OREGON STATE HOUSING COUNCIL
Minutes of Meeting

Meeting Location:
New Columbia Community Education Center
4625 N. Trenton Street
Portland, OR 97203

9:00 a.m.
June 17, 2011

MEMBERS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT

Maggie LaMont, Chair Rick Crager, Acting Director

John Epstein Nancy Cain, Chief Financial Officer

Mike Fieldman Vince Chiotti, Regional Advisor to the

Nancy McLaughlin (via phone) Department

Jeana Woolley Lisa Joyce, Policy and Communication Unit
Manager

MEMBERS ABSENT Betty Markey, Senior Policy Advisor

Tammy Baney Roz Barnes, Loan Officer

Francisco Lépez Aria Seligmann, Senior Communication Advisor
Sue Harris, Communications Specialist

GUESTS Jo Rawlins, Recorder

Steve Rudman, Home Forward

Dee Walsh, REACH

Kenny LaPoint, Housing Works
Martha McLennon, Northwest Housing
Alternatives

Charles Fuuches, PCRI

Tom Cusak

l. CALL TO ORDER : Chair LaMont calls the June 17, 2011 meeting to order at 9:10
a.m.

. ROLL CALL : Chair LaMont asks for roll call.Present. John Epstein, Mike
Fieldman, Nancy McLaughlin (via phone), Jeana Woolly and Chair LaMont. Absent:
Tammy Baney and Francisco Lopez

1. PUBLIC COMMENT : Steve Rudman, Executive Director of Home Forwat,
welcomes Council to New Columbia and thanks themiHeir service. He says the state played
a huge role in funding the New Columbia, which haen open for five years and is a little city
and a work in progress. He also thanks Counciltf@ir support of Hillsdale Terrace and
Humboldt Gardens, and says Hillsdale’s access fmorynity is unlike any public housing
property they own. This is the last year of HOPEaWd he thanks Council for their support of
the projects. He explains that they have justaretted and that the board has wrestled with what
a housing authority is in 2011. They try to pravi&tability through housing and then support for
tenants to reach their potential. Their rebrandsngn attempt to be aspirational, since they need
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to make sure taxpayers see that they are stewhfdsds, as well as the 15,000 households they
serve. Fieldman asks how many units they hav®udman states that they own 6,500 units,
and through the voucher program another 8,000, thed through various rent assistance
programs about 2,500, for a total of about 17,00@skholds. Woolley asks what he thinks
needs to be done related to the issue that wéeipaper recently about people not being able to
get housing with their voucher®udman says it is controversial and a challenge everywhére

is about whether sources of income should be segied class. The Section 8 program is a
private sector program, providing rent assistangerivate landlords, who often times are social
landlords. It is a relationship where they arefnatding the tenancy, but rent assistance, so they
want private sector landlords to volunteer to pgrtte in the program. It is a market program.
Because it is basically a lottery, people have 620 days to find a landlord who will rent to
them. If they are unable to find a landlord, thiegy are required to give their voucher back and
then someone else tries. They have a mitigation filmat has not yet been used, that is for
helping landlords if there is damage, because tleepot want them to lose out for doing the
right thing. Some of the smaller housing authesithave a harder time setting up such a fund,
and he believes it might be good to create a stdeefund. He says the article was timely in that
it is a landlord marketWoolley says if the objection is that Section 8 tenanit deimage the
property, is there more that can be done to méiglaat? Rudman answers yes. Education for
tenants and a landlord fund for unusual or exceptialamage. Dee Walsh of REACH
Community Development, says she would like to duat Home Forward put together a task
force of landlords a few years ago to talk abowt tieey could make it more acceptable to rent
to Section 8 tenants. She says it is not jusiptireeption of the tenants, there is also red tape
involved and some landlords do not want to hassle that. Fieldman says his organization
has offered education to landlords and it has memessful, once they understand they are
getting the same applicant pool, but with a secueatipayment.

V. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Chair LaMont asks if there are any corrections to the May I83,12Minutes.
Epstein asks if there is a procedure for people to abdtam voting on meeting minutes if they
did not attend the meeting/Voolley says she usually abstainsaMont says she has not seen
where there are any objections to Kieldman states that it is a personal choice. There being
no corrections, the Motion was read:

MOTION: Fieldman moves that the Housing Council aprove the
Minutes of the May 13, 2011 Council meeting.

VOTE: In aroll call vote the motion passes. Memérs Present: Mike
Fieldman, Nancy McLaughlin, Jeana Woolley and ChairLaMont.
Abstains: John Epstein. Absent:. Tammy Baney and-rancisco
Lopez.

V. RESIDENTIAL CONSENT CALENDAR : Crager says a Single Family Report will
be given at next month’s Council meeting.

VI. NEW BUSINESS None.
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VII.

SPECIAL REPORTS:
A. RAD Report (Metro/North Coast Region). Vince Chiotti, Regional Advisor to the

Department, reports the following for his region.

Steve Rudman spoke earlier about their succes©&BI. Clackamas County also had a
HOPE VI application for a property in Oregon Cibat was built at the same time and for
the same purpose as Columbia Villa. It was Navysing which is still standing and
probably shouldn’t be. They are trying to figune bow to take care of the 227 units. The
land that the project sits on is a nice piece aflJanuch larger than the 227 units, and it
could have much more density.

Portland has been using a lot of tax credit finagdhe last few years to build a lot of
needed projects. Block 49 and the Resource AdCerter (Bud Clark Commons) have all
had upwards of $29M each of TIF (Tax Increment R@idg) money in them. Because of
weaker than expected growth and property taxesgthitFs are close to empty. In 2010-11,
Portland Housing Bureau had $54M in TIF money féordable housing projects; in 2013-
14 that will be $11M. They will have an expectedmin both CDBG and HOME, and they
will have a jump in the Housing Investment Fund eyfrom $14M in 2010-11, to $4M in
2013-14. Overall they are looking at $50M less granum to spend on affordable housing
in four years. That will change the dynamic of quojects and our participation in the
Portland area.

In the Metro area the department is looking intarging the way it funds the tax credits
(LIHTCs) in the 9% competitive round. There isagp®n tax credit projects of 10% of the
annual amount. While that has been successfiliheis not allow the department to build the
larger projects that it should be participatingaihtransit-oriented developments (TOD).
The Metro has just completed spending over $1.6B bght rail system, and will spend the
same amount on another one. We do not have the todelp leverage those federal
dollars by building larger needed projects at TQatisns. With the cap and the cost of
development, a 40-50 unit tax credit project cdagdbuilt. We have some very good TOD
sites that should easily build 80-120 units, butoaenot do that in the CFC with our current
funding.

One of the things he is proposing is to changewag projects are funded. Historically,
Multnomah County has had its own set aside and @ackamas and Washington Counties
compete with the other urban areas of Salem-Kekegene-Springfield and Corvallis for
funding. Because of the match that Portland has ha one else can come in with $20M
for a project, so it has made the playing field enfair if we just separate Portland out. If
we combine these three counties into one competftimding cycle, we are proposing to
raise the cap if you have a TOD development. Thieselopments would include transit,
commercial shopping, and the like. So, for examm@ateway in east Portland, Hillsdale
Station in Hillsboro, and others that are desigieedave more dense housing. These three
counties have 45% of the state’s population ang tpet 40-45% of the Low Income
Housing Tax Credits. What he proposes is a wagoaibining the three counties into one
competitive cycle. For a TOD project the cap Wil raised to a yet undetermined level. We
would be better leveraging the kinds of developmenirban areas. The downside is, we
will do less projects. This will only fly if the aetropolitan people agree to it and the rest of
the state knows there is no net loss to them inTidkl He hopes to have that implemented
by next year's CFC. | have had some meetings sothe government agencies and have
some feedback and they are looking forward to disiag this further. He has had some
discussions with many of the nonprofits, but he matsmet with all of them. He will meet
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with Oregon ON next week. He thinks this will hdpild the kind of units that should be
built at those stations. The market is gettingptieg for apartments. We are not seeing the
7-10% vacancies any more; we are seeing 2-3% vgcaMe are seeing market apartments
pushing 60% and above, especially in the suburbantes. Washington County grows by
10,000 people every year and in the last four yeat®ne new apartment building has been
built. There will soon be a pent up demand forrepeants and he thinks the bond and 4%
product will come back. It may not be the way #&sabut, hopefully, a whole lot better than
it has been these last four years.

Woolley asks what the process is for merging the threetmsifor tax creditsChiotti says
that so far he has had a meeting with all the fogdigencies from the three counties. He
got some feedback, from Clackamas County espectalfy the concept is fine but that we
are going too big at 160 units. The input from gloeernment has been positive with some
tweaks. He says he has discussed it with quigsveof the nonprofits and have had no push
back. There will be winners and losers in thi&loolley says this is clearly going to put
some people out of busines€hiotti adds that potentially it could put some of the demal
organizations out of businesgVoolley says she wants to make sure we are going through a
process and asks where the approval points@néotti replies that he thought it was in the
QAP, but it is not, so he doesn’t know the answethiat yet. Crager says his intention
would be that, although it is not in the QAP, tlaeng process would be followed. It will
need to have a public process and have Housing dlgufinal approval. Chiotti states
that the department will follow the identical pah if it were in the QAPWoolley says she
wants to hear back from him as to what is comingaduhe contacts, and that it would be
helpful farther down the road, if he could talk abahat this means in terms of numbers.
Chiotti states that if this happens, there will be twdhoee less projects in the metro area.
Not less units, but less dealEpstein says he assumes he means transit based whenshe say
reaching out to government, and it might be thatefget some more of METRO’s money
we can pull some of our money to do another 40-project in the metro area. Perhaps
there is even a federal transportation sourcedbakd be tapped. He says the department
should also consider leverage pointShiotti says this came up last year when the metro
area was applying for a $5M planning grant from HWRd he saw the counties working
together. He has had many talks with TOD peopl®BTRO and Tri-Met. The TOD
money that does come into this area, has gone sbatdw affordable housing, but not as
much as it should.

Crager asks about the ready-to-rent guarantee dollarthefe is a way to incentivize private
landlords, and the status of the Tenant Readin@gggm. Discussion follows. He says perhaps it
warrants a conversation with housing authorities] & there is trouble in terms of getting private
landlords to rent to certain Oregonians, perhapsetis a way to use the Tenant Readiness program.
He explains that the program goes back to 2000,tasdb1M worth of resources set aside that is
available as a guarantee. If a private landlsravilling, a tenant can go through an education
program to be a better renter and then the depattmil put on a $1,000 guarantee that if the
person does not pay the rent or there is damatifestonit, the state will cover some of those costs.
There was success with that early on and there wasefew claims. Fieldman asks if it helped
fund the education programsCrager says no. It was done in conjunction with somethaf
department’s training programs that were alreadglate. Cain says that at that time HUD had
funded a training program initially, and that walsere the payment for the training came in. It was
partnered with community action resourcdseldman says UCAN has the Last Chance Renters
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program, and that sounds like the same thing. Tiee struggled with trying to maintain the
program. Crager suggests that is something the department canit@ok Chiotti comments that

it seems to be a much bigger problem with smaltersing authoritiesLaMont states that housing
authorities checked in on that program and there avdetermination that they were not eligible.
She says some more outreach and research woulddoe §rager says he recalls that the $1M
was reduced down to $500,000 because it was nog hsied. Cain says it was reduced and it was
offered to the community action networkaMont comments that housing authority staff does not
seem to be aware that the program is availaGleager says he will do some follow up on and try
to put this on the Association of Housing Authoniteeting agendasEpstein adds that in urban
areas they are doing outreach and training to igdavelopers to get that accepted. It would seem
that if a trade organization would fund the edwratand training, then we would offer the
guarantee program.

. Because of the Governor's Regional Solutions Teathsre will be changes in the
geography of the RAD regions, and it looks likesk get the northern coast region back.
. At next month’s Council meeting, there will be salerojects presented that were in an

RFA for existing projects that needed money toanghemselves. These are projects that
are 15-30 years old. Some of those projects ara the north coast. One from Vernonia,
the Blue Heron, is a 15-year old apartment buildhrg had huge flooding issues in '96 and
again in ‘07. They needed some money to finidingfthe project another foot and a half.
Another project that is happening quickly in Astéois The Astor Hotel. This is a beautiful
1920 building that has housed 66 very low-incommilias for the last 25 years under the
HUD Mod Rehab Program, which no longer provides nesources. It has been owned for
the last 20 years by an out-of-state syndicatewals then purchased a few years ago by
some locals who are spending a lot of money in destixing up and renovating buildings.
They are thinking of getting out of the programd @nthey do, we will lose 60 vouchers for
very low-income people. The department is workinth them to see what kind of services
it can recommend so they can manage these clients year or so to figure out how to
finance and sell it to a nonprofit. They will makeeir determination at the end of this
month, so this has been a quick process. It wildldifficult sale for many reason€rager
states that Vince and his response to all of tlis been great. There are elderly and
mentally ill individuals in this project that wibe displaced if we lose it. Vince is getting
the correct partners around the table to startudsons. He says they met with Oregon
Health Authority yesterday, who indicated a willimggs to helpFieldman asks if there is a
chance HUD would go for more than a one-year rehevzhiotti responds that he has
talked to them, and they will not because this ppogended 15 years aghaMont asks if
HUD would give the residents their voucher€hiotti says yes, but there is no place for
them to go and half would not be able to stay i@ tommunity. LaMont asks if the
building is in good shapeChiotti responds that it had some major work done about 20
years agobut he believes it still needs more rehdtaMont asks if he has talked to the
local housing authority to see if they would theoject-base the vouchers backhiotti
says to get the financing done, he believes it si¢ede 100% project-based. The housing
authority is willing to put 6 project-based unitsthere to help the project be financeable,
but they do not have enough vouchekstMont says if they are receiving vouchers for the
ones already in there, they could turn around anpeet-base them back irChiotti says he
does not know the answer to thataMont adds that she was throwing that out in case
HUD does not want to continueChiotti says that is a good point, and he will follow up o
that.
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o Workforce housing is still an issue on the northsto In some places, the wages are so low
that someone who makes minimum wage is above 60B&bf So if they make $9.65 an
hour, they do not qualify for affordable housingThere is a disconnect in tourist
communities. In Tillamook County someone makin§o6AMI, is equivalent to 40% AMI
in Portland. Oregon Solutions has been workinghensame issue in Pendleton, which is
worse than on the coasiCrager says that, in terms of workforce housing, it i$ jugt one
area’s issue. The department is trying to detezntiie best approach, such as what are
some of the recommendations we would make in teohsstatutory changes and
administrative rule change. There will be somendhi we will take to our federal
delegation, and there are financing tools we madre consider. Bob Gillespie has been
leading up the development of a rural housing téske, and the department has
commitments on the legislative side from Senatolsdie and Representative Huffman.
Fieldman says he will be chairing that committeé@/oolley asks what the time frame is for
the task force to deliver recommendatior@rager answers that if policy bills need to be
put forward in January, then they will be lookirtgraugust through October for the window
of meetings. Woolley says this has been talked about for a long tinteshie is excited to
see the department moving forward.

VIIl.  OLD BUSINESS: None.

IX. REPORTS:

A. Legislative Update. Lisa Joyce Policy and Communication Manager, reports the
following:
. The department is close to being done. HB 2152¢twiemoves the 5 percent limit on

admin expenses from certain accounts, has passed.

. HB 2154, which changes the farmworker housing teedit program by updating the
definition of farmworker, has passed. This wembtigh a policy committee and then a
joint committee on tax credits. The definition wegpanded to include processing and
aquaculture, and also that the farmworker couldetieed or with a disability and live in
the housing financed by this credit. It allows tmee of the farmworker housing tax
credit for a manufactured dwelling park cooperativ@urchase parks.

o SB 151 passed, which allows the department to @eriterest loans.

. Our budget has passed. We got what we expectéd,$860,000 added back for the
General Fund Food progran@rager adds that one note the Council should be aware of,
and the department is trying to figure out how ili work, is that a reserve of General
Fund dollars was set aside for a supplementalveid¢eending balance. In the event
revenue falls, our General Fund programs will bduced 7 percent in 2012-13, which
are the homeless and food assistance programs.

. HB 5005, the bonding authority bill that allowstasissue our bonds for multifamily and
the residential loan program, is in Ways and Medbsager says that Jack Kenny asked
for our recommendations, and it does appear we bell cutting our limits down
substantially. Traditionally it is like a giantas to how much authority we have. The
important thing in the bond bill is how much prigadctivity allocation the department
gets, which is the amount that is allotted to uswrannual basis. That dollar amount has
remained the same, and that is the key piece tbdhd bill.

o HB 5036, the lottery backed bonds for preservatisrthe one that has the department
most anxious. There is no problem with this pietéegislation on the Senate side, but
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the House side is different. It is in a bill th@so has the bonding authority to do
construction in the university system, and we amcerned that might reduce the amount
of authority we may haveCrager adds that the department’s budget is passed ald it
include $10.5M of limitation to spend on lotteryckad bonds for preservation, but in the
case of Lottery there is always the appropriatibthose dollars. In this case, there have
been discussions by Speaker Hanna of cutting thiaéli. Our position as a state agency
is that $10.5M is in the Governor's Recommendeddtdit was already cut in half, so
that is what we want. If it is less, we will oppabat. The Governor has backed us up on
that. He says he had a conversation with Co-Speblena yesterday, and he
appreciates Mike Fieldman’s willingness to give Sgeaker Hanna a call. Although
Crager and the Co-Speaker discussed this, he veddeuto get to what his concerns are.
He really focused on cost-per-square-foot and hawehhmore expensive it was to do
affordable housing. Our advocates did a greatrjgivoviding further clarification.

The big victory is HB 2527, which extends the stinee the OAHTCs (Oregon
Affordable Housing Tax Credits) to 2020.

SB 863 passed, which is a bill that would add $10Q~Mer certain conditions, to the Low
Income Energy Assistance program.

Epstein asks if the bonding authority is using authorityifat is financial risk. Cain explains
that the bond bill has a number of limits, and phigate activity authority is the most important.
If they had restricted us there, that would hawetéd our ability to issue bonds. The other limit
that they are worried about is our overall limBecause we do not always know whether we are
going to issue multifamily bonds, elderly and disaldbonds, single family bonds, or conduit, we
over estimate our needed authorifypstein asks if the issue is about using up dollars. &iess

it is not a financial risk, and asks if it is jushere they are allocating their authority and not
giving too much to one agendyain says that is correct.

HB 2020 addresses the management-to-staff rayiogtto move to an 11:1 ratio. That
works well in areas where there are a lot of pedpiag the same thing, but not so well
in a smaller agency that is doing a number of snatlomplex tasks. Michael Jordan,
the state’s CEO, has been helping to soften thgukge and move it to more of a
collaborative approachCrager points out that Michael Jordan has been very cleatr
state government will change structurally. Theik e changes that we will have to
implement. Woolley asks what the department’s ratio {Srager says it is 7/8:1, which
are supervisory managersloyce states that the department has a number who are
management service without supervisory duties,thatiwe need to be able to hire that
level of skilled employeesWoolley asks if that input has been given back to Mr. dord
Crager says yes, and that he has been able to get tindokiflexibility in the bill. He
recognizes that you have to have management positi@mt are not supervisory, such as
our RADs. Joyce comments that there was no flexibility in the Imegng, and that is
very important to the SEIU.

Crager states that the other big piece is the negotidiietveen labor and management
with state employees’ benefits and furloughkyce adds that labor had a sit-in at the
Capitol yesterday and they are proposing a numbether actions.
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B. Oregon Homeownership Stabilization Initiative (OHS) Update. Nancy Cain,
Interim OHSI Administrator, reports the following:

. A report was submitted to Treasury on June 6.

. Loan documents have been sent out to over 2,30@tanmers. Once the documents are
returned, they will begin making payments to theldsa

. There has been a delay in processing some of émes loecause they have had to request

updated information from a couple of the banks Wwhwe had difficulty getting them the
requested information on when the next contractsanent was due.

. The majority of the loans are through Bank of AroariWells Fargo, CitiBank, Chase
and GMAC. Those banks have systems in place tloat guick interaction, and that is
why they started with them (representing 75% ofapplicants).

. They are now moving to having the data exchangke thié small and medium servicers,
which is a big success for them because the aliditye able to talk with and exchange
data with the smaller servicers opens up the psoiethe rest of the applicant borrowers.

. Even though they have had some issues around bblago pay, they have now hit the
$1M mark.

. They have a streamlined application process whih &llowed them to move loans
through quicker.

. They will be doing more compliance work on the eeslilt.

o While not all servicers have enrolled, they aredrimg around the 90% mark. They are

down to four servicers, representing 76 borrowtrai have not agreed to enroll yet.
They feel it is important to not exclude applicahecause a servicer won’t participate,
and they are looking at procedures that will stilow them to meet the criteria of the
program. The borrower would have to provide mar®rmation that they would
normally get from the servicer. Those applicantald not get some of the protections
that are offered to the banks, such as the agreemoémo foreclose on the borrower and
suspend-collection activities for the duration lod assistance. We will be working with
the Department of Justice to encourage serviceparicipate.

. They are still working on sending out denial letsterThey notify the intake agencies
when the denials go out, so they can anticipategoebntacted by the borrowe€rager
asks how many denials there are of the 6,000 apypbc Cain says there are well over
300. If additional information is needed, they ao¢ denied, but rather they send it back
to the intake agency for them to contact the apptito get the additional information.
There is about a two week turnaround time on thatgss.

Epstein asks if they wer@repared to have the Department of Justice setetddb servicers to
encourage them to take the prograr@ain says they cannot force the services to take the
program. Some states have approached this ditferamd to even apply for their programs the
servicers have to have agredgpstein asks if the agency has the right to tell the servibat in

the future they would not be allowed to use itseotproducts. Crager says we could do that.
Cain points out that at this point they have had lotsrmaé to come aroundEpstein asks if how

we are delivering this money now is meeting thedseef the servicers, and if what we will
deliver in the next 30 days will meet their needain says yes, and the irony is that some of
servicers who were complaining the most have nenhlable to give them the information they
need to make the payments, and they are readyitemdence the information is received.
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C. Report of the Chief Financial Officer. Nancy Cainreports the following:

. A bond sale was originally scheduled for the enduwdy, with closing the end of August;
however, because the single family loan reservatiave been consistent, but slow, the
sale will probably be delayed a month.

o The interest rate was lowered a few weeks ago3i653s.

. New reservations are coming in at about the samteethat cancellations are coming in,
so in the last six weeks there have been no newesetvations. The reason that is
happening is that the department ran out of dowmeat assistance about two months
ago.

. Auditors will be arriving to conduct various audits

D. Report of the Acting Director. Rick Crager reports the following:

. He commends the work of Lisa Joyce and Betty Mar&eg all the budget staff who
have worked so hard this legislative session. &¥s $he budget hearing went well, and
that everyone should feel fortunate as an agenctya time when budgets are being
reduced, we had an add back of General Fund. Gbecg still has the lottery battle
ahead, but even if we get some of that, that llsastiictory. He says it has been a team
effort.

. He will be meeting with Michael Jordan today to getense of what the next couple of
months look like and how much authority he has astarts to plan out the agency’s
2011-13 strategic plan.

. There will be six Regional Solutions Team Centemuad the state, none of which are
open yet. The first will be the Portland State \émsity site, and Vince Chiotti will be
the first RAD to be relocated. The Tillamook Centell now be more of a part time
office, maybe a day or two a week. The UniversitPregon is still targeted to be in the
Valley. They are still looking for a site in theeBd area. La Grande was going to be the
first Center to open, but the plan for facilitiedl through and they have to find a new
site. Southern Oregon State is the sixth site thatlooks like it will be ready in August.
The new discussion is Western Oregon University, #wey are considering backing off
from Tillamook.

. The Enterprise Leadership Team, that Michael Joltesasked he and 24 other state
agency heads to participate in, has a vision thiabegin a ten-year strategic budget on
behalf of the Governor and then change the way eveut budgeting for the two-year
process. It is a huge undertaking and the dirediarve given him good, frank feedback.
He thinks they are starting to narrow the focue sdme various pilot areas.

o He says he wants to compliment Nancy Cain, becslusdoo has had the task of taking
on two jobs and she has done a tremendous job.

Woolley reports that the recruitment process for the OH@&ctor has closed and there was a
ranking of candidates to get down to a group terinéw. The last meeting the committee had
was towards the end of May, and they were supptisé@ doing interviews by the middle of

June. She submitted the list of questions forrueevs that Council assisted her with. She
called last week to find out the status of the psscand was told they were on hold for a couple
of weeks because of a number of people’s calend&se says she thinks it is due to the
legislative session, and she assumes that by thefehe month this process will get reactivated.
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E. Report of the Chair. Maggie LaMont reports that this was supposed to be her
last meeting, but she has been asked to contintlerongh September until Senate confirmation
of new Council members.

X. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS . None.

Chair LaMont adjourns the meeting at 11:11 a.m.

/sl Maggie LaMont 7/15/11 /sl Rick Crager Bl
Maggie LaMont, Chair DATE Rick Crager, Acting Director DATE
Oregon State Housing Council Oregon Housing & Comunity Services
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