now? «
O Yes O No O Don’t Know O Decline

7. How do you identify your race/ethnicity? Check ALL That Apply (and at least one):

O African [J Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
[ American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous O Slavic

[ Asian or Asian American J White or Caucasian

[ Black or African American O Don’t Know

[ Hispanic/Latin (a)(o)(x) 1 Decline

[0 Middle Eastern
Additional Detail:

8. How long have you been in Clackamas County? /Select Only ONE]
N/A, I'm from here originally [skip to Q10]
Less than 3 months

3-12 months

13 months-2 years

O Street/sidewalk

1a. [If Not Boat or Vehicle:] Did/will you sleep in a

O Doorway/other private property

tent at that location on January 26?

O Abandoned house/building
O Bridge/overpass/railroad

O Yes

O Park

O No

O Woods/open space

O Don’t Know

O Vehicle (car, truck, van, camper) [Skip to Q2]
O Boat [Skip to Q2]

O Decline

O Other unsheltered location:

/

Did/will you sleep alone on January 26?

OYes O No
[ Spouse/Partner

2a. [If No:] Who slept/will sleep with you on January 26'"? [Check All that Apply]

[ Child/Children/Grandchild(ren) under 18 years
[J Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)

More than 2 years
Decline

OO0O00O0O0

. Were you homeless when you came to Clackamas County?

O Yes O No O Decline

9a. What brought you here? [Check ALL That Apply]
0 Family/friends
[0 Job opportunities
[0 Like it here/good weather
[0 Access to services/resources
1 Other:

9b. Where did you move from? [Select Only ONE]
O Multnomah, Wash, or Clark Counties (i.e., Metro area)
O Washington or California
O Oregon outside Metro area
O Other part of United States

[J Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

Is this the first time in your life you have experienced homelessness?

O Yes O No

O Don’t Know

O Decline

O Hailing from outside the United States

10./Ask ONLY if 18 years or older] Have you experienced domestic violence (physical/emotional/verbal DV) in current
or past relationships?
O Yes >
O No [skip to Q11 — next page]

O Don’t Know [skip to Q11 — next page] O Yes
O Decline [skip to Q11 — next page] O No
O Don’t Know

O Decline




11.Are you employed?
O Yes O No

O Don’t Know O Decline

12.[Ask if 18 years or older:] Have you served in the US Armed Forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, Coast
Guard) or been called into active duty by the National Guard or as a Reservist?

O Yes O No

O Don’t Know O Decline

13.Are you experiencing any of the following? [Ask Each][Check ALL That Apply, Yes Some Disability, None OR

Decline]
O Alcohol Use Disorder
O Chronic Health Condition
[0 Deaf/ Hard of Hearing
[0 Developmental Disability
O Drug Use Disorder

O HIV / AIDS

O Mental Health Disorder
[ Physical Disability

[ Vision Impaired

O Yes, Some Disability/Unspecified (Has disability, but specific conditions are not identified.)

O None, N/A
O Decline

14.Have you received any COVID vaccinations?

HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS.

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #1

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #2

1. What is your relationship to the person who
completed Side A of this form? [Select Only
ONE]

O Spouse/Partner

O Child/Children/Grandchild under 18 yrs

O Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult
child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)

O Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

O Spouse/Partner

O cChild/Children/Grandchild under 18 yrs

O Other Relative (e.g., parent, sibling, adult
child(ren), aunt/uncle, grandparent)

O Non-Relative (e.g., friend, street family)

2. Is this the first time in your life you have OYes O No O Don’tKnow O Decline OYes O No O Don’tKnow O Decline
experienced homelessness?
3. How long have you been homeless this time? (mos) (yrs) (mos) (yrs)
[1f 12 months or more, skip to Q5] [1f 12 months or more, skip to Q5]
4. [If 03<12 mos:] Have you lived on the streets |O Yes O Yes

or in a shelter at least 4 separate times (incl.
this time) in the past 3 years?

O No [Skip to Q5]
O Don’t Know [Skip to Q5]

O No [Skip to Q5]
O Don’t Know [Skip to Q5]

4a. [If Q4=Yes:] In the past 3 years, was the O Yes O Yes
total time you have been living on the streets or [O No O No
in a shelter at least 12 mos? O Don’t Know O Don’t Know
5. How do you identify your race/ethnicity? O African O Nat Hawai/Pac sl | African O Nat Hawai/Pac Isl

[Check ALL That Apply and at least one]

O Amer Ind/Alaska Nat/Indild Slavic

[ Asian/ Asian American [ White/Caucasian
[ Black/African American [ Don’t Know

[0 Middle Eastern [ Decline
Additional Detail:

O Amer Ind/Alaska Nat/Indid Slavic

[ Asian/ Asian American [0 White/Caucasian
[ Black/African American [ Don’t Know

[0 Middle Eastern [ Decline
Additional Detail:

6. Have you received any COVID Vaccinations?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

O Yes >

O No [skip to NOTE] Apply]

O Don’t Know [skip to NOTE [l Moderna
O Pfizer

O Decline [skip to NOTE]

O 2 shots >
O Morethan2shots —
O Don’t Know [skip to NOTE]
O Decline [skip to NOTE]

O Johnson & Johnson
O Don’t Know
O Decline

14a. [If Yes] Which type of vaccine did you receive? [Check All that

14b. [If Yes] How many shots have you received? [Select Only ONE]
O 1 shot [skip to NOTE]

6a.[If Yes] Which type of vaccine did you O Moderna O Don’t Know O Moderna O Don’t Know
receive? [Check All that Apply] O Pfizer O Decline O Pfizer O Decline
O Johnson & O Johnson &
Johnson Johnson

6b.[If Yes] How many shots have you O 1shot O Morethan 2 shots O 1shot O Morethan 2 shots
received? O 2shots O Don’t know O 2shots O Don’tknow

O Decline O Decline
6c.[If “2 shots” or “More than 2 shots”] Was |O Yes O Don’t Know O Yes O Don’t Know
one of those a booster shot? O No O Decline O No O Decline

STOP HERE FOR CHILDREN 0-17 YEARS

7. Are you employed?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

O No

14c. [If “2 shots” or “More than 2 shots”:]
Was one of those a booster shot?

O Yes

O Don’t Know
O Decline

8. Have you served in the US Armed Forces
(A,N,AF,MC,CG) or been called into active duty
by the Nat’l Guard or as a Reservist?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

9. How long have you been in Clackamas County? |O <3 months O >2 years O <3 months O >2 years

O 3-12 mos O N/A, I’'m from here O 3-12 mos O N/A, I’'m from here

O 1-2 years originally /Skip to Q11] O 1-2 years originally /Skip to Q11]
10. Were you homeless when you came to OYes ONo O Decline OYes ONo O Decline

Clackamas County?

10a. What brought you here?
[Check ALL That Apply]

O Access to services/
resources
O Other:

O Family/friends

[ Job opportunities

[ Like it here/good
weather

O Family/friends

[ Job opportunities

O Like it here/good
weather

[ Access to services/
resources
O Other:

10b. Where did you come from?

O Mult, Wash, or Clark Cnty (i.e., Metro area)

O Mult, Wash, or Clark Cnty (i.e., Metro area)

IF A-D CAN’T BE ANSWERED,
GO TO THE NEXT PARTICIPANT

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #1

ADDITIONAL HH MEMBER #2

(phys/emot/verb DV) in current or past
relationships?

O Don’t Know [Skip to Q12]
O Decline [Skip to Q12]

[Select Only ONE] O Oregon, outside O Wash or Calif O Oregon, outside O Wash or Calif
Metro area O Other part of US Metro area O Other part of US
NOTE: Use this section of this form to gather information for THIS respondent’s ADDITIONAL HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS. 11. Have you experienced domestic violence O Yes O No [Skip to Q12] O Yes O No [Skip to Q12]

O Don’t Know [Skip to Q12]
O Decline [Skip to Q12]

A. First letter of First Name [required]

D. How do you identify your gender?
[Check all that Apply]

Om O Transgender Oa gender that is not
O F O Questioning singu|ar|y “M”or”E”

Om O Transgender O A gender that is not
Of O Questioning  singularly “M”or”F”

11a. [If Q11=Yes:] Is domestic violence a
reason you are homeless now?

O Yes O Don’t Know
O No O Decline

O Yes O Don’t Know
O No O Decline

12. Are you experiencing any of the following?
[Ask each individually]
[Check ALL That Apply OR
Select Some Disabling Condition OR None,
N/A OR Declined]

[ Alcohol Use Disab. O HIV/AIDS

[ Chronic Health Disab. [0 Mental Health Disab.
[0 Develop Disability. [ Physical Disability

[ Deaf/ Hard of Hear [ Vision Impaired

[ Drug Use Disab.

O Some Disability O None, N/A O Decline

[ Alcohol Use Disab. O HIV/AIDS

[ Chronic Health Disab. [0 Mental Health Disab.
[0 Develop Disability. [ Physical Disability

[ Deaf/ Hard of Hear [ Vision Impaired

[ Drug Use Disab.

O Some Disability O None, N/A O Decline

13. Is COVID-19 a reason you are homeless now?

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline

OYes ONo O Don’tKnow O Decline




Persona que completa el formulario:

1.

2.

3.

Clackamas County (Spanish)
Organizacién/sitio: Fecha:

Condado de Clackamas, Recuento de personas sin hogar en situacidn de calle 26 de ene. - 1 de feb. de 2022 ¢
Pagina 1-3: PERSONA A CARGO DE LA FAMILIA

Use este formulario para encuestar a las personas que no tienen hogar ni refugio en la noche del 26 de enero de 2022.

(Durmio o dormira afuera* 1a noche del miércoles 26 de enero? O Si O No/si la respuesta es "no", finalice la encuesta]
*Lugar publico o privado que normalmente no se usa para que las personas duerman con frecuencia (p. ej, vehiculo, parque, calle, edificio
abandonado, drea para acampar).

.Ya completd la encuesta de recuento de personas en situacion de calle en la tiltima semana? O Si O No
[si la respuesta es "si", finalice la encuesta]

. ¢EI COVID-19 es uno de los motivos por el cual ahora no tiene hogar? <

Las preguntas de este cuadro son obligatorias. Si no se pueden responder, pase al siguiente participante.

Primeras 3 letras del
APELLIDO Edad

Primera letra del
PRIMER nombre

.Con qué género se identifica? /Marque TODAS las
opciones que correspondan]

O Masculino O Femenino

O Se lo esta cuestionando O Transgénero

O Género que no es particularmente
“masculino” ni “femenino”

éDonde durmié/dormira la noche del miércoles 26 de enero? [Seleccione solo UNA opcion]

O Calle/acera
O Puerta/otra propiedad privada
O Casa/edificio abandonado

1a. [Si no tiene bote o vehiculo:] ¢éDurmidé/dormira
en una carpa en ese lugar el 26 de enero?

O Puente/paso sobre nivel/vias de tren SN 8 Sl:Ilo
opP
e O No sabe

O Bosque/espacio abierto

O Vehiculo (auto, camidn, camioneta, casa rodante)
[pase a la preg. 2]

O Bote [Pase a la preg. 2]

O No responde

O Otro sitio sin techo:

¢Durmié/dormira solo el 26 de enero?
Osi O No 2a. [Si la respuesta es "no":] éCon quién durmié/dormira el 26 de enero? /Marque
todas las opciones que correspondan]
L] Conyuge/pareja
] Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios
1 Otro familiar (p. ej., padre, madre, hermano, hijo adulto, tio, abuelo)
L1 No familiares (p. €j., amigo, familia de la calle)

¢Esta es la primera vez en su vida que ha estado sin hogar?
Osi O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

. ¢éNo tenia hogar cuando llegé al condado de Clackamas?

. ¢Esta vez hace cuanto tiempo que no tiene hogar?

(meses) (afos)  [si el tiempo es 12 meses o mas, pase a la preg. 6]

. [Sila preg. 4 es menos de 12 meses:] éHa vivido en la calle, en campamentos o en un refugio AL MENOS EN 4

MOMENTOS DISTINTOS (incluyendo este momento) en los ULTIMOS 3 ANOS?

Osi 5a. /Si la respuesta es "si":] En los ultimos 3 aios, éel tiempo total que ha estado
O No viviendo en la calle, en campamentos o en un refugio fue AL MENOS 12 MESES?
O No sabe Osi ONo O Nosabe

OSi O No O Nosabe O No responde

. ¢éCon qué raza/etnia se identifica? Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan (y al menos una):

[ Africana [ Nativa de Hawai o islefia del Pacifico
[J Nativa americana, nativa de Alaska o indigena [J Eslava

[ Asidtica o asiatica americana [ Blanca o caucasica

[ Negra o afroamericana [J No sabe

[J Hispana/Latina [J No responde
L] Del Medio Oriente

Informacion adicional:

. ¢éHace cuanto tiempo que esta en el condado de Clackamas? /Seleccione solo UNA opcion]

N/C, soy originario de aqui /pase a la preg. 10]
Menos de 3 meses

3-12 meses

13 meses - 2 afos

Mas de 2 afios

No responde

ONONONONONO)

OSi ONo O Noresponde

9a. {Qué lo trajo aqui? /Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan]
[0 Familiares/amigos
[0 Oportunidades laborales
[0 Le gusta aqui/el buen clima
O Acceso a servicios/recursos
[0 Otro:

9b. ¢De donde se mudad? [Seleccione solo UNA opcion]
O Condados de Multnomah, Washington o Clark (p. e]., area metropolitana)
O Washington o California
O Oregon fuera del area metropolitana v
O Otra parte de Estados Unidos
O Fuera de Estados Unidos

10. /Pregunte SOLO si la persona es mayor de 18 arios] éHa sufrido violencia doméstica (fisica/emocional/verbal) en

relaciones actuales o anteriores?

Osi >

O No /pase a la preg. 11 — siguiente paginal

O No sabe [pase a la preg. 11 — siguiente pagina]

O No responde /[pase a la preg. 11 — siguiente pagina]

Osi

O No

O No sabe

O No responde




11. éTiene trabajo?

OSi O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

12. [Pregunte si la persona es mayor de 18 aios:] éPresté servicio en las Fuerzas Armadas de Estados Unidos (Ejército,
Armada, Fuerza Aérea, Cuerpo de Marines o Guardia Costera) o lo llamaron al servicio activo como miembro de la

Guardia Nacional o como reservista?
OSi O No O No sabe O No responde

13. ¢Padece alguna de las siguientes afecciones? [Pregunte cada una] [Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan, "si,

alguna discapacidad”, "ninguna” O "no responde']
O Trastorno por consumo de alcohol
[ Afeccion de salud cronica
[ Sordera/ Dificultad auditiva
[ Discapacidad del desarrollo
O Trastorno por consumo de drogas

O VIH /SIDA

[ Discapacidad fisica

[ Discapacidad visual

O Trastorno de salud mental

O Si, alguna discapacidad/no especificado (tiene discapacidad, pero no se identifica una afeccion especifica).

O Ninguna, N/C
O No responde

14. ¢Se ha dado alguna vacuna contra el COVID?

MIEMBROS DE LA FAMILIA.

MIEMBRO ADICIOIlAL DE LAFAMILIA 1

MIEMBRO ADICIOIlAL DE LA FAMILIA 2

1. ¢Cual es su relacion con la persona que completé el
Lado A de este formulario? [Seleccione solo UNA
opcion]

Cényuge/pareja
Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios

adulto, tio, abuelo)
No familiares (p. ej., amigo, familia de la calle)

Cényuge/pareja
Hijos/nietos menores de 18 afios

adulto, tio, abuelo)
No familiares (p. ej., amigo, familia de la calle)

2. (Esta es la primera vez en su vida que ha estado sin
hogar?

O

O

O Otro familiar (p. ej., padre, madre, hermano, hijo
O

(O

i ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

;
|

O

O

O Otro familiar (p. €., padre, madre, hermano, hijo
O

(O

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

3. ¢Esta vez hace cuanto tiempo que no tiene hogar?

(meses) (afios)
[Si el tiempo es 12 meses o mas, pase a la preg. 5]

(meses) (afios)

[Si el tiempo es 12 meses o mas, pase a la preg. 5]

4. [Si la respuesta a la preg. 3 es menos de 12 meses:]
¢Ha vivido en la calle o en un refugio al menos en 4
momentos distintos (incluyendo este momento) en
los ultimos 3 arios?

O si
O No /pase a la preg. 5]
O No sabe /pase a la preg. 5]

O si
O No /pase a la preg. 5]
O No sabe /pase a la preg. 5]

4a. (Sila respuesta a la preg. 4 es "si":) En los O si O si
ultimos 3 afios, ¢el tiempo total que ha estado O No O No
viviendo en la calle o en un refugio fue al menos O Nosabe O Nosabe
12 meses?
5. ¢Con qué raza/etnia se identifica? [ Africana [ Nat. de Hawai/isl. del Pac.|0 Africana [ Nat. de Hawai/isl. del Pac.

[Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan y
al menos unaj

[ Nat. am,, nat. de Alaska o indig. [ Eslava
[ Asiat./asiat. am. O Blanca/cauc.
[0 Negra/Afroamericana [ No sabe

[0 Del Med. Or. [ No responde
Informacion adicional:

[ Nat. am., nat. de Alaska o indig.
[ Asiat./asiat. am.

[ Eslava
O Blanca/cauc.

[0 Negra/Afroamericana [ No sabe

[ Del Med. Or.

[ No responde

Informacion adicional:

6. ¢Se ha dado alguna vacuna contra el COVID?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O No responde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

O No /pase a NOTA]

opciones que correspondan]

O No sabe /pase a NOTAJ [ Moderna
O Pfizer
O No responde /pase a NOTA]
O Johnson & Johnson
O No sabe
0 No responde

n

O 1 dosis [pase a NOTA]
O 2 dosis >

O Mas de 2 dosis — >
O No sabe [pase a NOTA]
O No responde [pase a NOTA]

14a. [Si la respuesta es "si"] ;Qué tipo de vacuna recibid? /Marque todas las

14b. [Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢ Cudntas dosis recibié? [Seleccione solo UNA opcion]

6a.[Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢Qué tipo devacuna |0 Moderna [0 Nosabe O Moderna O Nosabe
recibié? [Marque todas las opciones que O Pfizer [0 Noresponde O Pfizer [0 Noresponde
correspondan] O Johnson & Johnson O Johnson & Johnson
6b.[Si la respuesta es "si"] ¢ Cudntas dosis recibié? |[O 1dosis O Masde 2 dosis O 1dosis O Masde 2 dosis

O 2dosis O Nosé O 2dosis O Nosé

O Noresponde O Noresponde

6¢.[Si la respuesta es “2 dosis” o “mas de 2 dosis”]|O Si O No sabe Oosi O No sabe
¢Una de ellas fue una dosis de refuerzo? O No O No responde O No O No responde

DETENGASE AQUI PARA MENORES DE 0 A 17 ANOS

7. iTiene trabajo?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

14c. [Si la respuesta es “2 dosis” 0 “mds de
2 dosis”:] ¢Una de ellas fue una dosis de
refuerzo?

Osi

O No

O No sabe

O No responde

8. éPrestd servicio en las Fuerzas Armadas de Estados
Unidos (Ejército, Armada, Fuerza Aérea, Cuerpo de
Marines o Guardia Costera) o lo llamaron al servicio
activo como miembro de la Guardia Nacional o
como reservista?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde

9. ¢Hace cuanto tiempo que esta en el condado de

O Menos de 3 meses O Mas de 2 afios

O Menos de 3 meses O Mas de 2 afios

Clackamas? O 3-12 meses O N/C, soy originario O 3-12 meses O N/C, soy originario
O 1-2 afios de aqui /[pase a lapreg. 11] | O 1-2 afios de aqui /pase a lapreg. 11]
10. ¢No tenia hogar cuando llegé al condado de Osi ONo O Noresponde Osi ONo O Noresponde

Clackamas?

10a. ¢Qué lo trajo aqui?
[Marque TODAS las opciones que
correspondan]

[ Acceso a servicios/
recursos
O otro

O Familiares/amigos

[0 Oportunidades laborales

[ Le gusta aqui/el buen
clima

O Familiares/amigos

0o

[ Le gusta aqui/el buen

cli

[ Acceso a servicios/
recursos
O otro

portunidades laborales

ma

de ESTE encuestado.

NOTA: Use esta seccién de este formulario para obtener informacién sobre los MIEMBROS ADICIONALES DE LA FAMILIA

10b. ¢De dénde se vino?

O Cond. de Mult., Wash. o Clark (p. €j., area met.)

O Cond. de Mult., Wash. o Clark (p. €j., area met.)

SI LAS PREGUNTAS A-D NO SE PUEDEN

RESPONDER, PASE AL SIGUIENTE PARTICIPANTE FAMILIA 1

MIEMBRO ADICIONAL DE LA

MIEMBRO ADICIONAL DE LA
FAMILIA 2

[Seleccione solo UNA opcion] O Oregon, fuera O Wash. o Calif. O Oregon, fuera O Wash. o Calif.
del drea met. O Otra parte de EE. UU. del drea met. O Otra parte de EE. UU.
11. ¢Ha sufrido violencia doméstica (fis./emoc./verb.)| O Si O No /pase a la preg. 12] Osi O No /pase a la preg. 12]

en relaciones actuales o anteriores?

O No sabe /pase a la preg. 12]
O No responde [Pase a la preg. 12]

O No sabe [pase a la preg. 12]
O No responde [Pase a la preg. 12]

A. Primera letra del primer nombre /obligatorio]

D. éCon qué género se identifica? [Marque todas

las opciones que correspondan] OF

O Seloesta
cuestionando

O M O Transgénero O Género quenoes [0 M O Transgénero O Género que no es
particularmente
IIM” ni llF”

OF DOseloesta particularmente

11a. [Silarespuesta alapreg. 11 es "si":] ilLa Osi O No sabe Osi O No sabe
violencia doméstica es uno de los motivos por | O No O No responde O No O No responde
el cual ahora no tiene hogar?
12. ¢Padece alguna de las siguientes afecciones? [ Disc. por cons. de alcohol [ VIH/SIDA [ Disc. por cons. de alcohol [ VIH/SIDA

[Pregunte cada una individualmente]

[Marque TODAS las opciones que correspondan
(0)

Seleccione "alguna discapacidad” O "ninguna,
N/C "O "no responde"]

[ Disc. de salud crénica [ Disc. de salud mental
[ Disc. de desarrollo [ Discapacidad fisica
[ Sordera/dificultad auditiva (I Disc. visual

[ Disc. por cons. de drogas

O Alguna discapacidad O Ninguna, N/C

O No responde

oo
apo

[ Disc. de salud mental
[ Discapacidad fisica

isc. de salud cronica
isc. de desarrollo

[ Sordera/dificultad auditiva [ Disc. visual

ab
OAl

isc. por cons. de drogas
guna discapacidad O Ninguna, N/C

O No responde

cuestionando  “M” ni “F”

13. (EICOVID-19 es uno de los motivos por el cual
ahora no tiene hogar?

OSi ONo O Nosabe O Noresponde

Osi

O No O Nosabe O Noresponde




Clackamas County (Russian)

3anonHawwee popmy AnL0: Opranuusauus / PaiioH: [ara:

Noacuet 6e3a0MHbIX Ha yanuax OKpyr Knakamac 26 sHBaps — 1 pespans 2022 r. ¢ Crp. 1-3: [JIABA CEMbM

Wcnonb3yiite aTy dopmy Ans onpoca Aoaen, Kotopble ABAstoTca / 6b1iv 6€340MHBIMU U INLLIEHHBIMU KPOBa B HOYb Ha 26 AHBapA 2022 r.

Bbl HoueBanu uam byaete HoueBaTb Ha yauue* B cpegy Beuepom 26 aHBapa? O Oa O Hert

[ecau Hem, 3agepuwiume onpoc]

* ObwecmeeHHoe unu YacmHoe npPocmpaHcmeo, 06bI4HO He Ucronb3yemoe Adbmu 078 pe2ynspHo20 CHA (Hanp., MpaHcrnopmHoe cpedcmeso, Napk, yauya, 3abpoweHHoe
30aHue, NaowaoKa 014 KemnuHaa)

Bac y)Ke onpaliMBanu B Xo4e aHKeTUpOBaHUA 6e34,0MHbIX B TeueHUe nocnegHei Hegenn?O [la O Hert
[ecau fa, 3aeepuwiume onpoc]

BOMPOCbI B 3TOM MNOJIE ABNAIOTCA OBA3ATE/IbHbIMW. EC/TU NONYYUTb OTBETbI HA HUX HEBO3MOXHO, NEPEMAUTE
K C/IEAYIOWEMY YHACTHUKY.

MepBasa 6ykBa
UMEHU MepBble Tpu 6ykBbl PAMUTUN Bospacr

Kak Bbl onpegensete cBou non? [Ommemsme BCE
rnooxodsuwue sapuaHmMeol]

O Myskckot O YKeHckuii

O He onpepenunnca O TpaHcrengep
O Mon, KoTopblit He aBAsETCA
OJHO3HAUYHO «KEHCKUM» WAV

CMYMKCKUM»

1. Tae Bbl HoueBanu / byaere HoueBaTb B cpegy Beuepom 26 aHeapa? [Boibepume monsko OANH eapuarm]

O Ynauua / Tpotyap

1a. [Ecau amo He s100Ka uau mpaHcnopmHoe cpedcmeso:] Bol
O Moavesn / apyras yacTHas cobcTBEHHOCTL  ———————> Ho4YeBaJ/IM / 6yJeTe HOYeBaTh 3/1eCh B MaJIaTKe 26

O 3abpolueHHbln gom / 3aaHne AHBapa?

O Mocr / nytenposog / »kenesHaa gopora ——> O a

O Napk O Her

O Nec / otkpbITOE MecTo O He 3Haro T

O TpaHcnopTHoe cpeacTso (aBToMO6MAb, rPy30BUK, GYProH, MobunbHbii gom) [nepelidume k B2]
O Nopaka [nepeiioume k B2]

O OtkasblBatocb 0TBeYaTb

O [pyroe He3alMLIEHHOE MeCTO:

2. Bbl HoueBanu / 6yaete HoueBaTb 26 AHBaPA B OAUHOUKY?
O fa O Her 2a. [Ecniu Hem:] KTo HoueBan / 6yaer HoueBaTb ¢ Bamu 26 aHBapa? [Ommembme sce
rnooxodsujue sapuaHmeoi]
[ Cynpyr / Cynpyra / NapTHep
[ PebeHok / et / BHyK (BHyuKa) / BHyKkM oo 18 net
[ Apyroit poacteeHHUK (Hanp., poautens, 6pat (cectpa), B3poc/biit pebeHoK (B3pocble
aetn), teta / gaaa, 6abywka (aeaywka))
[ He poacTBeHHUK (Hanp., APYr, Y1EH YNYHON CEMbM)

3. Bbl Bnepsble B }XU3HW CTONKHY/IUCb € TEM, YTO BaM Herge HoueBaTb?
O fa O Her O He 3Hawo O OrtKasbiBalocb 0TBEYaTb

Kak ponro Bbl npebbiBaeTe 6e340MHbIM B 3TOT pas?
(mecaues) (net) [Ecau npodonrumensHocme 12 mecayes unu 6onee, nepelioume K B6]

[Ecnu B4 meHee 12 mecaues:] Mpnxogunocb aM Bam KuUTb Ha yauue, B Nanatkax nau npmiorax KAK MUHUMYM 4 PA3A B
PA3HOE BPEMSA (Bkatouvasn atoT) 3a NOCNEAHUE 3 TOAOA?

O fa 5a. [Ecau [a:] 3a nochepgHue 3 roaa obuwiee Bpems XU3HU Ha yauue, B NanaTkax
O Her nnn nputotax cocrasnsetr HE MEHEE 12 MECALEB?
O He 3Hato O [a O Her O He 3Hato

flBnaerca am COVID-19 npuumnHoOi TOro, Uto Bbl ceiuac 6e340MHbI?  «
O fa O Her O He 3Hato O OrtKasblBaloCb O0TBEYaTb

Kak Bbl onpeaenseTte cBolo pacy / STHUUECKYIO NPUHAANEXKHOCTb? Ommemome BCE nooxodsauwue sapuaHmesi (xoms 6ol 00UH):
O AppukaHed, ] KopeHHOWM »unTenb NaBacknx uam

TUXOOKEaHCKNX OCTPOBOB

[ ChaBsHuMH

1 AMepUuKaHCKUIN MHAEeew, KOPEHHOM KuUTeab ANACKM MK
npeacTaBmTENb KOPEHHOTO Hapoaa

L1 AsnaT uam amepuKaHeL, a3maTCKoro NPOUCXoXKAeHUA

1 YepHoit pacbl nam appoamepmkaHel,

[0 UcnaHoA3bIuHbIN / JlTaTUHOamepuKaHeL,

O Beixogeu, ¢ banxHero Boctoka
JononHumensHaa uHpopmayus:

[ Benblit nnan esponeed,
[ He 3Hato
[J OTkasbiBaloCh OTBEYATb

CKonbKO BpemeHu Bbl HaxoauTtecb Ha TeppuTopum okpyra Knakamac? [Beibepume monasko ONH sapuaHm]
O He npumeHUMO, 1 MeCTHbIN yposkeHel, [mepexodume K B10]
O MeHee 3 mecaues

O 3-12 mecaues
O
O
O

13 mecaues — 2 roaa
bonee 2-x net
OTKa3bIBalOCb OTBEYATH

Bbian nu Bbl yiKe 6e3a0MHbIMM, KOrga npuexanu B okpyr Knakamac?
O fa O Her O OrtkasbliBalocb oTBEYaTb

9a. Yto npuBeno Bac cioaa? [Ommemome BCE nodxodauwue sapuaHmeoi]
O Cembs / apy3bs
0 Nowuck paboTbl
[0 MmHe 3gecb HpasuTca / xopoluas noroaa
O Jdoctyn K ycayram / pecypcam
O Apyroe:

9b. OTKyAa Bbl nepeexann? [Beibepume monsko OANH sapuaHm]
O Okpyra ManTHoma, BalwmMHITOH uan Knapk (T. e. B npeaenax Halel ropoAcKoi arnomepaumm)
O LlWrat BawmHrtroH unun KanndopHua
O WrTat OperoH, 3a npeaenamm ropoacKoi arnomepaumm
O Jpyrasa yactb CLUA
O W3-3a npegenos CLUA v

10./Cnpocume, TOJIbKO ecnu 18 nem unu cmapwe] UcnbiTbiBanu am Bbl gomaluHee Hacunme (pusumdeckoe / amouymoHanbHoe /

Bep6anbHOe) B OTHOLLIEHUAX ceiyac uam B npownom?
O [fa » | 10a. [Ecau Aa:] iBnAeTCcA v AOMALUHee Hacune
O Hert [nepelidume k B11 — Ha cnedyroweli cmpaHuue] | NPUYUHOM TOrO, YTO Bbl celyac 6e340MHbI?
O He 3Hato [nepelioume k B11 — Ha cnedyroweli cmparuye] | O Oa
O OrtkasbiBatocb oTBeyvaTh [nepelioume k B11 — Ha O Hert
cnedyroujeli cmpaHuue] O He 3Hawo
O OrtKasbiBaloCb 0TBEYaTb




11.Bbi paboraere?
O [Oa O Her

O He 3Hato

O OrtKasbiBaloCb OTBEYATh

12./Cnpocume, ecau 18 nem unu cmapwe:] Cyxunnm nu bl 8 BoopyxeHHbIx cunax CLUA (apmua, pnort, aBuauus,
KOopnyc MOPCKoOi1 nexoTbl, 6eperosas oxpaHa), cny>kuam nu 8 HaumoHanbHOM rBapAun Uam B KauecTse pesepsBucTa?

O fa O Her O He 3Hato

O OrtkasblBalocb O0TBeYaTb

13.UcnbiTbiBaeTe nu BbI 4TO-HUBYAb U3 cneaytowero? [Crpocume o Kaxcdom sapuaHme] [Ommembme BCE nodxodauwjue sapuaHmel, [a,
ecmob HeKomopebie 02paHuU4YeHHble 803MOoXHocmu, Hem U/ OmKa3biearocb omeeyams]

[0 YpesmepHoe ynotpebneHmne ankorons

[0 XpoHuueckoe 3abonesarune
[ Orcytcteme cnyxa / cnabbiii cayx

O MHBannaHoCTb BCAeACTBME NOPOKOB Pa3BUTHSA

O B4y / cnng,

[J PaccTpoiicTBO NCcMxmMyeckoro 340p0BbA
0 dusnyeckas HegeecnocobHOCTb

0 HapyuweHwne 3peHus

[0 HapyweHwe, ceazaHHOe € ynoTpebieHMem HaAPKOTMKOB

O [a, ecTb HEKOTOPbIE OrpaHMYEHHbIE BO3MOMHOCTU / TOYHO He YCTaHOB/IEHbI (€CTb OrpaHnyeHne
BO3MOHOCTEW, HO KOHKPETHble 3a60/1eBaHNA He YKa3aHbl)

O Her, He npuMeHnMo

O OrTKasbIBaloCb OTBEYaTh

14. fenanu nu BbI Kakue-nM60 NpuBMBKK ot COVID-19?

O [Qa

YJ/IEHbI CEMbM.

[LOMONHUTENIbHbIN YNIEH CEMbU Ne 1

[LOMONHUTENIbHBIN YNEH CEMbU Ne 2

1. Kem Bbl NpUXOAUTECH /IULY, 3aNOHUBLLEMY IUCT A 3TOM
dopmbi? [Beibepume mosnsko OANH eapuaHm]

Cynpyr (Cynpyra) / MapTHep

Pe6eHok / letn / BHyK (BHyuKa) o 18 net

Lpyroit poacTBEHHWK (Hanp., poauTens, 6par (cectpa),
B3pOC/IbI pebeHoK (B3pocsible aetu), Teta / aaan,
6abyLwkKa (aeaywka))

O He poacTBeHHWK (Hanp., APYr, YeH YUYHON CeMbM)

[oXoXNe)

Cynpyr (Cynpyra) / MapTHep

Pe6eHok / letn / BHyK (BHyuKa) o 18 net

Lpyroit poacTBEHHWMK (Hanp., poauTens, 6par (cectpa),
B3pOC/bI pebeHoK (B3pocsible aetu), Teta / aaan,
6abyLwka (aeaywka))

O He poacTBeHHWK (Hanp., APYr, YeH YUYHON CeMbM)

[oXoXNe)

O Her [nepeiioume k MPUMEYAHWIO]
O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k MPUMEYAHUIO

O OrkasbiBalocb oTBeYaThb [epelidume K

MPUMEYAHUIO]

0 Moderna

[ Pfizer

O Johnson & Johnson
[0 He 3Hato

[ OtkasbiBatocb oTBevaTh

O 1 ykon [nepeiidume k MPUMEYAHUIO]

> 14a. [Ecau [a:] KaKoit BakunHon? [Ommemosme BCE nooxoosuwue sapuaHmsi]

14b. [Ecnu [a:] CkonbKo ykonos Bam caenanu? [Beibepume monsko OANH sapuaHm]

2. Bbl BNepBble B MU3HM CTOJIKHY/IUCb C TEM, YTO BaM Herae O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH
HouyeBaTb?
3. Kak fonro Bbl npebbiBaeTe 6€340MHbIM B 3TOT pa3? (mec.) (nert) (mec.) (net)
[Ecnu 12 mecauyes unu b6onee, nepelioume k B5] [Ecnu 12 mecaues unu 6onee, nepelioume k B5]
4. [Ecnu B3 < 12 mec.:] unm nv Bbl Ha yamue uam B npuote no | O fa O Ja
KpaiiHeit mepe 4 pasa B pa3Hoe Bpems 3a nocneanve 3 roga | O  Hert [nepelidume k B5] O Her [nepeiidume k B5]
(BK/ItOYaA 3TOT pas)? O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k B5] O He 3Hato [nepeiidume k B5]
da. [Ecau Q4 =[fa:] Cocmasnsem nu obwee epems eawezo | O  [a O [Oa
npebbleaHUsA Ha yauye unu 8 nputome no meHowel mepe 12 | O  Her O Her
mecayes 3a nocnedHue 3 200a?? O He 3Hato O He 3Hato
5. Kak Bbl onpegenseTe cBO pacy / 3STHUYECKYIO O AdpukaHew, O KopeHHO skuTenb FaBanckux nam O AdpukaHew, O KopeHHOM kuTenb FaBanckux nam
NPUHaANEKHOCTL? TUXOOKEAHCKMX OCTPOBOB TUXOOKEAHCKMX OCTPOBOB
[Ommembme BCE nodxodawue sapuaHmesl, xoms 661 00uH] |1 AmepuKaHCKMit MHAEeL, KOPEHHOM KUTeb ANACKU Uan [0 AmepuKaHCKMit MHAEeL, KOPEHHOM KUTeb ANACKU NAn
npeacTasuTesib KopeHHoro Hapoaa [ ChassaHuH npeacTasuTesib KopeHHoro Hapoaa [ ChassaHuH
[0 Asuat / amepuKaHeL, a3MaTCKOro NPOUCXOXKAEHMA [0 Asuat / amepuKaHeL, a3MaTCKOro NPOUCXOXKAEHMA
[0 Benbiin / eBponeet, [0 Benbiin / eBponeet,
[0 YepHoit pacbl / appoamepukarew, [1 He 3Hato [0 YepHoit pacbl / appoamepukaHew, [1 He 3Hato
[0 Bbixoaew ¢ BavskHero BocToka [0 Bbixoaew ¢ BanskHero BocToka
[0 OrtkasbiBatoch oTBEYATH [0 OrkasbiBatoch oTBEYATH

ZlononHumesnbHas UHGOPMayus:

ZlononHumesnbHas UHGOPMayus:

6. [lenanu nv bl Kakne-nnbo npusmekmu ot COVID-19? O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb
6a. [Ecam [la:] Kakoi BakumHOM? [OTMeTbTe BCe O Moderna O HesHarw O Moderna O HesHarw
noaxoAsALme BapuaHTbl] O Pfizer O OTKa3blBalOCb OTBEYATb O Pfizer O OTKa3blBalOCb OTBEYATb

O  Johnson & Johnson

O Johnson & Johnson

6b. [Ecnun Ja:] CKonbKo yKonoB Bam caenanm?

O  1ykon O  Bosblue 2-X yKoNoB

O 1ykon O  Bosblie 2-X yKoNoB

O  2ykona O  He 3Hato O 2ykona O  HesHaw
O  OTKasblBalocb OTBeYaTh O  OtkasblBaloCb OTBeYaTb
6¢. [Ecnm «2 ykona» unm «bonble 2-x ykonos»:] boinm  |O fa O He 3Hato O fa O He 3Hato
OZMH U3 3TUX YKOJI0B ByCTEPHbIM? O Her O OTKa3bIBalOCh OTBEYATH O Her O OTKa3blBalOCh OTBEYATH

3ABEPLUMTE OFPOC 34ECh [TPY AHKETUPOBAHUWW [IETEV 017 /i

ET

7. Bbl pabotaeTe?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBaloCb OTBEYATH

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBaloCb OTBEYATH

O 2 ykona

O Bbonblue 2-x yKoN0B

v

14c. [Ecnu «2 ykona» unu «bonbwe 2-
X YK0s108»:] Bbln NN OAUH U3 3TUX

O He 3Hato [nepeiioume k MIPUMEYAHUIO]

O OrtkasbiBatocbk oTBevaThb [nepeiidume K
MPUMEYAHUIO]

v

yKon0B 6ycTepHbIM?
O [Oa
O Hert
O He 3Hato
O OrtkasblBalocb oTBEYaTb

8. Cnyxkunu nv Bbl B BoopyrkeHHbIX cunax CLUA (APMUSA,
®/10T, ABUALMA, KOPMYC MOPCKOW MEXOTbI, BEPETOBAA
OXPAHA) nnu 66111 Npu3BaHbl Ha AENCTBUTENbHYIO CNYKOY
B HauMoHanbHoii MBapaun Unu Kak pesepsuct?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH

O fa OHer OHesHao O OtkasbiBatoCb OTBEYATH

9. Kak fonro Bbl HaxoauTech B oKpyr Knakamac ? O <3 mecaues O >2 ner O <3 mecaues O >2 net
O 3-12 mec. O He npyMeHMMO, i MECTHbII ypoXeHeL, O 3-12 mec. O He npyMeHMMO, i MEeCTHBbIN ypoXKeHeL,
O 1-2 roga [nepexodume k B11] O 1-2 roga [nepexodume k B11]

10. bBbin Av Bbl 6€340MHbIM, KOTAa NPUEXanU B OKPYT O fda O Her O OtkasblBalocb OTBeYaTh O fda O Her O OtkasblBalocb OTBeYaTh

Knakamac?

EC/I1 [O/1YYUTb OTBETbI HA
BOMPOCbI A-D HEBO3MOHO,
MEPEVIANTE K C/IELQYIOLLEMY
YYACTHUKY

OONONHUTENBHbIA YEH CEMbM Ne 1

AOMNONHUTENBLHbIN YNEH CEMbM Ne 2

[Bbibepume moneko OAMH eapuaHm]

ropojcKas arnomepaums)

O wrat OperoH, 3a npegenamm O LUTaT BalwmHITOH nan
KanndbopHusa roposcKoit arnomepaumm

O [Apyras yactb CLLA

10a. Yvo npuseno Bac cloga? [0 Cembs / apy3bn O Aoctyn Kk ycayram / [0 Cembs / apy3bn O Aoctyn Kk ycayram /
- [Ommememe BCE nodxodauwjue sapuaHmel] [0 Mowuck pa6orbl pecypcam [0 Mowuck paborbl pecypcam
NMPUMEYAHMUE: Ucnonbayiite aToT pasaen dopmbl, 4Tobbl cobpatb MHpopmauuio o JOMNONHUTE/IbHbIX YNEHAX O Mue snecs Hpasutea/ Ol flpyroe: O Mue specs Hpasurea/ O flpyroe:
CEMbW 3TOTrO pecnoHaeHTa xopoLwas noroga xopowas noroga
10b. OTKyaa Bbl Npuexann? O Okpyra ManTtHoma, wrat BawwuHrroH uam okpyr Knapk (. e. | O Okpyra MantHoma, wraT BawuHrToH nam okpyr Knapk (1. e.

ropojacKan arnomepaums)

O wrat OperoH, 3a npegenamm O LUTaT BalwmHITOH nan
KanndbopHusa roposcKoit arnomepaumm

O [Apyras yactb CLLA

A. Mepsas bykea UMEHU
[06a3amenbHO]

B. MepBble Tpyu BYKBbI
SAMUIINN [o6sa3amenbHO]

C. Kakoli Baw Bo3pact?
...[obasamenero] ]
D. Kak Bbl onpegensete cBom
non? [Ommemosme BCE

nooxoosuwue 8apuaHmMsi]

O m O Tpancrengep O non, koTopbiit He

03K O He onpegenuncs | asnsetca ogHoO3HauHO
KEHCKUM» 1N
CKMYKCKUM»

O m O Tpancrengep
O K O He onpegenunncs | aBnaetca ogHO3HaYHO

O Non, koTopblit He

KHKEHCKMM» Unun

KMYMKCKMM»

11. MWcnbiTbiBanu M Bbl AOMalwHee Hacuame (dusmdeckoe/ | O fa O Hert [nepeiidume k B12] O fa O Hert [nepeiioume k B12]
amoumoHanbHoe / BepbanbHoe) B OTHOLWEHUAX ceivac O He 3Hato [nepelidume k B12] O He 3Hato [nepelidume k B12]
VAW B NpoLom? O OrtkasbiBatocb oTBeyaTh [nepelidume k B12] O OrkasbiBatocb oTBeyaTth [nepelidume k B12]
1la. [Ecau Q11 =/fa:] ABnaeTca M AOMaLLHEe Hacuame O fda O He 3Hato O Dda O He 3Hato
NPUYUHOM TOTO, YTO BbI Ceityac 6e3f0MHbI? O Her O OrtkasblBalocb 0TBEYATH O Her O OrtkasblBalocb 0TBEYATb
12. Bbl UcnbITbiBaeTe 4T0-1160 U3 CresytoLLero? O YpeamepHoe ynotpebneHne ankorons O YpeamepHoe ynotpebneHne ankorons
[Cnpocume o kaxdom sapuaHme omoesnbHo] O Bny /cnng O Bny /cnng
[Ommememe BCE nodxodsawue sapuaHmsl N [0 XpoHuyeckoe 3abonesaHue [0 XpoHuyeckoe 3abonesaHve
8blbepume Hekomopble 02paHU4eHHble 803MOKHOCMU [0 PaccTpoiicTBO NCMXMYECKOro 340P0BbA O PaccTpoiicTBO NCHUXMYECKOro 340P0BbA
W/ Hem, He npumeHumo U/IM Omka3biearocs [0 WHBannaHOCTb BCEACTBME NOPOKOB Pa3BUTUA [0 WHBanuaHoOCTb BCEACTBME NOPOKOB Pa3BUTUA
omeeyams] O ®usnueckasn HegeecnocobHOCTL O ®usnueckasn HegeecnocobHOCTL
O Orcyrcteue cnyxa / cnabbiii cayx O Orcyrcteue cnyxa / cnabbiit cayx
[0 HapyweHue 3peHus [0 HapyweHue 3peHus
O HapyweHwe, cBazaHHoe ¢ ynoTpebeHnem HapKOTUKOB O HapyweHwe, cBazaHHOe ¢ ynoTpebieHnem HapKOTUKOB

O HekoTopble orpaHuyeHHble BoamoxkHoctn O Hert, He
npumernmo O OTKa3blBatoCb OTBEYATHL

O HekoTopble orpaHuyeHHble BoamoxkHoctn O Hert, He
npumernmo O OTKa3blBatoCb OTBEYATH

13. Asnsetca v COVID-19 npuymHOW TOro, YTO Bbl Ceiyac

6€e34,0MHbI?

O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb

O fa OHer OHesHao O OTKasbiBalOCh OTBEYATb
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