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INTRODUCTION

The 2019 Missouri Statewide Homelessness Study provides a summary of information available about homelessness in each Missouri
Continuum of Care (CoC) region and across the state for the 2014-2018 time period. Utilizing data from each CoC’s Point-in-Time
(PIT) Count, Housing Inventory Count (HIC), Annual Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR), system performance measure data, and
local coordinated entry systems (CES), this report reviews the state of homelessness in Missouri through the lens of data and offers
an opportunity to reflect on trends across the state and within each CoC. This report provides information covering trends in:

How many people are experiencing homelessness, including both sheltered and unsheltered populations;

Who is experiencing homelessness, including the racial composition of those experiencing homelessness, numbers of
families, unaccompanied youth, and veterans experiencing homelessness, and other specific subpopulations;

The state’s homeless housing capacity, including for emergency shelter, transitional housing, and permanent housing; and
Progress made in responding to homelessness measured using system performance measures defined by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), including how the state and communities compare related to
percentages of households served who return to homelessness after being housed, median length of time homeless,
housing access and retention, and progress toward ending homelessness for specific subpopulations.

The Missouri Housing Development Commission (MHDC) contracted with Homebase to conduct this Study and produce this report.
Homebase’s methodology for completing the study began with collecting data from the HUD Homelessness Data Exchange (HDX)
database and from CoC staff. In addition, Homebase interviewed the program and HMIS administrators for each CoC in Missouri to
offer additional context about the CoC, its data and how its homelessness system has developed in recent years. Homebase analyzed
the available information and prepared this report. This report closes out the past decade of biennial reports published by MHDC.
Previous reports were published in 2017, 2015, 2013, and 2011.

HOW TO USE THIS STUDY

The 2019 Missouri Homelessness Study is meant to provide both high-level and detailed information about homelessness statewide
and in each CoC. The first part of the Study is a series of fact sheets, one for the state of Missouri and one for each CoC, providing
high-level data about the number of people experiencing homelessness, homeless subpopulations, housing capacity, coordinated
entry system performance, and homeless system performance, including changes over the past five years. This information provides
the reader with a set of key takeaways on the number and demographics of those experiencing homelessness in the state and each
CoC, as well as relative success in responding to homelessness.

The second part of the study is a set of comprehensive data charts and tables about homelessness for each CoC and the state for the
2014-2018 time period. This data will provide the reader with easy access to a thorough set of data from the PIT, HIC, and AHAR
sources.

The goal of the 2019 Missouri Homelessness Study is to offer those within the homelessness field in Missouri an opportunity to
review available data across the state’s homeless systems of care, assess the progress made toward ending homelessness, and
identify opportunities towards ending and reducing homelessness.
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This Fact Sheet Glossary offers background information on the data sources for each section of the Fact Sheets. It also provides
additional context and caveats that the reader may consider as they review the Fact Sheets. Please note that the majority of the
data is HUD required and follows HUD guidelines. CoCs provided local Coordinated Entry System (CES) data. Each CoC's CES is
designed to meet local needs and there may be differences in how data points are measured.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

The 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) count data was collected from the HUD Homelessness Data Exchange (HDX) for each CoC. The
state data reflects the summation of the data of each CoC for each year from 2014 through 2018. This data reflects the

information submitted to HUD for the PIT Count for sheltered and unsheltered populations.

HUD requires that each CoC conduct a sheltered count every year and an unsheltered count every other year (odd years). Almost

every CoC in Missouri conducts sheltered and unsheltered counts every year. The one exception is the City of St. Louis, which in
2014 only conducted a sheltered PIT count. In the following years, the City of St. Louis conducted both a sheltered and

unsheltered count each year.

The PIT count has limitations in its ability to give an accurate count of how many people are experiencing homelessness in a
community in a given year. The count typically takes place over a period of 1-2 days in January, and only provides a snapshot of
how many people are experiencing homelessness at that particular point in time. The PIT count is a barometer of overall trends

and significant changes.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families

Family homelessness data was collected
from the HUD reported PIT count.

Domestic Violence

Data on those experiencing domestic
violence and homelessness was collected
from the HUD reported PIT count.

It is important to note that experience of
domestic violence often goes
underreported so the number experiencing
domestic violence is likely higher than
reflected in this count

Unaccompanied Youth

Unaccompanied youth homelessness
data was collected from the HUD
reported PIT count.

Data was unavailable for 2014, so this
information only covers 2015-2018 for
each CoC and the state.

Youth are a particularly difficult
population to count especially without
targeted engagement.

Veterans

Veterans homelessness data was
collected from the HUD reported PIT
count.

Race

Race data for those experiencing
homelessness was collected from the HUD
reported PIT count. Data for racial groups is
displayed based on highest percentages, so
each CoC does not include the same
categories.

In addition, 2018 Census data was used to
compare the percentage of Black or African
Americans experiencing homelessness with
their percentage of the general population.

Chronic Homelessness

Chronic homelessness data was collected
from the HUD reported PIT count.

In 2016, the definition of Chronic
Homelessness changed. This change went
into effect during the 2017 counts and for
many CoCs, the change corresponds with an
increase in the number of people
experiencing chronic homelessness.
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2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Homeless housing capacity data (as measured by the number of beds reported in the Housing Inventory Count, HIC) was
collected through the HUD-reported HIC that each CoC completes annually. The state data is a summation of the CoC-level

data.

Not all CoCs invest in the same types of homelessness housing. For example, Safe Haven housing and Other (meaning types of
permanent housing not included in another category) are two types of housing not available in all CoCs. Where data reflected
no units of a particular housing type, that category of housing was not included in the CoC's Fact Sheet.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

The system performance measure (SPM) data highlighted in the Fact Sheets was collected from HUD's System Performance

Measure Summary for 2015-2017 and the CoC's HDX report for 2018. For each data point, the State Fact Sheet is an average of all
CoCs data. This information provides an overview of how a CoC's system is performing according to the HUD defined SPMs.

SPM data is available for 2015-2018. In some cases CoCs did not have data available for particular years. When a fact sheet
does not include a data point, the CoC did not have data for that year.

Median Length of Time Homeless

SPM 1 measures median and average
length of time homeless for each CoC,
assessing the number of days a
participant is enrolled in an Emergency
Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional
Housing program. This data was
collected from data reported to HUD
and included in HDX SPM reports.

The measure used in the Fact Sheets is
the median length of time homeless.
Median number of days was chosen
over average to avoid any outlier data
that may skew the number high or low.

Coordinated Entry System Data

Returns to Homelessness

SPM 2 measures the rate of returns from
permanent housing destinations to
homelessness. This measure looks at
clients in each CoC who exited to a
permanent destination but have since
returned to homelessness as indicated
by a more recent record in Street
Outreach, Emergency Shelter, Safe
Haven, and Transitional Housing
interventions. This data was collected
from data reported to HUD and included
in HDX SPM reports.

In addition to the percent returns by
housing intervention, the Fact Sheets
also provide an average for how many
individuals served through the CoC
homelessness system return to
homelessness within 2 years from
permanent housing destinations.

Exits to Permanent Housing

SPM 7 measures the percent of those in a
CoC's homeless system of care who are
in permanent supportive housing and
retain permanent housing or exit to other
permanent housing.

The measure also looks at the percent of
people who successfully exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven,
or rapid re-housing.

The Fact Sheets include both
percentages. This data was collected
from data reported to HUD and included
in HDX SPM reports.

Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

Progress toward ending homelessness is measured by

Coordinated Entry System (CES) data was provide by the CoC
collaborative applicants and HMIS administrators. For data

sources see each Fact Sheet. Statewide totals are unavailable.

Each CoC currently has different date ranges and slightly
different data collection for CES. While this report does not
include state information, future reports may provide this
information as HUD releases additional CES quidance and
helps standardized data collection and analysis of CES data.

looking at the U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness
(USICH) list of "Communities that have ended homelessness."
This information is available online at USICH's website.

PIT count subpopulation decreases were also referenced
when appropriate.



This fact sheet provides an overview of homelessness data across the entire state of Missouri. It reflects the cumulative data from all CoCs across
Missouri between 2014 through 2018, and provides a picture of statewide performance and progress toward ending homelessness. This overview may
also provide CoCs within the state a point of comparison for their performance. It's important to note that this data reflects the data recorded within all
the CoCs across Missouri and reflects individual CoC data challenges and varying PIT count methodologies. The statewide data can offer insight into
larger trends and performance across the state and serve as a reference point for the system going forward.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

8,000 — Between 2014 and 2018 overall
7,186 homelessness in Missouri decreased 18%
7.000 — &\682\“L from 7,186 to 5,883. During this same
6,309 6,194 period, the state overall experienced a:
) 6' 7 [
6,000 — ; OB 588
4978 4885 e 26% decrease in sheltered
5,000 ' 4885 4469 homelessness (6,309 to 4,669)
4,000 — e 38% increase in unsheltered
homelessness (877 to 1,214)
3,000 —
As of 2018:
2,000 — >0
1.000 877 1071 15° 1552 144 » 79% of people experiencing
’ homelessness are sheltered in the
0 | | | | | state
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 » 21% of people experiencing
homelessness are unsheltered in the
<O- Total  =O- Sheltered Unsheltered state

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race

2% Other*

Family homelessness decreased 29%
5% Multiple Races

2014-2018, an average of
40% of those
experiencing
homelessness identified
as Black or African
American. But, as of 2018,
less than 12% of the
general population
across Missouri identifies
as Black or African

2966 3,048

The number of unaccompanied youth
increased 13% between 2015 (474) and
2018 (535)

* 77% of youth counted as

unaccompanied were between

the ages of 18-24 and 23% were ;
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 <18 years old American
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting Chronic homelessness increased 8%. This
experiences of domestic violence increased increase is impacted by a change between
47% from 691in 2014 to 1018 in 2018 2016 and 2017 in how chronic homelessness

was defined and counted

o5 1,025 1136 1087 1043

Veteran homelessness decreased
22% from 652 veterans in 2014 to
507in 2018
*QOther includes Asian, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 4

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall
homeless housing capacity 54

decreased 1% 2014 . 5,659 90

Housing capacity: 2015 5,016 148

» Decreased 3% for
Emergency Shelters 2016 - 5,522 108

e Decreased 42% for

Transitional Housing 2017 6,196 80
* Increased 161% for Rapid
Re-housing 2018 11629 5973 148
. o I I I I I I I I
Increased 5.5% for 0 2,000 4,000 6,000 8000 10000 12000 14,000
Permanent Supportive
Housing
@ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing Safe Haven @ Rapid Re-housing
Permanent Supportive Housing Other*

*QOther is defined as Other Permanent Housing - Housing with Services (no disability required for entry) and Permanent Housing - Housing Only
Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing.

On average, 92% of people in permanent
9% housing retained or exited to permanent
Ié% housing (2015-2018). 45% of people
I exited to permanent housing from
4%

Between 2015-2018, the average median 10%
length of time homeless was 42.7 days.

9%
This measure assesses the median number i 5o I 59

of days a participant is enrolled in an I3°/ 5%

I4% I4%

emergency shelter, transitional housing,

Emergency Shelter, Safe Haven or safe haven or rapid re-housing over this

Transitional Housing program.

same period.
2015 2016 2017 2018
oo S AT
@ Emergency Shelter 52%  50%

2016 _ @ Transitional Housing 39%  40%

Permanent Housing

2017 _ On average, 6% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between
2o R

| | | |
2015 and 2018. 2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing

-O- Permanent Housing Retention
Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

AlL CoCs in Missouri have implemented a As of 2019 two CoCs in Missouri have ended

= coordinated entry system (CES). Each CES is at homelessness for veterans: , ,
a different point in its implementation and has » Kansas City/Independence/Lee’s S.ummIt
varying data collection methodology. For this and Jackson and Wyandotte Counties
year's report, statewide, cumulative CES data St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan, DeKalb

: . Counties
is not available.
Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 5

homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The St. Louis County Continuum of Care (CoC) covers the St. Louis County area and the County Government is the Collaborative Applicant.

St. Louis County is unique in its proximity to the City of St. Louis, which provides opportunities for collaboration and coordination. The County's
geography covers the areas north, west, and south of the City. The St. Louis County and City CoCs share a Coordinated Entry System

(CES) and host joint meetings that bring their CoC Boards together to work more effectively and efficiently to end homelessness in the region.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC experienced

600 a 12% increase in overall homelessness from
402 to 450. During this same period, the CoC
i d a:
- 465 462 0 experienced a
400 4 —O0— 4%4 e 22% increase in sheltered
o 417 418 homelessness (347 to 424)
347 e 53% decrease in unsheltered
homelessness (55 to 26)
200 —
As of 2018:
5 ¥ 48 44 2% 8% of the state's population
experiencing homelessness resides in
0 T T T T I the CoC
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
» 6% of people experiencing
homelessness are unsheltered in the
-O- Total  -O- Sheltered Unsheltered

CoC compared to 21% across the state
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race

Family homelessness decreased 12%
233

219 200 208
The number of unaccompanied
youth increased 113% between 2015 (60)
and 2018 (128)
» 66% of youth counted as

unaccompanied were between

4% Multiple Races

Between 2014 and 2018,
75% of those
experiencing
homelessness identified
as Black or African
American. But, as of
2018, 25% of the
County's general
population identifies as

the ages of 18-24 and 34% were Black or African
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 <18 years old American
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting experiences ngroimif homelessne;séhggeasle?
of domestic violence decreased 14% from 49 % from 15 to 45 individuals
in 2014 to 42 in 2018 73
45
30
15 18
Veteran homelessness decreased 66%
from 47 veterans in 2014 to 16 in 2018 .
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 6
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how

Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018,

overall homeless 074 322
housing capacity
increased by 17%. 2015 42 888
Housing capacity: 2016 309
* Decreased 21% for
Emergency Shelters 9017 363
* Increased 26% for
Transitional Housing
* Increased 94% for 2018 L - 383
- [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ |
Rapid Re-housing 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1,000

* Increased 19% for
Permanent Supportive

Housing @ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing Other* @ Rapid Re-housing

Permanent Supportive Housing

*Other is defined as Other Permanent Housing - Housing with Services (no disability required for entry) and Permanent Housing - Housing Only
Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

O

2015-2018, the average median length of 97% of people in permanent housing

6%
5%
time homeless was 36.5 days. This 4% retained or exited to permanent housing
measure assesses the median number of 4% 0 (2015-2018). 46% of people exited to
2% I 2%
1

days a participant is enrolled in an permanent housing from emergency
Emergency Shelter, Safe Haven or shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
Transitional Housing program. rapid re-housing over this same period.

o 2015 2016 2017 2018 97% - 98% 97% 95%
_ O— O —O0——0

® Emergency Shelter

2016 _ @ Transitional Housing 44% 47% 46% 48%
Permanent Housing o—>0— —Oo——0
2017 _ On average, 3% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between
2015 and 2018.

| | | |
2018 _ 2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.  <0O- Permanent Housing Retention

The CoCs of the County and City of St. Louis share a The CoC has not ended homelessness for
e Coordinated Entry System (CES). As of February any subpopulations but it has seen

2019, 1,653 people were on the CES priority list. The decreases in families experiencing

average length of time on the list from September homelessness and veterans homelessness

2018 to February 2019 was 188 days. Over this same from 2015-2018.

period 90 households were housed through CES. .
Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 7

Source: Data provided by the St. Louis County CoC HMIS lead, ICA. homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The City of St. Louis Continuum of Care (CoC) covers the geography of the City of St. Louis. The City also serves as the Collaborative Applicant.
Close in geographic proximity, the City of St. Louis CoC shares a Coordinated Entry System (CES) with the St. Louis County CoC. This
collaborative effort has led to additional coordination to address the issue of homelessness across the region.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

1,500
Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC experienced

almost a 25% decrease in overall

homelessness from 1,258 to 949. During this

same period, the CoC experienced a:

1,000 7 * 32% decrease in sheltered
homelessness (1,258 to 852)

* 13% decrease in unsheltered homeless

- *
500 — (M2 to 97) from 2015-2018

As of 2018:

112 98 142 97 » 16% of the state's population
0 experiencing homelessness resides in

[ I [ I I the City of St. Louis CoC
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

» 10% of people experiencing
homelessness are unsheltered in the

“O- Total  -O- Sheltered Unsheltered CoC compared to 21% across the state
*An unsheltered count was not conducted in 2014.

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race
Family homelessness decreased 42%

754
565
460 °15
330 The number of unaccompanied
youth decreased 21% between 2015 (68)
and 2018 (54)
* 98% of youth counted as

unaccompanied were between

1% Other* Between 2014 and 2018,
73% of those
experiencing
homelessness identified
as Black or African
American. But, as of
2018, 46% of the City's
general population
identifies as Black or
African American

the ages of 18-24 and 2% were 2% Multiple Races
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 <18 ygars old °
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting Chronic homelessness decreased 45%
experiences of domestic violence increased from 174 to 95 individuals.'
193% from 30 in 2014 to 88 in 2018 174 168 151
110 95
Veteran homelessness decreased
15% from 160 veterans in 2014 to 136
in 2018
*Other includes Asian, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018.

. . . i X o 'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how
Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator

chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall

homeless housing capacity 2014 8 1,619
remained virtually unchanged but
the composition changed 2015 8 1,349
Housing capacity: 2016 1,396
* Decreased 9% for
Emergency Shelters 2017 1,764
» Decreased 48% for
Transitional Housing 2018 1,885
* Increased from 0 to 204 I I I [ [ [ [ |
units for Rapid Re-housing 0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000 2,500 3,000 3,500
¢ Increased 16% for
Permanent Supportive @ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing Safe Haven @ Rapid Re-housing

Housing Permanent Supportive Housing

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2015-2018, the average median length of
time homeless was 60 days. This measure
assesses the median number of days a
participant is enrolled in an Emergency
Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional Housing

96% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing
(2015-2018). 34% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or

9%

39, 4%

% 6% %
I I % SAS/O

program. rapid re-housing over this same period.

2015 2016 2017 2018 9
o 9 98% %
o
® Emergency Shelter
2016 _ @ Transitional Housing
Permanent Housin 9 A 36%
g 381:\2(7)%/0—\0
2017 _ On average, 6% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between i i i i
2015 and 2018. 2015 2016 2017 2018

o R

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX. -O- Permanent Housing Retention

The CoCs of the City and County of St. Louis share a
Coordinated Entry System (CES). As of February
2019, 1,653 people were on the CES priority list. The
average length of time on the list from September
2018 to February 2019 was 188 days. Over this same
period 90 households were housed through CES.

The CoC has not ended homelessness for
any subpopulations but it has seen
decreases in families experiencing
homelessness, veterans, and chronic
homelessness from 2015-2018.

mle

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended
Source: Data provided by the City of St. Louis CoC HMIS lead, ICA.

9

homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The counties of St. Charles, Warren and Lincoln form the "Tri-County" Continuum of Care (CoC) with Community Council of St. Charles County
serving as the Collaborative Applicant. Over the past few years, the CoC has made strides in improving data quality and timely data entry. As part
of the CoC's coordinated entry system (CES) implementation they are working to coordinate with bordering counties to track clients as they
move throughout the area. There is an emphasis on increased collaboration and taking a more regional approach to ending homelessness across
the Tri-County CoC.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

1,000 Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC

experienced a 41% decrease in overall
803 homelessness from 896 to 532. During this
750 — same period, the CoC also experienced a:

896

B 0 578 e 40% decrease in sheltered
& 532 homelessness (614 to 370)

500 — e 43% decrease in unsheltered

351 340 homelessness (282 to 162)
33—

247 230 297 As of 2018:
162

250 —

» 9% of the state's population
experiencing homelessness resides in
0 the Tri-County CoC

I I I I I
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 » 30% of people experiencing

homelessness are unsheltered in the
CoC compared to 21% across the state

-O- Total ~ -O- Sheltered Unsheltered
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race
Family homelessness decreased 57% Between 2014 and 2018,

597 548 an average of 28% of
322
272 954 The number of unaccompanied youth
increased 16% between 2015 (56) and
2018 (65)
» 82% of youth counted as

those experiencing
homelessness identified
unaccompanied were between

as Black or African
American. But, as of
2018, 3% of the Tri-
County general
population identifies as
Black or African

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 the ages of 18-24 and 18% were 5% Multiple Races AMerican
<18 years old
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
: Chronic homelessness decreased 58%
The number of people reporting S
experiences of domestic violence increased from 79 to 33 individuals.
79% from 34 in 2014 to 61in 2018 58 36
33 33
Veteran homelessness increased I
from 8 veterans in 2014 to 9 in 2018
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 10
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how

Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall
homeless housing capacity

decreased 16% 2014
2015
Housing capacity:
¢ Increased 36% for 2016
Emergency Shelters
e Decreased 14% for 2017

Transitional Housing
e Decreased 77% for Rapid 2018

108 |26 45

Re-housing
 Decreased 39% for 0

Permanent Supportive

Housing but increased 20%

for other types of

permanent housing

[
100

@ Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive Housing

[ [ I [ I
200 300 400 500 600

@ Transitional Housing Otherr @ Rapid Re-housing

*Other is defined as Other Permanent Housing - Housing with Services (no disability required for entry) and Permanent Housing - Housing Only
Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2015-2018, the average median length of
time homeless was 23 days. This measure
assesses the median number of days a
participant is enrolled in an Emergency
Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional
Housing program.

29 3%

oo o
2015
o0 |

2016

94% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing
(2015-2018). 55% of people exited to

1% permanent housing from emergency

8% shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.
4%
2% 100% 9
% 96%
I 94% 879
2017 2018 66%

49% o6% 50%

o

@ Emergency Shelter
® Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

I I I I
On average, 8% of people returned to 2015 2016 2017 2018

homelessness within two years between

2015 and 2018.

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

The Tri-County CoC CES data from January 2018 to
June 2019 shows that through CES:
¢ 4,568 people were assessed for
prevention/diversion and 3,109 were
diverted from shelters
¢ 551 people were active on the priority list
+ 706 people were housed

=

Source: Data accessed at: https://public.tableau.com/profile/communitycouncil#!/

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
-O- Permanent Housing Retention

The CoC has not ended homelessness for
any subpopulations but it has seen
decreases in families experiencing
homelessness and chronic homelessness
from 2015-2018.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 11
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The City of Springfield and the counties of Greene, Christian, and Webster comprise one of the Continuum of Care (CoC) in the southwest
corner of Missouri. The City of Springfield is the lead agency for the CoC and has led this work since the CoC was created in 1995. The CoCis a
mix of rural and urban areas. It includes the urban area of Springfield while also extending out to rural areas. The CoC underwent a data
migration of their HMIS to a new system over 2016 and 2017. In 2017, the CoC also formally launched their Coordinated Entry System (CES) that
is also now integrated into their HMIS.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

800 —
Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC

experienced a 27% decrease in overall
homelessness from 656 to 479. During this
600 — same period, the CoC experienced a:
* 51% decrease in sheltered
homelessness (572 to 282)

400 — . .
e 134% increase in unsheltered

homelessness (84 to 197)
As of 2018:

200 —

84 » 8% of the state's population
experiencing homelessness resides in
0 the CoC

[ [ [ [ [
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 » 41% of people experiencing

homelessness are unsheltered in the
CoC compared to 21% across the state

-O- Total ~ -O- Sheltered Unsheltered
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race

Family thmeLessness decreased 18% 4% Multiple Races ﬁrff'ji‘a\’;}j\rl‘acjk”an Native
45 l 2014-2018, an average of
202 195 1% of those experiencing
165 homelessness identified
120 as Black or African

The number of unaccompanied youth American. But, as of 2018,
increased 41% between 2015 (37) and less than 2% of the
2018 (5822)"/ of youth counted s general population in the
* ° CoC identifies as Black or
unaccompanied were between ' 11% Blac African Ameri
the ages of 18 - 24 and 18% were 9" African rican American

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 <18 years old American

Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
Chronic homelessness increased 34% from 101
to 135 individuals.

221 190
161
135
101
Veteran homelessness decreased 49%
from 55 veterans in 2014 to

28in 2018
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 1o
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how
Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.

The number of people reporting
experiences of domestic violence
increased from 78 in 2015 to 200 in 2018.




2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall
homeless housing capacity
increased 5%

2014 103

2015 106

Housing capacity:

* Increased 45% for
Emergency Shelters

» Decreased 90% for
Transitional Housing

* Increased 796% for Rapid 9018
Re-housing

* Increased 45% for 0
Permanent Supportive
Housing.

2016 195

2017 153

149

[ [ [ [ [ [ [ |
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

@ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing @ Rapid Re-housing Permanent Supportive Housing

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2015-2018, the average median length of 8% 7%
time homeless was 37 days. This measure
assesses the median number of days a 5% 5% 3%
participant is enrolled in an Emergency % 2% 2/0
Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional %
Housing program.

2015 2016 2017 2018

20
2016 [SICEYSN
2017 |G
2018 [GIGESN

® Emergency Shelter
@ Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

On average, 4% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between

2015 and 2018.

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

The CoC's CES assessed 1,533 individuals and
housed 35 in 2018. The CES was fully implemented
for all of 2018 but is working on incorporating
veterans programs and ensuring that all agencies
are trained in how to administer assessments and
update the CES priority list information.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.

Source: Data provided by the CoC HMIS lead, ICA.

91% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing
(2015-2018). 38% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.

91% 92% 929% 92%
34% 37% 38% 41%
| | | |
2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
-O- Permanent Housing Retention

The CoC has not ended homelessness for
any subpopulations but it has seen a
decrease in veterans homelessness and
families experiencing homelessness from
2015-2018.
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The counties of Jasper and Newton make up the Jasper, Newton Continuum of Care (CoC). The CoC's homeless coalition is the led by the
Economic Security Corporation of the SW Area, a Community Action Agency. Jasper and Newton Counties are located in the southwest
corner of Missouri, bordering Kansas and Oklahoma. The CoC plans to prioritize street outreach and hopes to replicate the success of its
Coordinated Entry System (CES) with street outreach.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

450
Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC experienced

a 13% decrease in overall homelessness from

315 to 275. Over this same period, the CoC

experienced a:

300 e 22% decrease in sheltered
homelessness (281 to 220)

e 62% increase in unsheltered
homelessness (34 to 55)

As of 2018:

150 —

2 2 . 55 « 5% of the state's population
20 experiencing homelessness resides in

0 the CoC

I I I I I
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 » 20% of people experiencing

homelessness are unsheltered in the
CoC compared to 21% across the state

-O- Total ~ -O- Sheltered Unsheltered
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race
Family homelessness decreased 66% 6% Multiple Races f‘n";igmrl";:k“an Native
I 2014-2018, an average of
98 10% of those experiencing
82 75 homelessness identify as
. Black or African American.
48 The number of unaccompanied youth But, as of 2018, less than
increased 33% between 2015 (9) and 29% of the general
2018 (12) opulation in the 2
* 68% of youth counted as populatio .
unaccompanied were between  10% Blac counties identifies as Black

the ages of 18 - 24 and 32% Qr African ar African American

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
were < 18 years old

Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting Chronic homelessness decreased 9% from 35
experiences of domestic violence to 32 individuals.!
increased from 18 in 2014 to 28 in 2018 35 45

32

19

Veteran homelessness increased 34%
from 43 veterans in 2014 to 65 in 2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how
Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.
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2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall
homeless housing capacity
increased 12%

2014

2015
Housing capacity:
* Increased 23% for
Emergency Shelters
o Decreased 55% for
Transitional Housing
* Increased from 0 to 74 units 91g
for Rapid Re-housing

2016

2017

152

128

147

163

187

* Increased 23% for 0 1(|JO
Permanent Supportive

Housing. @ Emergency Shelter

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

@ Transitional Housing

[ [ I I [ I
200 300 400 500 600 700

@ Rapid Re-housing Permanent Supportive Housing

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

measure assesses the median number of
days a participant is enrolled in an
Emergency Shelter, Safe Haven or
Transitional Housing program.

o
2o TG

1% 1% 1%

2016

2015-2018, the average median length of
1%

time homeless was 100 days. This
2015

90% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing
(2015-2018). 72% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.

6%
4% 4%
3%
%

@ Emergency Shelter

oo |

2015 and 2018.

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

The CoC implemented its CES in 2015. During 2017,
300 people were assessed and 112 were housed
through CES; in 2018, 457 individuals were
assessed and 210 were housed. In total from 2017
through 2018 322 people were housed through CES.

Source: Data provided by the CoC's HMIS lead, ICA.

On average, 3% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between

@ Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

. 96%
gav  88% 7
2017 2018 6
78%
0, 76°/o
oo 68%
| | | |
2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
-O- Permanent Housing Retention

The Jasper, Newton County CoC has not
ended homelessness for any subpopulations
within their CoC. But, the CoC had a decline
in the number of families experiencing
homelessness.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 15
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The City of St. Joseph and the counties of Andrew, Buchanan, and DeKalb comprise the St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan, DeKalb Continuum of
Care (CoC). The CoC is located near the northwest corner of Missouri. The CoC achieved "functional zero" for veterans homelessness in 2019,
which was certified by the U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness. This means that the number of veterans experiencing homelessness
within the community is less than the average number of veterans being connected with permanent housing each month.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC saw
overall homelessness stay relatively stable,

increasing 2% from 200 to 204. Over this
same period, the CoC experienced a:

250

200 —

e 10% decrease in sheltered
homelessness (194 to 174)

150 —

156

e 400% increase in unsheltered
100 homelessness (6 to 30)

As of 2018:

50
0 30 » 4% of the state's population
! experiencing homelessness resides in
the CoC

[ [ [ [ [
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 e 15% of peop[e experiencing
homelessness are unsheltered in the
CoC compared to 21% across the state

6 8 10

“O- Total  =O- Sheltered Unsheltered
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race
Family homelessness increased 19% 79% Multiple Races 2% Other*
| 2014-2018, an average of
92 101 18% of those experiencing
85 87 i o
homelessness identified as
57 Black or African American.
The number of unaccompanied youth But, as of 2018, less than
remained relatively stable between 2015 6% of the general
(8) and 2018 (9) population across the CoC
* 91% of youth counted as identifies as Black or
unaccompanied were between African American
_ 0,
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 the ages of 18-24 and 9% were
<18 years old
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting Chronic homelessness increased 38% from 45
experiences of domestic violence increased to 62 individuals.!
96% from 24 in 2014 to 47 in 2018 62 62
45 45
Veteran homelessness decreased 18% I
from 17 veterans in 2014 to 14 in 2018.
*Other includes Asian, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 1Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how 16

Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall

homeless housing capacity 2014 18 I 253
decreased 5%
2015 18 69 187
Housing capacity:
« Decreased 20% for 2016 18 . 228
Emergency Shelters
. Decreased 10% for 2017 18 I 237
Transitional Housin
« Increased190% forgRapld 2018 18 - 235
Re-housing I I I I I I I I I I I
. Decreased 7% for 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Permanent Supportive
@ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing Safe Haven @ Rapid Re-housing

Housing ) i
Permanent Supportive Housing

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2015-2018, the average median length of 27% 27%
time homeless was 4 days. This measure
assesses the median number of days a
participant is enrolled in an Emergency 12% 13% 12% 12%
- 9/° 8% 7%

Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional 3% ° 59%
Housing program. I 0

2015 2016 2017 2018

2015 [BIERYs
2016 [[Bays
2018 [BEIR s

® tEmergency Shelter
@ Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

On average, 12% of people returned to

2015 and 2018.

homelessness within two years between

90% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing

(2015-2018). 30% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.

o— o 8% e
88% 88%

48%

29%
23%

[ | | [
2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX. <O~ Permanent Housing Retention

As of January 2019, the CoC's coordinated entry system
(CES) had 431 households on their by-name list, which
indicates that they have an active CES assessment. Of
these individuals, 296 were single individuals and 135
were in families. In 2018, the CES data reports indicate
that 307 people left homelessness.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.

Source: Data provided by the CoC.

As of 2019, the St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan, DeKalb
CoC ended homelessness for veterans as certified by
USICH. This means that the number of veterans
experiencing homelessness within the community is
less than the average number of veterans being
connected with permanent housing each month.
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The Kansas City, Independence, Lee's Summit/Jackson, and Wyandotte Counties CoC is comprised of Kansas City and the surrounding area.
The Greater Kansas City Coalition to End Homelessness is the Collaborative Applicant. The area covered by the CoC is primarily urban and
suburban. The CoC underwent a data migration over the past few years and continues to work to improve data quality. The CoC's planning
focus in 2017 and 2018 was implementing the CoC's coordinated entry system (CES) and ensuring that the CES is easy for clients to navigate.
In 2017, USICH certified that the CoC ended homelessness for veterans.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

2,000 — Between 2014 and 2018 overall
homelessness in the CoC decreased 15%
1931 1,649 from 1,931 to 1,649. During this same period,

1482 the CoC experienced a:
1'500 _ 1,702 46 1,4‘52 )

. M e 20% decrease in sheltered
—O0—

1,364 homelessness (1,702 to 1,364)

1,325

1,000 — e 24% increase in unsheltered
homelessness (229 to 285)

500 — As of 2018:

229 184 188 2  28% of the state's population

121 experiencing homelessness resides in
0 I I I I I the CoC
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 * 17% of people experiencing

homelessness are unsheltered in the
O Total  -O Sheltered Unsheltered CoC compared to 21% across the state

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race

. H (o)
Family homelessness increased 18% 7% Multiple Races 2% Other*

| 2014-2018, an average of

45% of those experiencing

544

510
460 435 494 homelessness identified as
Black or African American.
. But, as of 2018, less than
The number of unaccompanied youth 23% of the general
stayed virtually unchanged between population across the CoC
2015 (107) and 2018 (108) identifies as Black or
» 80% of youth counted as African Ameri
unaccompanied were between rican American

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 the ages of 18 - 24 and 20%
were < 18 years old

Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
The number of people reporting Chronic homelessness increased 22%, from 321
experiences of domestic violence decreased to 3911
20% from 256 in 2014 to 204 in 2018 431
388 391
321 285
Veteran homelessness decreased
37% from 200 veterans in 2014 to
127 in 2018
*Other includes Asian, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018. 18
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2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018, overall
homeless housing capacity

Housing capacity: 2015 1,446 14

e Increased 14% for
Emergency Shelters 2016 1,730 14

e Decreased 25% for
Transitional Housing 2017 1,929 14

* Increased 580% for Rapid
Re-housing 2018 1,826 25

. 0 [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ |
Increased 9% for 0 500 1,000 1,500 2,000 2,500 3000 3500 4000 4,500

Permanent Supportive
Housing

* Increased 150% for Safe
Haven Housing

@ Emergency Shelter @ Transitional Housing @ Rapid Re-housing Permanent Supportive Housing

Safe Haven

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2017-2018, the average median length of

time homeless was 67.5 days. This 17%'8%

measure assesses the median number of 2% 12% 12%

days a participant is enrolled in an 11% 79 o gy 1% 1%
Emergency Shelter, Safe Haven or I - I II 5%
Transitional Housing program. Data for

2015 and 2016 is not reported. 2015 2016 2017 2018

on

@ Emergency Shelter
@ Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

On average, 11% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between

2015 and 2018.

0

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

In 2018 the CoC's Coordinated Entry System

(CES) completed 1,155 assessments, resulting in 375
households getting housed through CES

(32% successful housing placements). There are 842
active households in the CoC's CES, including 213
families, 48 youth, and 9 veterans.

91% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing

(2015-2018). 33% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.

o005y

86%

90%
g1, 08%

| |
2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
-O- Permanent Housing Retention

As of 2017, the Kansas City/Independence/Lee's
Summit and Jackson and Wyandotte Counties
CoC ended homelessness for veterans. This
means that the number of veterans experiencing
homelessness within the community is less than
the average number of veterans being connected
with permanent housing each month.

Source: Data provided by the CoC.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 19
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The Missouri Balance of State (BoS) Continuum of Care (CoC) is comprised of 101 counties across Missouri that together form one of Missouri’s
eight CoCs. The BoS CoC is broken out into 10 separate regions, grouped based on their geography throughout the state. In 2017, the BoS CoC
separated from the Governor's Committee to End Homelessness, creating a new, separate CoC structure and adopting a new governance
charter outlining this structure.

2014-2018 Point-in-Time Count: How many are experiencing homelessness

Between 2014 and 2018 the CoC

2,000 7 experienced a 12% decrease in overall
homelessness from 1,528 to 1,345. During this
same period, the CoC experienced a:
1,500 —
e 27% decrease in sheltered
homelessness (1,341 to 983)
1,000 * 94% increase in unsheltered
homelessness (187 to 362)
500 — 329 375 29 362 As of 2018:
187
* 23% of the state's population
0 I I I I I experiencing homelessness resides in
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 the CoC

* 27% of people experiencing
<O~ Total  =O- Sheltered Unsheltered homelessness are unsheltered in the

CoC compared to 21% across the state
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX.

2014-2018 Subpopulation Trends: Who is experiencing homelessness

Families Unaccompanied Youth Race
Family homelessness decreased 32%

603 594
493 473
The number of unaccompanied youth
decreased 18% between 2015 (129)
and 2018 (106)
* 68% of youth counted as
unaccompanied were between

4% Multiple Races 2° O™ 2014-2018, an average of

20% of those
experiencing
homelessness were Black
or African American. But,
as of 2018, 12% of the
general population
across the state identifies
as Black or African

the ages of 18 - 24 and 32% were American
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 <18 years old
Domestic Violence Veterans Chronic Homelessness
. Chronic homelessness increased 32% from 190 to
The number of people reporting 250 individuals.
experiences of domestic violence increased
24% from 280 in 2014 to 348 in 2018 245 250
190 201
168

Veteran homelessness decreased 8%
from 122 veterans in 2014 to 112 in 2018

*Other includes Asian, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
Source: 2014-2018 Point-in-Time (PIT) Count Data accessed via HDX. US Census Bureau Fact Sheets, 2018.
Information for intro paragraph collected from interviews with CoC Lead Agency and HMIS Administrator

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 20
'Between 2016 and 2017 there was a change in how
chronic homelessness was defined that may affect the data.



2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count: Trends in CoC Homeless Housing Capacity

Between 2014 and 2018,
overall homeless housing
capacity decreased by 25%
2015
Housing capacity decreased
by:
o 25% for Emergency
Shelters
o 51% for Transitional
Housing
. 28%for Rapid Re- 2018

2014

2016

017

1,458

1,398

1,434

1,508

1,263

housing I
o 13% for Permanent 0
Supportive Housing

I I
500 1,000

@ Emergency Shelter

@ Transitional Housing

I I I I I I
1,500 2,000 2,500 3,000 3,500 4,000

Safe Haven @ Rapid Re-housing

Permanent Supportive Housing

Source: 2014-2018 Housing Inventory Count (HIC) Data accessed via HDX.

System Performance & Progress Toward Ending Homelessness

System performance measure data from 2015-2018 highlights strengths and weaknesses of the homeless system of care. Statewide, from 2015-2018,

the average median length of time homeless was 41.5 days; 6% of people returned to homelessness within two years; and, 89% of people in
permanent housing retained or exited to other permanent housing. These numbers can be referenced with the CoC's system performance below.

2015-2018, the average median length of

time homeless was 27 days. This measure 1%

assesses the median number of days a 5%

participant is enrolled in an Emergency 39

Shelter, Safe Haven or Transitional % %

Housing program. I
2015 2016

o

@ Emergency Shelter
® Transitional Housing
Permanent Housing

2015 and 2018.

Sources: HUD System Performance Measure 1, 2, and 7 Data accessed via HUD's System Performance Measure Summary and HDX.

January 2019 marks full implementation of
Coordinated Entry System (CES) data
collection in HMIS for the BoS CoC. Since this
date, the BoS CoC completed 591 assessments
using the VI-SPDAT tool and housed 115 people
through the CES.

=

Source: Data provided by the Balance of State CoC HMIS lead, ICA.

93% of people in permanent housing
retained or exited to permanent housing
(2015-2018). 54% of people exited to
permanent housing from emergency
shelter, transitional housing, safe haven or
rapid re-housing over this same period.

8%
6%
%
2% 2%

2017 2018

92% 90% 93% 96%

61%

47% o1% ol

On average, 49% of people returned to
homelessness within two years between

I I I I
2015 2016 2017 2018

-O- Exit to Permanent Housing
-O- Permanent Housing Retention

The BoS CoC has yet to end homelessness across the
CoC, but the community of Poplar Bluff, located in the
CoC, is the first rural community to end veterans
homelessness (as of 2019). This means that the number
of veterans experiencing homelessness within the
community is less than the average number of veterans
being connected with permanent housing each month.

Source: 2014-2018 PIT Count Data and USICH "Communities that have ended 21
homelessness," https://www.usich.gov/communities-that-have-ended-homelessness/.



The following appendices are organized by CoC, with each consisting of the five sub-sections described below.

TOTAL NUMBER OF PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME

This section summarizes total homeless counts over time. It breaks down PIT totals by gender, race,
ethnicity, subpopulations, and unaccompanied youth/parenting youth/children of parenting youth.
e Data Source: PIT Data
e Years: 2014-2018!

SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

This section summarizes PIT data by sheltered and unsheltered counts. It breaks down pit data by gender,
race, ethnicity, subpopulations, and unaccompanied youth and sheltered/unsheltered status.

e Data Source: PIT Data

e Years: 2014-2018!

UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

This section summarizes housing type (emergency shelter, permanent supportive housing, and transitional
housing) by utilization across demographics (gender, race, ethnicity, and subpopulation). For example, it
breaks down the percentage of emergency shelter beds that are occupied by men versus women, the
percentage of permanent supportive housing beds that are occupied by one race versus others, and the
percentage of transitional housing beds that are used by Hispanic/Latino versus Non-Hispanic/Latino.

e Data Source: AHAR Data

e Years: 2014-2017

PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

This section summarizes prior living situations by housing type (emergency shelter, permanent supportive
housing, and transitional housing). It breaks down where individuals came from, and how long they stayed in
their previous location, according to housing type.

e Data Source: AHAR Data

e Years: 2014-2017

SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

This section summarizes 6 of the 7 System Performance Measures over time.? For more information about
HUD System Performance Measures, see the 2019 Missouri Homeless Study Fact Sheet Glossary on page 2 of
this report.

e Data Source: System Performance Measure Data

e Years: 2015-2018

1 Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, and children of parenting youth were not collected during 2014 PIT.
2 Not including System Performance Measure 6, which measures the outcomes of a population that Missouri CoCs currently do not have permission
from HUD to serve under the CoC program.

Q Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 000-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

6,309 \\ 5883 " Sheltered
' Unsheltered
5,411 4,978 4,885 4,669
1,071 1,216 1,152
877 1,214
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 000-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

2,966 &K = Total
—_ > 7 2,384 = Sheltered

2,658 Unsheltered
2,148
2,115 2035
277
308 236 154 72
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 000-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
® 2014 = 2015 2016 = 2017 2018
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Figure 000-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 2016 = 2017 2018
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Figure 000-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 2016 = 2017 2018
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Figure 000-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 2016 = 2017 2018
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“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 000-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018
= 2015 2016 = 2017 2018

437 447 435
373
201 204 218
163 173 155
101 101 99 I 109 138 . 128 . l
Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parenting Youth Children of Youth

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 000-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

2,959
267
3,341
608

9

2

2015 2016 2017 2018
2,761 2,455 2,425 2,235

290 409 361 349
2,650 2,520 2,444 2,421
780 804 782 862
0 3 14 11

1 3 4 3

Figure 000-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian

Asian

Black

Multiple Races

Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

33

9

19

4
2,644
244
286
35

16

0
3,311
585

2015 2016 2017 2018

33 66 49 46

8 42 25 39

20 20 20 12

1 3 0 2
2,283 2,067 2,300 2,046
282 245 261 285
244 236 253 265
35 40 55 38
19 15 9 9

7 3 2 5
2,812 2,574 2,254 2,291
738 883 809 845

Figure 000-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

263
41
6,046
836

2015 2016 2017 2018

222 192 251 220
31 70 40 45
5,189 4,786 4,634 4,449
1,040 1,146 1,112 1,169
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Figure 000-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 714 652 765 723 655
Unsheltered 255 373 371 364 388

DV Survivors Sheltered 620 863 972 1,211 865
Unsheltered 71 61 150 157 153

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 65 32 41 81 74
Unsheltered 14 10 10 9 6

Mental lliness Sheltered 890 804 928 1,075 874
Unsheltered 217 316 296 439 357

Substance Use Sheltered 764 850 1,001 881 850
Unsheltered 207 269 253 329 252

Veterans Sheltered 563 430 494 449 415
Unsheltered 69 110 81 89 92

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 000-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth Sheltered 397 489 455 438
(<18 & 18-24)

Unsheltered 77 149 93 99

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 000-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
= Emergency Shelter

5,621 2,407 7,102 Permanent Supportive
4,898 Transitional Housing
3,051 3,177
21695 2,061
1120 1,140 780 '
618
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);
therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Not all CoCs offer each type of housing.

Figure 000-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
3,792 3,495 3 651 = Emergency Shelter
— = Permanent Supportive

3,112—
Transitional Housing
- 2,298
1,854 y -
- 694
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Not all CoCs offer each type of housing.

Figure 000-15. AVERAGE UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES)
ACROSS ALL COCS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin

Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families

Emergency Male 59% 39% 66% 40% 61% 42% 56% 40%
Shelter Female 41% 61% 34% 60% 39% 58% 44% 60%
Permanent Male 46% 40% 48% 41% 47% 41% 48% 41%
Supportive Female 54% 60% 52% 59% 53% 59% 52% 59%
Transitional Male 83% 39% 71% 40% 66% 39% 64% 39%
Housing Female 17% 61% 29% 61% 34% 61% 36% 61%

Calculated by averaging utilization data across all 8 Missouri CoCs. Where CoCs did not have data, null values were removed from the calculation.

Homebase
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Figure 000-16. AVERAGE UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) ACROSS ALL COCS, 2014-2017

Emergency
Shelter

Permanent
Supportive

Transitional
Housing

White

Black

Asian

American Indian
Native Hawaiian
Multiple Races
White

Black

Asian

American Indian
Native Hawaiian
Multiple Races
White

Black

Asian

American Indian
Native Hawaiian
Multiple Races

2014
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
56% 40%
37% 50%
0% 1%
1% 1%
0% 3%
2% 5%
62% 52%
32% 36%
1% 0%
2% 1%
0% 0%
3% 10%
61% 53%
35% 38%
1% 0%
1% 0%
0% 1%
2% 6%

2015
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
59% 40%
34% 50%
0% 0%
1% 0%
0% 0%
2% 8%
63% 51%
32% 41%
0% 0%
2% 1%
0% 0%
2% 7%
61% 47%
34% 44%
0% 1%
1% 0%
0% 0%
3% 6%

2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families
49% 40% 56% 42%
41% 52% 37% 47%
0% 0% 0% 0%
1% 0% 1% 1%
0% 0% 0% 1%
7% 6% 5% 8%
64% 53% 67% 55%
32% 37% 28% 36%
0% 0% 0% 0%
2% 0% 2% 1%
0% 1% 0% 0%
2% 7% 3% 7%
50% 41% 61% 43%
44% 54% 33% 48%
1% 0% 0% 0%
1% 1% 0% 1%
0% 0% 0% 0%
4% 3% 4% 6%

Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).

Figure 000-17. AVERAGE UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) ACROSS ALL COCS, 2014-2017
2014

Single Individuals
in Families Individuals

Emergency
Shelter

Permanent
Supportive

Transitional
Housing

Calculated by averaging utilization data across all 8 Missouri CoCs. Where CoCs did not have data, null values were removed from the calculation.

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino

Individuals
4%

95%

2%

97%

4%

96%

4%
94%
3%
97%
4%
95%

2015
Single Individuals
in Families
4% 3%
94% 96%
2% 3%
98% 97%
4% 3%
97% 95%

2016

Single Individuals

Individuals
4%

95%

2%

98%

4%

96%

in Families
6%

93%

4%

95%

3%

97%

2017

Single Individuals
Individuals in Families

4%
95%
1%
99%
5%
96%

Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).

3%
97%
7%
93%
3%
96%
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Figure 000-18. AVERAGE UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN
FAMILIES) ACROSS ALL COCS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans 8% 1% 10% 2% 7% 3% 10% 3%
Shelter Disabled 26% 18% 36% 26% 34% 35% 39% 29%
Permanent  Veterans 8% 1% 12% 2% 9% 1% 7% 2%
Supportive Disabled 84% 72% 88% 75% 90% 76% 91% 81%
Transitional Veterans 55% 3% 46% 2% 51% 2% 51% 3%
Housing Disabled 57% 15% 60% 17% 66% 28% 60% 22%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Calculated by averaging utilization data across all 8 Missouri CoCs. Where CoCs did not have data, null values were removed from the calculation.

Figure 000-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin

Individuals Families  Individuals Families  Individuals Families  Individuals Families

Emergency Adult 98% 37% 96% 37% 96% 37% 88% 37%
Shelter Child 2% 63% 4% 63% 4% 63% 12% 63%
Permanent Adult 100% 41% 100% 41% 100% 41% 100% 40%
Supportive  child 0% 59% 0% 59% 0% 59% 0% 60%
Transitional Adult 98% 37% 99% 36% 98% 35% 98% 37%
Housing Child 2% 63% 1% 64% 2% 65% 2% 63%

Calculated by averaging utilization data across all 8 Missouri CoCs. Where CoCs did not have data, null values were removed from the calculation.
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 000-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017
2015

Homeless Emergency Shelter
Situations Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Housing Emergency Shelter
Situations Permanent Supportive

Transitional Housing
Institutional Emergency Shelter

Situations Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

Other/ Emergency Shelter

Unknown Permanent Supportive

Situations Transitional Housing

[ ]

[ ]

[ ]

[ ]

2014

Single Individualsin

Individuals
32%
80%
55%
39%
13%
22%

8%
3%
17%
18%
5%
6%

Families
20%
79%
54%
42%
12%
35%

1%
4%
3%
38%
6%
6%

Single Individualsin

Individuals
31%
83%
54%
31%
10%
22%

7%
2%
15%
29%
5%
9%

Families
28%
86%
52%
49%

6%
37%
1%
2%
3%
23%
6%
10%

Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”
Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”
Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”
Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

2016

Single Individualsin

Individuals
35%
87%
47%
34%

7%
23%
5%
2%
23%
23%
4%
7%

Families
20%
91%
53%
52%

6%
34%
1%
0%
4%
26%
3%
10%

2017

Single Individualsin

Individuals
40%
78%
31%
31%

6%
17%
6%
2%
24%
21%
13%
28%

Families
39%
89%
47%
41%

6%
24%
2%
0%
3%
19%
5%
27%

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the

percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Figure 000-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS AND COCS (2014-2017)
1 Week-1 Month

Single Individualsin
Families Individuals

<1 Week
Individuals
Emergency Shelter 32%
Permanent Supportive 12%
Transitional Housing 21%

33% 15%
14% 21%
15% 24%

Single Individualsin

Families
18%
20%
20%

1 Month-1 Year

Single Individualsin
Families
27%
50%
53%

Individuals
22%
45%
38%

1+ Years
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
12% 8%
17% 13%
9% 6%

Unknown

Single Individualsin

Individuals
20%

5%

8%

Families
14%
3%

7%

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 000-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: AVERAGE MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY
SHELTER, SAFE HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING ACROSS ALL COCS, 2015-2018
= 2015 2016 = 2017 2018

51.0 e
37.9 430 3356
28.7 o, 27.9 284 l

Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 000-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: AVERAGE RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT ACROSS
ALL COCS, 2015-2018
Exit from

- ® Emergency Shelter
= Permanent Supportive
Safe Haven
- - - 6% " Street Qutreach

Transitional Housing
15% 149%

S e
5% 5% 0 6% -
2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year
for each Missouri CoC, and then deriving the average across CoCs.

Figure 000-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: AVERAGE PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED
INCOME BY TYPE OF INCOME ACROSS ALL COCS, 2015-2018
= 2015 2016 = 2017 2018

0
30% 5504
25% 239, 24%
20% 19%
14%
6% 6% 7% 9%
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income
A\
- Homebase Missouri Statewide Overview
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https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
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Figure 000-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: AVERAGE PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED
INCOME BY TYPE OF INCOME ACROSS ALL COCS, 2015-2018 w2015 2016 ® 2017 2018

31% 0
26% 26% 29%

16% 17% 18%
° 14% llscy 13% 1 3%
Earned Income Non—Employrnent Income Tetal Income

Figure 000-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: AVERAGE TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY
SHELTERS, SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME
ACROSS ALL COCS, 2015-2018

14,987
13,100
._ i :
2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 000-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: AVERAGE CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES ACROSS ALL COCS,
2015-2018

= 2015 2016 = 2017 2018

91% 93% 91% 94%

» 65%
39% 40% co 50% 45%
25%
~
. e

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”

Q Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS MiSSOU ri statewide OverVieW

32


colinsorensen
Stamp


TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 500-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

438 465 462 450 Total
402

347 379

P unsheltered

59
55 48 44

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 500-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

219 19;33 209 208 Total
/./’205 208 192 B Sheltered
174 192 B Unsheltered
4 41
\ O
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 500-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

285
249 266 258 46
202 201
180
I I I 1 I I

0 0 0 2 2
Female Male

Transgender
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Figure 500-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

359

344
342

—
o
(42
133
30 29
00023 40113 128 2213 00001

American Indian Asian Black Multiple Races Pacific Islander White

Figure 500-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

438 464 445 439
381

Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Figure 500-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
m 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

m
\o]
—
LN <o
1\ NG ~ _
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Chronic DV Survivors HIV/AIDS Mental Illness  Substance Use Veterans

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless ;;ersons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 500-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH

EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

128
108 103
42 42 2150
27
14 25 . 13 13
_ . 0 e 0 mem _
Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parenting Youth Children of Youth

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 500-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

226 258 270 244 240
23 8 15 14 6
121 121 147 173 181
32 51 33 29 20
0 0 0 1 2

0 0 0 1 0

Figure 500-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian
Asian

Black

Multiple Races
Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

0 0 0 2 3
0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 1 2
0 0 1 0 1
269 296 276 328 324
39 48 25 31 18
9 7 26 26 13
3 1 4 3 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
65 76 115 61 81
13 10 18 10 7

Figure 500-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Homebase
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Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

20 0 1 17 11
1 0 0 0 0
327 379 416 401 413
54 59 48 44 26
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Figure 500-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,

2014-2018

Chronic
DV Survivors

HIV/AIDS

Mental lllness

Substance Use

Veterans

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

10
5
49
0
0
0
21
10
8
4
43
4

2015
16
14
17

1
3
2
40
33
41
35
27
1

All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

2016

8
10
3
0
1
0
15
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14
10
49
2

2017

56
17
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13
6
0
66
9
33
9
15
3
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38
7
42
0
26
0
41
4
22
2
14
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Figure 500-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-

2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered

& 18-24)

Unsheltered

2015

56

4

2016

149

13

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

2017

143

12

2018

125

3

MO-500: St. Louis County CoC

36



UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 500-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
585 = Emergency Shelter

Permanent Supportive
= Transitional Housing

146 186 A
136 — 168
94— 132
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);
therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 500-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
894 = Emergency Shelter

Permanent Supportive

/620 ® Transitional Housing

502 526
221 206 206 191
68 49 83
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 500-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Male - 35% - 37% 26% 40% 50% 44%
Shelter Female > 65% = 63% 74% 60% 50% 56%
Permanent Male 39% 39% 47% 40% 44% 40% 46% 44%
Supportive Female 61% 61% 53% 60% 56% 60% 54% 56%
Transitional Male - - 58% 43% 59% 47% - 38%
Housing Female - - 42% 57% 41% 53% s 62%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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Figure 500-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White - 9% - 6% 23% 7% 31% 8%
Shelter Black - 86% - 89% 70% 87% 63% 83%
Asian - 0% - 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian - 0% - 0% 1% 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian - 0% - 0% 1% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races - 5% - 2% 4% 5% 5% 8%
Permanent White 24% 9% 22% 9% 27% 5% 25% 3%
Supportive  Black 74% 87% 77% 88% 72% 94% 74% 92%
Asian 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 1% 4% 1% 3% 1% 0% 1% 5%
Transitional White - - 26% 1% 20% 2% - 0%
Housing Black - - 65% 99% 74% 98% - 98%
Asian - - 0% 0% 0% 0% - 0%
American Indian = = 1% 0% 2% 0% - 0%
Native Hawaiian - - 0% 0% 0% 0% - 0%
Multiple Races = - 5% 0% 4% 0% - 2%
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 500-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino - 3% - 1% 3% 1% 3% 3%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - 97% - 97% 96% 99% 96% 97%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 0% 1%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 99% 100% 99% 99% 99% 100% 100% 99%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino - - - 0% 3% 0% - 0%
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - - 97% 100% 97% 100% - 100%
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Figure 500-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans - 1% - 3% 9% 2% 17% 6%
Shelter Disabled = 35% = 38% 68% 54% 49% 29%
Permanent  Veterans 10% 0% 11% 1% 11% 1% 11% 2%
Supportive Disabled 82% 63% 86% 66% 88% 67% 82% 71%
Transitional Veterans - - 49% 0% 50% 0% - 0%
Housing Disabled = = 46% 16% 46% 26% = 3%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 500-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families

Emergency Adult - 36% - 33% 66% 37% 78% 37%
Shelter Child - 64% - 67% 34% 63% 22% 63%
Permanent Adult 100% 43% 100% 43% 99% 45% 100% 44%
Supportive Child 0% 57% 0% 57% 1% 55% 0% 56%
Transitional Adult - - 99% 37% 99% 39% - 41%
Housing Child = = 1% 63% 1% 61% = 59%

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 500-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

Homeless
Situations

Housing
Situations

Institutional
Situations

Other/
Unknown
Situations

Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

2014
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
- 19%
91% 87%
- 63%
4% 5%
- 3%
4% 3%
- 16%
2% 5%

2015
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
- 10%
S7% 82%
43% 72%
= 68%
2% 2%
24% 28%
- 1%
0% 0%
21% 0%
- 21%
1% 15%
10% 0%

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”
e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e  Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”
° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the
percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Individuals

2016
Single Individualsin
Families
25% 18%
99% 99%
45% 58%
52% 63%
1% 2%
25% 37%
5% 1%
0% 0%
22% 0%
17% 19%
0% 0%
9% 5%

2017
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
49% 39%
99% S7%
- 39%
37% 47%
1% 0%
- 47%
3% 2%
1% 0%
- 0%
7% 11%
1% 3%
= 15%

Figure 500-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)

<1 Week
Individuals
Emergency Shelter 36%
Permanent Supportive 15%
Transitional Housing 15%

Single Individualsin

Families
52%
18%
13%

1 Week-1 Month

Single Individualsin

Individuals Families
15% 24%
30% 32%
31% 6%

1 Month-1 Year

Single Individualsin

Individuals Families
26% 18%
36% 43%
36% 71%

1+ Years
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
18% 4%
15% 4%
16% 10%

Unknown
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
7% 3%
4% 3%
4% 1%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 500-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

48
43
37
28 28 27
20 20 .
Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 500-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018
Exit from
= Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
= Safe Haven
Street Outreach

- 2% 4% = Transitional Housing
3% @
1% ] 3% .
2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 500-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

24% 530,
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16% 7% 16%
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Figure 500-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

54% 53% 54%

46%
32% 38% 31%
J 30% 31% 29%
[0)
.24% .25/0 - . I
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Figure 500-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

1,443
1,256
942
: -_
2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 500-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

97% 98% 97% 95% 96%
449 47% 46% 48%

49%

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 501-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

1,258 e 1312 1,248 > M Total
1,258 1200 T7eo , B sheltered
’ 949 [7] Unsheltered
852
112 142
5 98
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

Figure 501-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

754 I Total

739 M sSheltered
ces c1is [ Unsheltered
565

460
330

15 0 0

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

Figure 501-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
®m 2014 w2015 = 2016 = 2017 =™ 2018
685 687 702

Female

Male

Transgender
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Figure 501-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
N = 2014 w2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

231946 22561

American Indian Asian

2016172842 148 1 1 0

Multiple Races Pacific Islander

Figure 501-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018

= 2014 = 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

1,250 1,241 1,209 1312
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Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Figure 501-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 w2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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Chronic DV SurV|vorjs HIV/AIDS Mental Illness

Substance Use Veterans
Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories
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Figure 501-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018

= 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parenting Youth Children of Youth
Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 501-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
2014 2015
Female Sheltered 573 611
Unsheltered 0 14
Male Sheltered 685 589
Unsheltered 0 98
Transgender Sheltered 0 0
Unsheltered 0 0

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

2016 2017 2018

531 531 335
15 26 20
619 657 516
83 116 76
0 6 1

0 0 1

Figure 501-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

2014 2015

American Indian Sheltered 2 1
Unsheltered 0 2

Asian Sheltered 2 1
Unsheltered 0 1

Black Sheltered 834 918
Unsheltered 0 69

Multiple Races Sheltered 20 13
Unsheltered 0 3

Pacific Islander Sheltered 14 7
Unsheltered 0 1

White Sheltered 386 260
Unsheltered 0 36

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

2016 2017 2018

17 4 5
2 0 1

5 6 1

0 0 0
860 925 629
56 99 67
17 26 42
0 2 0

1 1 0

0 0 0
250 232 175
40 41 29

Figure 501-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
2014 2015
Hispanic/Latino Sheltered 8 66
Unsheltered 0 5
Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino  Sheltered 1,250 1,134
Unsheltered 0 107

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

Homebase
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2016 2017 2018

26 19 19
13 5 3
1,124 1,175 833
85 137 94
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Figure 501-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 174 33 132 81 74
Unsheltered 0 77 36 70 21

DV Survivors Sheltered 30 18 0 164 85
Unsheltered 0 16 0 44 3

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 23 9 17 56 31
Unsheltered 0 0 2 0 0

Mental lliness Sheltered 101 126 80 182 161
Unsheltered 0 62 19 72 11

Substance Use Sheltered 48 107 42 190 101
Unsheltered 0 57 21 44 11

Veterans Sheltered 140 125 137 158 132
Unsheltered 0 13 3 11 4

Only sheltered information appears for MO-501 for 2014 in HUD HDX.

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.

All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.

Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 501-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth Sheltered 57 104 69 47
(<18 & 18-24)

Unsheltered 11 4 8 7

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Hom
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 501-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

66 —1,553 = Emergency Shelter

1,665 = Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

932 875 1,021
875 — 250 954
560
460 4 440
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 501-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

1.319 ® Emergency Shelter
’ = 1,295 1022 * Permanent Supportive

Transitional Housing

901 ———
682 683
587 735

460 329
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 501-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Male 53% 37% 58% 34% 80% 36% 69% 34%
Shelter Female 47% 63% 42% 66% 20% 64% 31% 66%
Permanent Male 47% 36% 47% 38% 47% 36% 47% 37%
Supportive Female 53% 64% 53% 62% 53% 64% 53% 63%
Transitional Male 62% 35% 63% 36% 68% 34% 74% 41%
Housing Female 38% 65% 37% 64% 32% 66% 25% 59%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100. This is due to either 1) rounding, or because “Unknown” values were not included (e.g. Male, Female,

Unknown).
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Figure 501-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White 25% 6% 29% 7% 23% 7% 26% 8%
Shelter Black 70% 89% 68% 88% 52% 90% 65% 85%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 1% 5% 2% 3% 23% 3% 5% 6%
Permanent White 24% 8% 22% 9% 22% 10% 25% 12%
Supportive  Black 75% 89% 75% 89% 75% 87% 72% 85%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 3% 3%
Transitional White 30% 6% 32% 7% 32% 7% 32% 5%
Housing Black 67% 88% 64% 90% 64% 90% 62% 91%
Asian 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 2% 6% 2% 2% 1% 2% 5% 4%
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 501-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino 1% 4% 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% 2%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 99% 96% 98% 96% 97% 98% 96% 98%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 3%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 99% 99% 99% 99% 99% 98% 99% 97%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino 1% 3% 2% 1% 2% 2% 3% 0%
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 96% 97% 97% 98% 97% 98% 98% 100%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).

48



Figure 501-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans 3% 0% 4% 1% 12% 1% 8% 1%
Shelter Disabled 68% 37% 33% 23% 50% 44% 58% 19%
Permanent  Veterans 8% 1% 7% 1% 7% 1% 6% 2%
Supportive Disabled 82% 77% 90% 76% 93% 78% 94% 81%
Transitional Veterans 23% 0% 42% 1% 50% 0% 54% 1%
Housing Disabled 58% 19% 58% 21% 71% 48% 68% 38%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 501-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families

Emergency Adult 99% 35% 100% 36% 97% 34% 97% 35%
Shelter Child 1% 65% 0% 64% 3% 66% 3% 65%
Permanent Adult 100% 42% 100% 41% 100% 40% 100% 40%
Supportive Child 0% 58% 0% 59% 0% 60% 0% 60%
Transitional Adult 96% 33% 99% 32% 97% 32% 99% 33%
Housing Child 4% 67% 1% 68% 3% 68% 1% 67%

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Homebase MO-501: St. Louis City CoC
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 501-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

Homeless
Situations

Housing
Situations

Institutional
Situations

Other/
Unknown
Situations

Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

2014
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
55% 27%
89% 64%
57% 74%
33% 61%
5% 15%
20% 15%
8% 1%
3% 16%
19% 7%
2% 11%
4% 5%
4% 2%

2015
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
59% 26%
91% 87%
75% 73%
29% 62%
4% 9%
8% 13%
2% 1%
2% 2%
14% 7%
8% 12%
2% 1%
3% 9%

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”
e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”
° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the

percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Individuals

2016
Single Individualsin
Families
48% 24%
91% 88%
70% 78%
21% 61%
6% 10%
9% 13%
2% 2%
2% 1%
17% 5%
27% 14%
1% 1%
3% 4%

2017
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
68% 32%
93% 89%
57% 80%
20% 53%
5% 9%
13% 11%
3% 4%
2% 1%
24% 5%
7% 11%
0% 0%
6% 4%

Figure 501-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)
1 Month-1 Year

Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

<1 Week

Single Individualsin

Individuals
50%
11%
21%

Families
52%
12%
24%

1 Week-1 Month

Single Individualsin

Individuals Families
19% 18%
24% 26%
33% 18%

Single Individualsin
Families
21%
51%
55%

Individuals
18%
45%
37%

1+ Years
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
5% 5%
15% 10%
8% 2%

Unknown
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
9% 4%
5% 3%
2% 2%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 501-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

66 64 63
48
| | i : I

Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 501-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018
Exit from
® Emergency Shelter
= Permanent Supportive
Safe Haven
Street Outreach
= Transitional Housing

2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 501-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

25%

22%
7% 160 o 21% 19%
6 15%

Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

20%
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https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx

Figure 501-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

429 44%

32%
23% % pn
50/ ° 20% 20% 2@ 21% l
o 13%

Earned Income ~ Nonm- Employment lncome Total Income

Figure 501-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

2,604

2,452 2,399 2,369

2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 501-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

940, 96% 98% 97%

41% 2¢o 44%
30 % 27% 36% 33%

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 503-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

896 803 Total
B Sheltered
¥ Unsheltered
614 556 578
610 532
0 351 370
2820 227
247 230 T2
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 503-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
597

548 Total
B Sheltered
449 e—1 420 I Unsheltered
322
272 254
I — Y1

Lage 128 232 206
T TTT— 66

90 \9

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 503-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

490
425
404 57g
322 297 290 288 278
I I I l 2

0 0 3 0
Female Male

Transgender

Q Homebase MO-503: St. Charles, Warren & Lincoln Counties CoC
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Figure 503-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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Figure 503-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

781
589 546 517

Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Figure 503-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless bersons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children

Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories

Figure 503-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

5g 60
43 47
23
13 S 14 16
5 5 5 7
— [ 0 . [ 0 - [
Youth <18 Youth 18-24

Parenting Youth Children of Youth
Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count

Q Homebase MO-503: St. Charles, Warren & Lincoln Counties CoC
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 503-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

299
105
313
177
2
0

2015

305
73
251
174
0

0

2016

225
97
155
133
0

0

2017

209
88
140
138
2

1

2018

241
49
129
113
0

0

Figure 503-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian
Asian

Black

Multiple Races
Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

355
178

2015

313
161

2016

1

0

1

0
68
33
16
9

0

0
294
188

2017

218
181

2018

0

0

1

0
81
29
25
4

0

0
263
129

Figure 503-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

22
6
592
276

2015

18
4
538
243

2016

15
6
365
224

2017

20
12
331
215

2018

14

1
356
161

MO-503: St. Charles, Warren & Lincoln Counties CoC



Figure 503-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,

2014-2018

Chronic
DV Survivors

HIV/AIDS

Mental lllness

Substance Use

Veterans

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
48 33 7 22 14
31 25 26 14 19
29 18 24 47 43

5 6 1 13 18

2 0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0 0
156 121 126 106 94
27 11 23 51 42
30 8 33 30 33
24 14 9 28 21
6 2 2 4 4

2 1 7 7 5

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 503-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-

2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered

& 18-24)

Unsheltered

2015 2016 2017 2018
36 29 61 40
20 18 20 25

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Homebase
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018

Figure 503-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
278 - 278 282 ® Emergency Shelter

Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

30 30 30 41

2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);
therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 503-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
247 ® Emergency Shelter

198 . Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing

140
40 56 47
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 503-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies
Emergency Male 33% 40% - - 43% 40% 42% 41%
Shelter Female 67% 60% - 57% 60% 58% 59%
Permanent Male 34% 43% 27% - 20% 45% 32% 40%
Supportive Female 66% 58% 73% - 80% 55% 68% 60%
Transitional Male - - - - - - -

Housing Female - - =

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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Figure 503-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White 46% 56% - - 48% 48% 46% 45%
Shelter Black 45% 34% - - 43% 42% 45% 43%
Asian 0% 0% - - 0% 0% 1% 0%
American Indian 0% 2% - - 1% 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% - - 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 2% 9% - - 6% 10% 4% 9%
Permanent White 84% 58% 80% - 80% 70% 85% 70%
Supportive  Black 13% 25% 13% - 13% 21% 7% 21%
Asian 0% 0% 0% - 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 3% 0% 3% - 3% 0% 2% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% - 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 0% 18% 3% - 3% 7% 2% 6%
Transitional White - - - - - - - -
Housing Black - - = = = = = =
Asian - - - - - - - -
American Indian - - - = = = = =
Native Hawaiian - - - - - - - -
Multiple Races = = = = = = = =
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 503-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies
Emergency Hispanic/Latino 3% 3% - - 2% 4% 5% 4%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 95% 95% - - 98% 95% 95% 95%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 6% 5% 10% - 7% 7% 2% 9%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 94% 95% 90% - 93% 93% 98% 91%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino - - - - - - - -
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - - - - - - - -
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Figure 503-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Veterans 2% 1% - . 1% 0% 3% 0%
Shelter Disabled 15% 15% = = 19% 13% 20% 22%
Permanent  Veterans 3% 0% 3% - 3% 0% 2% 0%
Supportive Disabled 81% 73% 87% - 90% 90% 93% 88%
Transitional Veterans - - - - - - - -
Housing Disabled = = = s = = = S

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 503-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families

Emergency Adult 63% 42% - - 61% 37% 57% 38%
Shelter Child 37% 58% - - 39% 63% 43% 62%
Permanent Adult 100% 38% 100% - 100% 36% 100% 36%
Supportive Child 0% 63% 0% - 0% 64% 0% 64%
Transitional Adult - - - - - - - -
Housing Child = = - - . : - .

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 503-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Homeless Emergency Shelter 17% 23% - - 30% 26% 39% 58%
Situations Permanent Supportive 91% 86% 96% - 87% 90% 66% 95%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Housing Emergency Shelter 59% 44% = = 54% 62% 49% 24%
Situations Permanent Supportive 9% 7% 3% - 10% 5% 22% 6%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Institutional  Emergency Shelter 7% 0% - - 4% 2% 5% 2%
Situations Permanent Supportive 0% 0% 0% - 0% 0% 4% 0%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Other/ Emergency Shelter 13% 32% - - 6% 10% 4% 16%
Unknown Permanent Supportive 0% 7% 0% - 3% 5% 6% 0%
Situations Transitional Housing = = = = = = = =

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e  Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”

° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the
percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Figure 503-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)

<1 Week 1 Week-1 Month 1 Month-1 Year 1+ Years Unknown
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency Shelter 28% 29% 19% 24% 29% 40% 23% 4% 2% 3%
Permanent Supportive 18% 14% 27% 21% 38% 42% 12% 23% 5% 0%

Transitional Housing - - - - - - - - - -
Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.



SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 503-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018
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Figure 503-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018
Exit from
B Emergency Shelter
I Permanent Supportive
M Safe Haven
Street Outreach
B Transitional Housing

2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 503-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

63% 61% 66% 61%

2204 24%
13%
8%

«_ [l N
Lt 0% 2% S B S
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

Q Homebase MO-503: St. Charles, Warren & Lincoln Counties CoC

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

61


https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx

Figure 503-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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Figure 503-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018
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Figure 503-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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I I =
Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”

Q Homebase MO-503: St. Charles, Warren & Lincoln Counties CoC
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 600-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
656
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Figure 600-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
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Figure 600-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
m 2014 = 2015 2016 2017 w= 2018
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Figure 600-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 2016 2017 = 2018
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Figure 600-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
® 2014 = 2015 2016 2017 = 2018

638

574

455 442 457

18 10 41 13 22

Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Figure 600-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
® 2014 = 2015 2016 2017 = 2018
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“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 600-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018
= 2015 2016 2017 = 2018
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Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Q Homebase MO-600: Springfield-Greene, Christian & Webster CoC
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 600-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
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Figure 600-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
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Figure 600-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
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Figure 600-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 17 46 37 78 58
Unsheltered 84 115 184 112 77

DV Survivors Sheltered 0 78 109 101 132
Unsheltered 0 0 60 0 68

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 0 0 2 0 0
Unsheltered 3 2 1 1 2

Mental lliness Sheltered 123 66 86 74 99
Unsheltered 60 72 65 101 68

Substance Use Sheltered 80 68 44 72 44
Unsheltered 30 40 27 65 24

Veterans Sheltered 40 10 7 8 5
Unsheltered 15 36 22 26 23

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 600-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered 37 14 15 21
& 18-24)

Unsheltered 0 38 23 31

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 600-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

/634 625 = Emergency Shelter
= Permanent Supportive

489 —
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134
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2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);
therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 600-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
273 ® Emergency Shelter

= Permanent Supportive

214
182 Transitional Housing
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68 B
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“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 600-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Male 28% 43% 23% 43% 33% 38% 31% 39%
Shelter Female 72% 57% 77% 57% 67% 62% 69% 61%
Permanent Male 42% 46% 47% 46% 51% 45% 48% 49%
Supportive Female 58% 54% 53% 54% 49% 55% 52% 51%
Transitional Male - 46% 51% 43% 37% 37% 23% 37%
Housing Female = 54% 49% 57% 63% 63% 77% 63%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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Figure 600-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White 86% 65% 85% 69% 85% 76% 82% 76%
Shelter Black 7% 23% 9% 13% 9% 17% 8% 17%
Asian 1% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 2% 1% 2% 1% 2% 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 4% 10% 3% 18% 3% 7% 8% 7%
Permanent White 78% 84% 82% 83% 82% 84% 80% 80%
Supportive Black 4% 4% 7% 3% 8% 1% 6% 3%
Asian 3% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0%
American Indian 4% 1% 3% 1% 4% 1% 6% 1%
Native Hawaiian 1% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1%
Multiple Races 9% 9% 7% 12% 4% 12% 7% 14%
Transitional White - 65% 85% 81% 77% 78% 74% 70%
Housing Black = 23% 7% 13% 12% 17% 14% 17%
Asian - 1% 0% 4% 2% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian = 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 4%
Native Hawaiian - 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0%
Multiple Races = 9% 8% 2% 9% 1% 11% 9%
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 600-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino 4% 3% 5% 4% 6% 10% 5% 2%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 96% 97% 94% 96% 94% 90% 95% 98%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 3% 0% 3%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 96% 99% 100% 99% 99% 97% 100% 97%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino - 3% 5% 0% 6% 4% 5% 10%
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - 97% 97% 100% 94% 96% 97% 90%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).
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Figure 600-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans 6% 2% 5% 3% 5% 7% 5% 0%
Shelter Disabled 18% 17% 75% 59% 45% 76% 52% 76%
Permanent  Veterans 5% 3% 10% 3% 11% 3% 10% 3%
Supportive Disabled 77% 81% 88% 85% 98% 87% 96% 84%
Transitional Veterans - 4% 4% 2% 5% 7% 3% 7%
Housing Disabled = 22% 74% 38% 46% 22% 43% 26%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 600-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families  Individuals in Families

Emergency Adult 100% 44% 99% 42% 91% 41% 91% 37%
Shelter Child 0% 56% 1% 58% 9% 59% 9% 63%
Permanent Adult 100% 46% 99% 44% 100% 40% 100% 44%
Supportive Child 0% 54% 1% 56% 0% 60% 0% 56%
Transitional Adult - 44% 95% 46% 97% 43% 100% 48%
Housing Child = 56% 5% 54% 3% 57% 0% 52%

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Homebase MO-600: Springfield-Greene, Christian & Webster CoC

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS



PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 600-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017
2014
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35% 17%
26% 0%
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e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,
e  Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,

” u,

”

Owned housing unit,
Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),

” u,

Staying with family or friends.”
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° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the

percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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Figure 600-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)
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7% 11%
27% 17%
6% 10%

Unknown

Single Individualsin

Individuals
10%

1%

2%

Families
1%
0%
1%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 600-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018
m 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

57
49
31 > 31
: 23 24 . .

Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 600-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018

Exit from
- Emergency Shelter
|

Permanent Supportive

= Safe Haven
Street Outreach
33% = Transitional Housing
2% 1%
2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 600-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
m 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

0,
2504 24%
18% 19%
14%
6% 6% 7%
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income
Q Homebase MO-600: Springfield-Greene, Christian & Webster CoC
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https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx

Figure 600-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

36%

27%

20% 20% 18% 20%

10% 11%
s —
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

Figure 600-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

844
752
cop 5 743
2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 600-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
= 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

91% 92% 92% 92%

. . 38%i II I

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

33% 31%

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”

Q Homebase MO-600: Springfield-Greene, Christian & Webster CoC
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 602-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
315

297 Total
281 258 275 ¥ Sheltered
238 270
B Unsheltered
59
— 41
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 602-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

142 Total
135 [ Sheltered
98 B Unsheltered
98 82 ~c
79
£ 48
45
O 0 3 2 -

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 602-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
u 2014 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

183 178
100 101
Female Male Transgender
- Homebase MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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Figure 602-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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Figure 602-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018

" 2014 2015 w2016 = 2017 = 2018
297 293
247 259 263

18 11 4 11 12

Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Figure 602-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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Chronic DV Survivors HIV/AIDS Mental Illness  Substance Use Veterans
“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

LO

50

Figure 602-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

18
15 16
12
10
6 6 6
1 1
Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parenting Youth Children of Youth

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Q Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
74



SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 602-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

122
8
159
26
0

0

2015 2016 2017

97 82 81
3 19 6
141 156 148
17 40 35
0 0 0

0 0 0

2018

81
16
139

Figure 602-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian

Asian

Black

Multiple Races

Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

5
2
0
1
27
0
20
0
1
0
228
31

2015 2016 2017

1 5 6
1 5 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
21 23 29
0 4 3
13 21 21
0 0 1
2 1 2
0 0 0
201 188 171
19 50 32

2018

8
2
0
0
27
3
10
4
0
1
175
45

Figure 602-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

18
0
263

34

2015 2016 2017

8 4 11

3 0 0
230 234 218
17 59 41

2018

12
0
208
55

MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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Figure 602-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,

2014-2018

Chronic
DV Survivors

HIV/AIDS

Mental lllness

Substance Use

Veterans

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

19
16
18
0
0
0
14
6
35
2
40
3

2015 2016
36 19
9 0
15 12
0 5
1 0
0 0
11 37
6 13
68 54
5 6
50 51
2 3

All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

2017

33
12
28
1
0
0
0
16
67
10
48
5

2018

22
10
23

5

0

2
12
11
48
10
54
11

Figure 602-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-

2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered

& 18-24)

Unsheltered

2015 2016
8 17
1 2

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Homebase
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2017

5

2

2018

10

2

MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable

for 2018.

Figure 602-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
= Emergency Shelter

87 94 —99
73
o1 74
52
a4
2014 2015 2016 2017

Permanent Supportive
® Transitional Housing

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);
therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 602-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
= Emergency Shelter

Permanent Supportive
® Transitional Housing

141 121
106
64 60
53
49 53
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children”);

therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 602-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014

Single
Individuals

Emergency Male
Shelter Female =
Permanent Male 43%
Supportive Female 57%
Transitional Male 87%
Housing Female 13%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Homebase

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS

Individuals
in Families

36%
64%
38%
62%

2015

Single
Individuals

48%
52%
99%

1%

Individuals
in Families

38%
62%
36%
64%

2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals  in Families Individuals in Families
58% 41% 62% 45%
42% 59% 38% 55%
99% 42% 99% 45%
1% 59% 1% 55%

MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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Figure 602-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White - - - - - - - -
Shelter Black = = S = S = S =
Asian - - - - - - - -
American Indian = = = = = = = =
Native Hawaiian - - - - - - - -
Multiple Races = . = . = . = .
Permanent White 89% 74% 97% 82% S5% 82% S5% 87%
Supportive Black 5% 0% 2% 0% 3% 0% 4% 0%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 5% 4% 2% 3% 3% 0% 1% 4%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 2% 23% 0% 16% 0% 18% 0% 9%
Transitional White 83% 79% 81% 77% 72% 84% 64% 78%
Housing Black 13% 4% 16% 7% 26% 5% 34% 13%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 0% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 1% 3%
Native Hawaiian 0% 3% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 4% 13% 1% 12% 0% 10% 1% 5%
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 602-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino - - - - - - - -
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - - - - - - - -
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 5% 6% 0% 5% 0% 6% 0% 17%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 95% 94% 100% 95% 100% 94% 100% 83%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino - 7% - 8% - 1% 5% 0%
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 96% 93% 98% 92% 97% 99% 98% 100%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).
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Figure 602-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals
Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Veterans - - - - - -

Shelter Disabled = = = = = = = =
Permanent Veterans 7% 0% 8% 0% 11% 0% 5% 0%
Supportive Disabled 95% 84% 92% 78% 93% 71% 96% 83%
Transitional Veterans 86% 2% 97% 2% 98% 3% 96% 5%
Housing Disabled 78% 20% 93% 15% 100% 40% 98% 38%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 602-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-

2017
2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Adult - - - - - - -

Shelter Child S = - - - - - _
Permanent Adult 100% 36% 100% 42% 100% 43% 100% 45%
Supportive Child 0% 64% 0% 58% 0% 57% 0% 55%
Transitional Adult 96% 38% 100% 40% 100% 38% 100% 35%
Housing Child 4% 62% 0% 60% 0% 62% 0% 65%

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Homebase MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 602-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Homeless Emergency Shelter - - - - - - - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 89% 84% 84% 85% 88% 91% 87% 83%
Transitional Housing 20% 56% 9% 69% 10% 73% 10% 82%
Housing Emergency Shelter - - - - - - - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 4% 5% 5% 7% 2% 10% 4% 4%
Transitional Housing 35% 35% 34% 21% 28% 16% 25% 14%
Institutional  Emergency Shelter - - - - - - - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 2% 5% 2% 4% 3% 0% 4% 0%
Transitional Housing 38% 4% 39% 2% 51% 3% 63% 5%
Other/ Emergency Shelter - - - - - - - -
Unknown Permanent Supportive 5% 5% 10% 4% 7% 0% 5% 13%
Situations Transitional Housing 6% 6% 16% 8% 11% 10% 1% 0%

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”

° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the
percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Figure 602-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)

<1 Week 1 Week-1 Month 1 Month-1 Year 1+ Years Unknown
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency Shelter - - - - - - - - - -
Permanent Supportive 11% 27% 25% 17% 55% 42% 9% 9% 1% 6%
Transitional Housing 35% 13% 26% 27% 25% 58% 12% 2% 3% 1%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 602-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
137

109

34 31 38 35

Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 602-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018

Exit from
= Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
Safe Haven
Street Outreach
® Transitional Housing

2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 602-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

53%
47%
7% e 11% 7% 7% b
(0] 0 0
0% R 0% 0% 0%
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income
- Homebase MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC
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https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx

Figure 602-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
© 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

33% 33%
27%

26%

20% 19%
14% 120 15%
7% 7%
- - m B .
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

Figure 602-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

423

368

2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 602-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
© 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018

[0}
8495 88% 91% —

/8% 76%
66% 68%
IIII 0% 0% 0% 0%

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”.

Q Homebase MO-602: Jasper and Newton Counties CoC

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS



TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 603-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

200, 195 216 204 M Total
194 164 185 192 174 Sheltered
I Unsheltered
156
18 -
c 8 10 30
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 603-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

87 92 —101 M Total
85 97 Sheltered
\/ " Unsheltered
57
0 0 0
0 2
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

MO-603 reported 0 unsheltered homelessness on its annual PIT Count from 2014-2018.

Figure 603-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

115 111 111

I I I I I I 0 0 0 0
Female Male Transgender

Q Homebase MO-603: St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan& DeKalb CoC
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Figure 603-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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Figure 603-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018

= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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Figure 603-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories

Figure 603-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
16

8 8 9 8
4 4
3 3
2
0 ol o l I ! l 1 1 ]
Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parenting Youth

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Children of Youth

Q Homebase MO-603: St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan& DeKalb CoC
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 603-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

82
1
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O O U

2015
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1
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O O N

2016 2017
79 93

1 6
106 99
9 12

0 0

0 0

2018
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20
0
0

Figure 603-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian
Asian

Black

Multiple Races
Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

3
0
0
0
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0
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0
0
0
158

2015

3
1
0
0
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1
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0
4
0
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2016 2017
2 1

0 1

0 1

0 0
42 32
0 0
14 9
0 0

0 0

0 0
127 149
10 17

2018

2
3
0
0
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24

Figure 603-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
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Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino
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MO-603: St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan& DeKalb CoC



Figure 603-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 51 60 41 48 41
Unsheltered 3 5 4 14 21

DV Survivors Sheltered 24 37 8 34 44
Unsheltered 0 1 0 3 3

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 0 0 0 0 1
Unsheltered 0 0 0 1 0

Mental llIness Sheltered 28 45 14 31 27
Unsheltered 4 5 4 12 28

Substance Use Sheltered 30 53 9 48 48
Unsheltered 1 5 4 12 25

Veterans Sheltered 17 11 18 8 12
Unsheltered 0 1 2 1 2

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 603-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth Sheltered 8 8 6 4
(<18 & 18-24)

Unsheltered 0 0 1 5

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 603-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

395\ = Emergency Shelter
348

361 Permanent Supportive

344
Transitional Housing
102 93 73 105
50 50 44
2014 2015 2016 2017

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 603-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

137 = Emergency Shelter
131 103 Permanent Supportive
101 95 Transitional Housing
78
63 84
41 63
44
2014 2015 2016 2017

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 603-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single  Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Male 89% 40% 91% 45% 91% 61% 77% 39%
Shelter Female 11% 60% 9% 55% 9% 39% 23% 61%
Permanent Male 58% 42% 54% 43% 49% 39% 56% 34%
Supportive Female 42% 58% 46% 57% 51% 61% 44% 66%
Transitional Male 86% 37% 68% 48% - - 61% 35%
Housing Female 14% 63% 32% 53% = = 39% 65%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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Figure 603-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White 77% 68% 73% 77% 73% 57% 79% 58%
Shelter Black 17% 10% 19% 7% 21% 32% 16% 18%
Asian 1% 3% 1% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 4%
Native Hawaiian 1% 17% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 6%
Multiple Races 1% 0% 2% 16% 2% 8% 3% 13%
Permanent White 81% 66% 81% 70% 84% 62% 83% 61%
Supportive Black 13% 19% 12% 22% 11% 17% 10% 25%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
American Indian 2% 0% 2% 0% 3% 0% 2% 0%
Native Hawaiian 2% 0% 2% 0% 0% 3% 1% 2%
Multiple Races 2% 15% 3% 8% 3% 9% 4% 7%
Transitional White 78% 88% 88% 65% - - 75% 64%
Housing Black 18% 7% 10% 17% - - 20% 20%
Asian 2% 0% 0% 0% - - 0% 0%
American Indian 2% 0% 0% 0% - - 0% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% - - 0% 0%
Multiple Races 0% 2% 2% 13% - - 0% 9%
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 603-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino 6% 5% 4% 2% 6% 11% 6% 5%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 91% 91% 93% 98% 93% 86% 93% 95%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 2% 2% 2% 7% 3% 10% 2% 10%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 98% 98% 98% 93% 97% 90% 98% 90%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino 6% 0% 4% 0% - - 6% 6%
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 98% 95% 100% 87% - - 89% 88%

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).
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Figure 603-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans 21% 0% 12% 0% 11% 5% 8% 0%
Shelter Disabled 18% 3% 11% 7% 14% 18% 17% 6%
Permanent  Veterans 17% 0% 18% 0% 14% 0% 12% 5%
Supportive Disabled 84% 56% 92% 74% 82% 60% 83% 73%
Transitional Veterans 70% 7% 44% 4% - - 50% 0%
Housing Disabled 38% 7% 22% 4% = = 29% 3%

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 603-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Adult 100% 42% 100% 34% 100% 35% 99% 38%
Shelter Child 0% 58% 0% 66% 0% 65% 1% 62%
Permanent Adult 100% 39% 100% 38% 100% 42% 100% 39%
Supportive Child 0% 61% 0% 62% 0% 58% 0% 61%
Transitional Adult 100% 37% 100% 37% - - 86% 35%
Housing Child 0% 63% 0% 63% = = 14% 65%

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 603-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017
2014

Homeless Emergency Shelter
Situations Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Housing Emergency Shelter
Situations Permanent Supportive

Transitional Housing
Institutional Emergency Shelter

Situations Permanent Supportive
Transitional Housing
Other/ Emergency Shelter
Unknown Permanent Supportive
Situations Transitional Housing

Single Individualsin

Individuals
29%
53%
72%
45%
39%
16%
14%

0%
6%
10%
9%
6%

Families
6%
54%
21%
33%
32%
78%
0%
0%
0%
61%
15%
0%

2015
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
16% 7%
61% 84%
60% 22%
29% 94%
23% 2%
22% 70%
9% 0%
2% 2%
8% 0%
45% 0%
13% 12%
10% 9%

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,
e  Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,

” u,

”

Owned housing unit,
Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),

” u,

Staying with family or friends.”

”u

2016

Single Individualsin

Individuals
17%

90%

27%

6%

8%

1%

48%

1%

° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the

percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Families
10%
93%
36%

2%
0%
0%
55%
5%

‘Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”

2017

Single Individualsin

Individuals
3%
22%
0%
9%
1%
2%
3%
1%
0%
84%
75%
97%

Families
3%
83%
0%
53%
8%
0%
0%
0%
0%
44%
10%
100%

Figure 603-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)
1 Week-1 Month

Single Individualsin

<1 Week
Individuals
Emergency Shelter 17%
Permanent Supportive 3%
Transitional Housing 10%

Families
12%
3%

4%

Single Individualsin
Families
12%
8%
24%

Individuals
11%

9%

9%

1 Month-1 Year

Single Individualsin
Families
30%
71%
33%

Individuals
21%
43%
44%

1+ Years
Single Individualsin
Individuals Families
16% 20%
26% 14%
3% 5%

Unknown

Single Individualsin

Individuals
36%
21%
34%

Families
26%
5%
33%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.
Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

90



SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 603-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

10
2 2 2
-
Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Figure 603-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018

Exit from
B Emergency Shelter
Permanent Supportive
I Safe Haven
Street Outreach
B Transitional Housing

9%

2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 603-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

45%

40%
34% 30% 35% 32%
24% 25%
13% 12% 109 9%
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income
Q Homebase MO-603: St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan& DeKalb CoC
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https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx
https://files.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/System-Performance-Measures-Data-Since-FY-2015.xlsx

Figure 603-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

15%
12% 12% 12%
9% 9% 3%
>% 4% 4% 39 4%
] B = .
Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

Figure 603-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

983

875

550

446

2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 603-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

88% 88% 84% 820 385% 819%

48%

29%
23% 19%

Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing

Q Homebase MO-603: St. Joseph/Andrew, Buchanan& DeKalb CoC
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 604-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

1,931 I Total

1364 [ Unsheltered

1,325 1,268 1,294
229 121 184 188 285
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 604-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

510 494 53244 W Total
460 490 435 494 B Sheltered

439 425 I Unsheltered
20
21 10 0 g
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 604-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 = 2016 2017 m 2018

1,184

1,034

840 873 869
739
606 576 605 607
Ill l II I 8 0 3 3 8
Female Male Transgender
N\ MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
- Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC
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Figure 604-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 = 2016 2017 m 2018
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Figure 604-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

1,766
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Figure 604-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
= 2014 = 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless ;}ersons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 604-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018

w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

o1 2/ 94
43
23 23
all - cicll il
Youth <18 Youth 18-24 Parentlng Youth Ch||dren of Youth

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/

Q Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 604-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Female
Male

Transgender

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

684
55
1,011
173

7

1

2015 2016

572 517
34 59
753 749
87 124
0 2

0 1

2017

561
44
729
140
2

1

2018

541
66
816
218
7

1

Figure 604-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018

American Indian
Asian

Black

Multiple Races
Pacific Islander

White

Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

126
16
1

0
628
130

2015 2016
5 23

3 1

4 7

0 2
523 556
39 61
85 71
15 13
2 10

1 1
706 601
63 106

2017

25
12
6

0
593
49
102
16
4

0
564
111

2018

24
15
6

1
634
102
62
12
4

1
634
154

Figure 604-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018

Hispanic/Latino

Non-Hispanic/ Non-Latino

Homebase
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Sheltered
Unsheltered
Sheltered
Unsheltered

2014

148
17
1,554
212

2015 2016
80 83

6 19
1,245 1,185
115 165

2017

119

8
1,175
180

2018

70

22
1,294
263

MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
Jackson & Wyandotte CoC



Figure 604-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 236 317 384 208 234
Unsheltered 85 71 47 77 157

DV Survivors Sheltered 204 412 540 415 199
Unsheltered 52 22 42 61 5

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 35 19 18 19 14
Unsheltered 9 3 4 3 0

Mental llIness Sheltered 334 253 489 498 299
Unsheltered 91 61 65 96 101

Substance Use Sheltered 407 335 654 254 341
Unsheltered 117 45 74 84 90

Veterans Sheltered 165 98 142 124 97
Unsheltered 35 24 15 22 30

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 604-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered 92 82 100 97
& 18-24)

Unsheltered 15 52 7 11

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 604-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

3,978 = Emergency Shelter
3,527 Permanent Supportive
2,393 = Transitional Housing
1,224
339 1,149
458 390
2014 2015 2016 2017

MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR

data was incomplete.
“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered

Children”); therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.

Figure 604-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

1,306 1,248 = Emergency Shelter
1,089 Permanent Supportive
1,086 . T iti Y .
846 ransitional Housing
751
717
520
290
2014 2015 2016 2017

MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR

data was incomplete.
“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR does not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered

Children”); therefore, for consistency, this chart reflects the sum of the number of sheltered adults and children.

Figure 604-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies
Emergency Male 93% 39% 92% 38% 93% 39% -
Shelter Female 6% 60% 7% 62% 6% 60% -
Permanent Male 56% 40% 69% 40% 62% 41% -
Supportive Female 44% 60% 31% 60% 38% 59% -
Transitional Male 95% 38% 87% 30% - 37% -
Housing Female 4% 61% 13% 70% - 63% -

MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR

data was incomplete.

MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC
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Figure 604-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White 44% 33% 43% 29% 44% 30% - -
Shelter Black 48% 58% 51% 61% 48% 60% - -
Asian 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% - -
American Indian 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% - -
Native Hawaiian 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% - -
Multiple Races 2% 3% 2% 3% 2% 4% - -
Permanent White 45% 47% 46% 36% 42% 41% - -
Supportive Black 52% 46% 49% 59% 55% 52% - -
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% - -
American Indian 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% - -
Native Hawaiian 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% - -
Multiple Races 2% 5% 2% 3% 2% 4% - -
Transitional White 54% 28% 56% 53% - 35% - -
Housing Black 41% 68% 41% 38% - 58% - -
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% - 1% - -
American Indian 1% 0% 0% 0% - 0% - -
Native Hawaiian 1% 0% 0% 0% - 0% - -
Multiple Races 1% 2% 2% 4% - 4% - -
MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 604-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino 6% 7% 5% 6% 6% 7% - -
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 92% 90% 93% 92% 93% 92% - -
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 3% 5% 2% 5% 1% 5% - -
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 97% 94% 97% 95% 99% 94% - -
Transitional Hispanic/Latino 6% 6% 5% 7% - 6% - -
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 95% 93% 94% 90% - 93% - -

MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).
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Figure 604-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans 8% 1% 9% 1% 5% 2% - -
Shelter Disabled 10% 2% 10% 2% 7% 3% = -
Permanent  Veterans 6% 3% 34% 8% 7% 3% - -
Supportive Disabled 81% 62% 73% 58% 81% 70% - =
Transitional Veterans 39% 1% 39% 4% - 2% - -
Housing Disabled 53% 6% 67% 9% = 5% = =

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.
MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR

data was incomplete.
Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation

groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Figure 604-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Adult 100% 38% 100% 39% 100% 38% - -
Shelter Child 0% 62% 0% 61% 0% 62% - -
Permanent Adult 100% 42% 100% 41% 100% 42% - -
Supportive Child 0% 58% 0% 59% 0% 58% - -
Transitional Adult 100% 38% 99% 37% - 36% - -
Housing Child 0% 62% 1% 63% = 64% - -

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR
data was incomplete.

MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC

ADVANCING SOLUTIONS TO HOMELESSNESS



PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 604-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Homeless Emergency Shelter 20% 8% 21% 21% 61% 13% - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 68% 68% 80% 75% 73% 79% - =
Transitional Housing 69% 65% 75% 39% - 26% - -
Housing Emergency Shelter 22% 14% 19% 15% 15% 13% - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 18% 22% 12% 18% 9% 11% - -
Transitional Housing 17% 24% 17% 40% - 53% = =
Institutional  Emergency Shelter 6% 0% 6% 0% 5% 1% - -
Situations Permanent Supportive 4% 3% 3% 2% 3% 2% - -
Transitional Housing 5% 6% 4% 9% - 4% - -
Other/ Emergency Shelter 51% 76% 55% 63% 18% 72% - -
Unknown Permanent Supportive 11% 6% 4% 6% 14% 8% - -
Situations Transitional Housing 6% 5% 4% 12% - 18% - -

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”

° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

MO-604’s AHAR data was incomplete in 2017. Where other values are blank, 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the
percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Figure 604-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)

<1 Week 1 Week-1 Month 1 Month-1 Year 1+ Years Unknown
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency Shelter 11% 11% 9% 6% 13% 15% 10% 3% 56% 66%
Permanent Supportive 8% 8% 11% 9% 45% 51% 32% 27% 4% 6%
Transitional Housing 6% 7% 8% 27% 68% 52% 16% 7% 4% 7%

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

100



SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 604-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018

52 i

= 2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
66 69

Emergency Shelter/Safe Havens Emergency Shelters/Safe Havens/Transitional Housing

Where values are blank, CoC’s SPM data was incomplete.

Figure 604-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018

Exit from
B Emergency Shelter
- % Permanent Supportive
B Safe Haven

Street Outreach
B Transitional Housing

15%

11%

2015 2016 2017 2018

Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 604-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
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32% 37%
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32%
25%

27%
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Earned Income Non-Employment Income Total Income

A MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
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Figure 604-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018

w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018
41%

26% 25% 27%
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Figure 604-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018

6,267

4,860

1,788 1,635
2015 2016 2017 2018

Figure 604-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
w2015 = 2016 2017 = 2018

860, 90% 91% 95%

88%
759 79%
[0)
61% ©6% 65%
Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exit Successful PH Retention or Exit Successful Street Outreach Outcome

ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing
Data for Successful ES, TH, SH, PH-RRH Exits in 2015/2016 likely due to data quality error.

A MO-604: Kansas City, Independence, Lee’s Summit/
- Homebase Jackson & Wyandotte CoC
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TOTAL NUMBER PEOPLE EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME
All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 606-1. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-2. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS (IN FAMILIES) EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-3. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-4. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-5. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-6. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION, 2014-2018
® 2014 = 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.
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Figure 606-7. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH, PARENTING YOUTH, AND CHILDREN OF PARENTING YOUTH
EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2015-2018
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Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Q Homebase
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SHELTERED VS. UNSHELTERED OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize PIT data from 2014-2018, accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 606-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY GENDER AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
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Figure 606-9. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY RACE AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-2018
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Figure 606-10. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY ETHNICITY AND SHELTER STATUS, 2014-

2018
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Figure 606-11. TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SUBPOPULATION AND SHELTER STATUS,
2014-2018

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Chronic Sheltered 159 111 137 197 174
Unsheltered 31 57 64 48 76

DV Survivors Sheltered 266 268 276 272 297
Unsheltered 14 15 42 22 51

HIV/AIDS Sheltered 5 0 2 0 2
Unsheltered 1 3 3 4 2

Mental lliness Sheltered 113 142 81 118 141
Unsheltered 19 66 97 82 92

Substance Use Sheltered 126 170 151 187 213
Unsheltered 29 68 102 77 69

Veterans Sheltered 112 107 88 84 97
Unsheltered 10 32 27 14 15

“Chronic” includes all Chronically Homeless persons, including adults and children.
All other subpopulations only include adults, as this information is not collected about children.
Categories of subpopulations are not mutually exclusive; as result, one individual may have been included in multiple categories.

Figure 606-12. TOTAL NUMBER OF UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS BY SHELTER STATUS, 2015-
2018

2015 2016 2017 2018

Unaccompanied Youth (<18 Sheltered 103 86 56 86
& 18-24)

Unsheltered 26 22 20 20

Unaccompanied youth, parenting youth, children of parenting youth data not collected during 2014 PIT Count.

Homebase MO-606: Missouri Balance of State CoC
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UTILIZATION BY HOUSING TYPE OVER TIME

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable
for 2018.

Figure 606-13. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017

1272 1 5'05 ® Emergency Shelter
’ ' Permanent Supportive
= Transitional Housing
605
513 569
541
2014 2015 2016 2017

“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR did not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children);

therefore, for consistency, this chart shows the latter value.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 606-14. TOTAL NUMBER OF SHELTERED PERSONS (INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES) BY TYPE OF HOUSING, 2014-2017
846 " Emergency Shelter

861 782 .
846 Permanent Supportive
= Transitional Housing

308

206
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“Number of Sheltered Persons” on each AHAR did not always total to the sum of (“Number of Sheltered Adults” + “Number of Sheltered Children);

therefore, for consistency, this chart shows the latter value.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 606-15. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY GENDER (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies
Emergency Male - 66% 41% - 40% 65% 44%
Shelter Female - - 34% 59% - 60% 35% 56%
Permanent Male 50% 39% 48% 41% 47% 39% 47% 38%
Supportive Female 50% 61% 52% 59% 53% 61% 53% 62%
Transitional Male - - - - - - - -

Housing Female - =

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.qg. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-

Latino, Unknown).

Homebase MO-606: Missouri Balance of State CoC
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Figure 606-16. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY RACE (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency White - - 67% 51% - 54% 73% 54%
Shelter Black = - 25% 40% - 38% 23% 38%
Asian - - 0% 1% - 0% 0% 0%
American Indian = = 2% 0% - 2% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian - - 0% 0% - 0% 0% 1%
Multiple Races = - 3% 7% - 4% 3% 6%
Permanent White 72% 70% 75% 68% 76% 68% 76% 70%
Supportive Black 22% 21% 20% 25% 19% 24% 20% 23%
Asian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%
American Indian 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0%
Native Hawaiian 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Multiple Races 3% 7% 2% 7% 2% 6% 2% 6%
Transitional White - - - - - - - -
Housing Black - - - - - - - -
Asian - - - - - - - -
American Indian - - - - - - - -
Native Hawaiian - - - - - - - -
Multiple Races - - - - - - - -
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. White, Black, Asian, Unknown).
Figure 606-17. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ETHNICITY (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-2017
2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals
Individuals in Families Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals in Families
Emergency Hispanic/Latino - - 6% 3% - 7% 3% 2%
Shelter Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - - 91% 95% - 91% 96% 98%
Permanent Hispanic/Latino 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 3%
Supportive Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 97% 99% 99% 98% 99% 97% 98% 97%
Transitional Hispanic/Latino - - - - - - - -
Housing Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino - - - - - - - -

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.
Percentages may not add up to 100 due to either 1) rounding, and/or 2) omission of “Unknown” values (e.g. Hispanic/Latino, Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino, Unknown).
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Figure 606-18. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY SUBPOPULATION (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES),
2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals Single  Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency  Veterans - - 21% 2% - 3% 16% 8%
Shelter Disabled = = 50% 29% = 34% 36% 24%
Permanent  Veterans 8% 2% 6% 1% 6% 1% 6% 2%
Supportive Disabled 89% 83% 92% 86% 91% 87% 92% 86%
Transitional Veterans - - - - - - - -
Housing Disabled - = - - - B _ N

Only “Veteran” and “Disabled” are listed in this figure because they are the only subpopulations that appear on the AHAR.

Because the percentages reflect the portion of the whole population served, and because individuals can identify with multiple subpopulation
groups, percentages will not add up to 100%.

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Figure 606-19. UTILIZATION OF HOUSING TYPE BY ADULT/CHILD (SINGLE INDIVIDUALS/INDIVIDUALS IN FAMILIES), 2014-
2017

2014 2015 2016 2017

Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals Single Individuals

Individuals  inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies Individuals inFamilies

Emergency Adult - - 82% 40% - 38% 86% 41%
Shelter Child = = 18% 60% = 62% 14% 59%
Permanent Adult 100% 40% 100% 40% 100% 39% 100% 40%
Supportive Child 0% 60% 0% 60% 0% 61% 0% 60%
Transitional Adult - - - - - - - -
Housing Child S = s = s = s =

Calculated using “Number of Sheltered Adults” and “Number of Sheltered Children” for both Single Individuals and Individuals in Families.
Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete

Homebase MO-606: Missouri Balance of State CoC
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PRIOR LIVING SITUATION

All figures in this section utilize AHAR data from 2014-2017, accessed via HUD HDX. AHAR information was unavailable for 2018.

Figure 606-20. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS, 2014-2017

2014 2015 2016 2017
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Homeless Emergency Shelter - - 25% 32% - 10% 31% 40%
Situations Permanent Supportive 89% 93% 91% 94% 91% 91% 89% 92%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Housing Emergency Shelter - - 43% 39% - 77% 36% 43%
Situations Permanent Supportive 2% 5% 2% 4% 2% 5% 4% 5%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Institutional Emergency Shelter - - 13% 4% - 2% 12% 1%
Situations Permanent Supportive 5% 1% 3% 1% 4% 0% 3% 1%
Transitional Housing - - - - - - - -
Other/ Emergency Shelter - - 15% 27% - 12% 18% 16%
Unknown Permanent Supportive 2% 1% 3% 1% 2% 3% 2% 2%
Situations Transitional Housing - = - - = = - -

e Homeless Situations include “Place not meant for human habitation,” “Emergency shelter,” and “Transitional housing.”

e Housing Situations include “Permanent supportive housing,” “Rented housing unit,” “Owned housing unit,” “Staying with family or friends.”

e Institutional Settings include “Psychiatric facility,” “Substance abuse treatment center,” “Hospital (non-psychiatric),” “Jail, prison, or juvenile detention.”

° Other/Unknown Situations include “Hotel or motel (no voucher),” “Foster care home,” “ Other living situation,” and “Unknown setting.”

Where values are blank, either 1) CoC did not offer housing type in that year, and/or 2) CoC’s AHAR data was incomplete.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population served in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) in the given year. When adding the
percentages across a housing type within a given year, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.

Figure 606-21. LENGTH OF STAY IN PREVIOUS LIVING ARRANGEMENT BY CURRENT HOUSING TYPE, AVERAGED ACROSS ALL YEARS (2014-2017)

<1 Week 1 Week-1 Month 1 Month-1 Year 1+ Years Unknown
Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin Single Individualsin
Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families Individuals Families
Emergency Shelter 36% 38% 17% 23% 22% 30% 13% 3% 14% 5%
Permanent Supportive 22% 27% 31% 29% 40% 38% 8% 5% 1% 1%

Transitional Housing - - - - - - - - - -
Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <1 week, 1 Week-1 Month, 1 Month-1 Year, 1+ Years, and Unknown)) across all 4 years of data. Where CoC did
not have data, null values were removed from calculations.

Percentages reflect the portion of the total population of singles or families served (as appropriate) in each housing type (i.e., emergency shelter, permanent supportive, transitional housing) across
all years. When adding the percentages across a housing type, the percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding.
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SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURES

All figures in this section utilize SPM data from 2015-2018. Data from 2015-2017 accessed via HUD’s System
Performance Summary. SPM data from 2018 accessed via HUD HDX.

Figure 606-22. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1: MEDIAN NUMBER OF BED NIGHTS IN EMERGENCY SHELTER, SAFE
HAVENS, AND TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, 2015-2018
© 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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Figure 606-23. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2: RETURNS TO HOMELESSNESS BY TYPE OF EXIT, 2015-2018
Exit from
B Emergency Shelter
B Permanent Supportive
M Safe Haven
I Street Outreach
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Percentages were derived by calculating the averages of each category of time (e.g. <6 months, 6-12 months, 1-2 years) for each exit type and year.

Figure 600-24. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF STAYERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
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Figure 600-25. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4: PERCENTAGE OF LEAVERS THAT INCREASED INCOME BY
TYPE OF INCOME, 2015-2018
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Figure 606-26. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5: TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS ENTERING EMERGENCY SHELTERS,
SAFE HAVENS, TRANSITIONAL HOUSING, OR PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING FOR THE FIRST TIME, 2015-2018
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Figure 606-27. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7: CHANGE IN SUCCESSFUL OUTCOMES, 2015-2018
© 2015 = 2016 = 2017 = 2018
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ES=Emergency Shelter, TH=Transitional Housing, SH=Safe Haven, PH="Permanent Housing,” RRH="Rapid Re-Housing”

Q Homebase MO-606: Missouri Balance of State CoC
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