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September 27 2010  
 
Community Investment Strategy Recommendations 
Metro Planning and Development  
600 NE Grand Ave.  
Portland, OR 97232  
 
Re: Comments Regarding Community Investment Strategy   
 
Dear Mr. Jordan:  
 

The Housing Land Advocates (HLA) is an advocacy organization dedicated to 
using land use planning and the law to address affordable housing conditions in 
Oregon.  As such, we take this opportunity to provide comments on your 
recommendations for the Metro Community Investment Strategy.  Specifically, we 
have reviewed the documents pertaining to this planning effort and are concerned that 
affordable housing, as a regional issue and policy, is not adequately addressed. 
 

Housing is a fundamental element of livability for all residents and a critical 
building block of healthy communities, yet it is notably absent from your Community 
Investment Strategy recommendations.  While you note in the discussion of safe, 
livable communities that the number of cost-burdened households is growing, you do 
not provide specific strategies to reverse this trend.  Discussions of regional inequity 
also do not address the lack of affordable housing throughout the region.  
 

While we support Metro’s efforts to pursue funding for regional planning for 
sustainability through the inter-agency Sustainable Communities Initiative, Metro 
needs to address regional housing equity and opportunity with a policy strategy that 
does not rely on this funding source.  Metro should pursue these efforts regardless of 
the outcome of the grant application process.  
 

The Community Investment Strategy recommendations fail to include concrete 
suggestions for planning for and supporting affordable housing. Providing a range of 
housing choices affordable to all of the region’s households is critical for growing the 
region in a sustainable manner.  Affordable housing is a critical piece of community 
infrastructure that, when planned in coordination with transportation networks and 
open spaces, contributes to social equity, community economic development and 
environmental well-being.  Careful planning and siting of affordable housing is also an 
important piece of planning for climate change.  
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While opportunity maps are one tool available to planners, merely identifying 
this mapping tool as innovative in these recommendations is not enough.  Rather, the 
implementation of the maps is important and Metro should carefully consider what 
factors, geographical areas and populations the maps include. For example, the 
presence of bus stops alone does not reveal whether adequate transportation choices 
are available to a particular population.  Instead, the mapping tool should consider 
transportation schedules, cost and routes.   

 
Instead of providing sound bites about how innovative Metro believes it is 

being, now is the time to include concrete, measurable recommendations for ensuring 
affordable housing availability in all Metro jurisdictions. 
 

We have five main suggestions that we echo from our October 19, 2009 letter 
to Metro regarding “Strategies For A Prosperous and Sustainable Region”, to enable 
Metro to increase the land available for, and, over time, supply of affordable housing in 
the Metro region. We encourage you to consider how the following suggestions can be 
integrated into your Community Investment Strategy recommendations.   
 
 1. Set concrete, measurable and enforceable regional goals, objectives and 
performance measures. If local governments are to be inspired to undertake serious 
consideration of the location and supply of affordable housing, Metro must make 
affordable housing a regional goal and objective.  
 2. Recommend changes in any local comprehensive plan to ensure that the plan 
conforms to the region’s goals and objectives and the statewide planning goals.  
 3. Review comprehensive plans for compliance with Goal 10 and the 
administrative rules.  
 4. Set affordable housing targets for jurisdictions within the Metro region in 
order to achieve an equitable regional distribution of affordable housing as it does with 
town centers and transit.  
 5. Develop one regional policy and plan that directly links affordable housing to 
transportation, land use, natural resource protection and livability goals, objectives and 
actions. Develop performance measures that address this link.  
 6. Tie UGB expansion and funding for transportation and natural resource 
protection to local jurisdiction’s meeting the affordable housing goals for the region. 
 7. Develop pilot programs or sponsor design competitions to explore and 
develop more affordable housing options for the metro region. 
 8. Explore and advocate for regional funding sources for affordable housing. 
  
For your convenience, we have attached a copy of our October 19, 2009 letter here for 
further review and reference to include the detailed strategies in these Community 
Investment Strategy recommendations.   
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We know that these suggestions can be added to your set of Community 

Investment Strategy document, because in areas like economic development, such 
specific strategies are called out.  For example, the inclusion of a strategy to map 
downtown boundaries to encourage economic development is similar to our call for 
Metro to prepare and adopt functional plans for affordable housing under ORS 
268.390(2).  If Metro adopts an affordable housing regional framework, then under 
ORS 268.390(5) it can adopt implementing ordinances that require each city and 
county within Metro’s jurisdiction to make land use decisions consistent with the 
regional framework plan.  Metro can – and should – do more in every step of its 
planning process to identify affordable housing as a critical regional goal. This includes 
planning for solutions by including in these Community Investment Strategy 
recommendations.   
 
 Further, the Housing Policy Choices listed on Appendix 1, at pages A1-24-25 are 
clearly inadequate to address the scope of the affordable housing problem and 
equitable distribution of affordable housing throughout the Metro jurisdiction.  
Housing policies should not be hidden in the depths of an appendix, but should be 
given prime time attention in the Community Investment Strategy recommendation.  In 
addition, the policies should be concrete statements for measuring land available for 
affordable housing and affordable housing production throughout the region.  Our 
suggestions are a step in that direction. 
 

We would also like to take this opportunity to express our support for the 
comments submitted in a separate letter by Tom Cusak  We support his comments 
criticizing Metro’s failure to identify the total costs of proposed affordable housing 
subsidies, and is failure to prioritize the most needed affordable housing, rental 
housing in favor of homeownership programs.  In particular, we agree that a specific 
portion of the $3.8 billion in projected local residential “incentives”/subsidies discussed 
in Appendix 1 must be targeted for exclusive use by low income renter households to 
help solve the problem of growing cost burdens. 

 
Thank you for your consideration.   

 
Sincerely,  

 
 
 
 

Ellen Johnson  
Chair, Housing Land Advocates  
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