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February 10, 2026

BY EMAIL (housing.dlcd@dlcd.oregon.qgov)

DLCD Housing Division
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150
Salem, OR 97301

Re: Metro Regional Housing Coordination Strategy (RHCS)
Dear Housing Division Staff,

This letter is submitted jointly by Housing Land Advocates (HLA) and the Fair Housing
Council of Oregon (FHCO). Both HLA and FHCO are non-profit organizations that advocate for
land use policies and practices that ensure an adequate and appropriate supply of affordable housing
for all Oregonians. FHCO's interests relate to a jurisdiction's obligation to affirmatively further fair
housing. Please include these comments in the record for the Metro Regional Housing Coordination
Strategy (RHCS).

By way of reminder, HLA has spent more than a decade urging Metro to plan for affordable
housing, often with FHCO's support. HLA began its advocacy by requesting data on race and
ethnicity and housing planning, but were never provided the data. HLA commented in 2016,
pleading with Metro to plan for affordable housing. See attached. Notwithstanding these requests,
Metro has time and again expanded the urban growth boundary without requiring affordable housing
planning as a prerequisite to such expansions. In 2020, over 2,000 acres were added to the boundary
to Wilsonville, Hillsboro, Beaverton, and King City without an affordable housing requirement.
Similarly, the pending Sherwood boundary expansion would also allow an expansion without an
affordability component. With this background, HLA and FHCO identify the significant shortfall of
yet another Metro planning document.

By Metro's own acknowledgement and in agreement with the assessment of HLA and
FHCO, "the housing market does not abide by city or county boundaries™ and therefore Metro's
planning efforts are critical to the housing production of the region. RHCS, p. 5. This duty to fulfill
its unique role and ensure that residents in the Portland Metro Area have access to needed housing is
legally mandated by the Oregon Housing Needs Analysis (OHNA) program through the RHCS
process.

HLA and FHCO are disappointed that the long-awaited Metro RHCS falls flat. Again, by its
own admission, only one of the proposed 16 strategies in this document will have a high impact, and
that strategy is the highly vaguely worded, "Consider the viability and feasibility of new funding for
affordable housing development and preservation.” RHCS, p. 9. Presumably this strategy would
consider the possibility of renewal of Metro's construction bond. HLA and FHCO have longstanding
concerns about Metro's actions to create long documents that are unread and not utilized. Once
again Metro seems to fall on the same trajectory of vague planning concepts with no meaningful
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again Metro seems to fall on the same trajectory of vague planning concepts with no meaningful
timelines. The RHCS continues this past-practice by stating this strategy: "Begin a Metro-Urban
Growth Management Function Plan." RHCS, p. 9. The suggestion that Metro only "begin" to plan
means that we have no timeline for completion or commitment to whatever the plan outlines as
priorities, including metrics of success. In conclusion, this RHCS is a textbook example of wasted
opportunity. Metro is also jettisoning its power of the purse. Metro could be more prescriptive in its
grant funding by requiring more aggressive efforts by local governments in affirmatively furthering
fair housing. Tellingly, in another context, Metro declines to be prescriptive when it could be in its
role providing technical assistance to jurisdictions once their HPS has been approved..

Despite the above shortfalls, several initiatives in the Metro RHCS may help move the ball
forward, if only they had timelines associated with the strategy. These include "Funding and support
for local housing production strategy implementation" and "Develop or support the development of a
coordinated affordable housing operational stabilization strategy." RHCS, p. 8. However, these
strategies do not showcase the most basic of standards that the Department of Land Conversation
and Development (DLCD) have held cities to in the HPS process, such as having a defined outcome
and set timeline. We are left with many questions.

How do these strategies accelerate housing production tin cities with demonstrated failed
track records of building needed housing? By conditioning their funding on metrics, for example?
What criteria will Metro use to distribute its funding for technical assistance for implementation of
the HPS and other planning efforts. The RHCS states "Because this action is intended to support
implementation of city strategies that have been approved by DLCD, grant eligibility criteria will not
be overly prescriptive regarding housing types, locations, affordability, or other characteristics."
There is no need to defer the commitment to stimulating production of affordable housing to the
State where local expertise and knowledge could improve outcomes, particularly with the added
benefit of informed input at public hearings.

HLA and FHCO recommend DLCD remand the RHCS until the document reflects clear
timelines for completing actions, as well as aligning funding with affordable housing goals.
Thank you for your consideration. Please provide written notice of your decision to, FHCO, c/o
Shyle Ruder, at 1221 SW Yamhill Street, #305, Portland, OR 97205 and HLA, c/o Jennifer Bragar,
at 121 SW Morrison Street, Suite 2 1850, Portland, OR 97204. Please feel free to email project
coordinator Mathew Hogan at mathew.jamesFHCO@gmail.com

John Miller, Executive Director Jennifer Bragar, President
Fair Housing Council of Oregon Housing Land Advocates

cc: (by email)
HLA Board
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Based upon the lack of compliance with the ordinances listed above, a reasonable

person would conclude that many local governments in the region do not feel any need to

ith affordable housing. ' e only way to address this lack of compliance by local
ctions is for Metro to take its own obligations seriously and develop an enforcement

ire that conveys the necessity to comply with the ordinances. Providing technical

ince and acting as a “convener” may be one role for Metro to address the affordable

\g crisis, but it does nothing to confront the lack of action by local jurisdictions on this
Metro should make it a priority to work with local governments to revise their

ind land use regulations to provide the circumstances in which affordable housing

e provided.

Metro must face up to its own obligations in dealing with affordable housing in the

region. Regional government is more than admiring furry creatures at a regional zoo or
cutting ribbons for projects. Metro was established to deal with regional problems but it

has fa
one. '

:d to recognize that the equitable distribution of affordable housing is a regional
ere are few more important problems than providing for affordable housing in our

region. We call for Metro to be an active participantinr olving the regional housing crisis
and pledge to do our best to assure that end.

CC:

Sincerely,

Housing Land Advocates

Jenniter Bragar
President

Via E-Mail:
Metro Chair Tom Hughes and Councilors
Martha Bennett
Emily Lieb
m Rue LCD Director
Richard Whitman
Margaret VanVliet, Oregon Housing and Community Services Director
Daniel Ledezma

GSB:7580260.1 [39124.00600]





