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PREFACE

This report, Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver, Sxth Annual Point-In-Time Study,
2005 provides our community with a count of the number of personsin metropolitan
Denver who were identified as lacking a permanent place to stay on Jan 24, 2005. It also
helpsidentify the characteristics, many of the causes of homelessness and related issues
and needs from the perspective of those who experience homel essness.

It is important to understand what this study is not. It is not an “exact” count of every
single person who is homeless in the metropolitan Denver area. This survey seeksto
identify the number and characteristic of personswho are homeless at a particular point
intime. It only captures information on people who were either 1) receiving or seeking
assistance through homeless resource providers on that day, or 2) were persons who
confirmed their homel ess status when approached on the street by outreach workers. The
information is also dependent on a person’ s willingness to complete the survey.

We know that this type of survey will always represent an undercount of the true
numbers and characteristics of peoplein our community who lack safe, decent and
permanent homes in our communities. However, thisreport does provide us with a
valuable snapshot of the homeless condition for over 10,000 people in our community on
the night of January 24, 2005.
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HOMELESSNESSIN METROPOLITAN DENVER
SIXTH ANNUAL POINT-IN-TIME STUDY, 2005

. INTRODUCTION

For more than ten years, the Metropolitan Denver Homeless Initiative (MDHI) has
provided the leadership, support and structure necessary to develop and sustain a
comprehensive system of housing and services for persons who are experiencing

homel essness within the seven-county (Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Broomfield, Denver,
Douglas and Jefferson Counties) Denver metropolitan area, also referred to asa
Continuum of Care.

Designing, implementing and maintaining a continuum of care homeless service delivery
system requires the on-going collection and analysis of data on the number, location and
demographic characteristics of homeless persons who need access to emergency shelter,
supportive housing, permanent housing and specialized services. The U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the primary source of federal funding for
housing support for the homeless, now requires that each Continuum of Care across the
country, conduct a“point-in-time” survey every three years during the month of January.
HUD, MDHlI, local governments, municipalities, and service providers use the
information collected by the point-in-time survey to assess, project and plan strategies
and services to eliminate homel essness.

This study reports on the sixth homeless point-in-time survey completed in the Denver
metropolitan area. Research efforts have built upon previous surveys, beginning with Dr.
Franklin James of the University of Colorado at Denver, who conducted the initial
Denver Metropolitan Homeless Survey in 1988 and studies completed in June 1998,
September 2000, October 2001 and every January from 2003 to 2005.

In October of 2004, Mile High United Way (MHUW) and MDHI joined efforts to
provide the most accurate information possible regarding homelessness in the
metropolitan Denver area. In addition to funding the 2005 Point-1n-Time study, another
valuable resource that MHUW brings to this partnership is the ability to mobilize
volunteers from the private, public and non-profit sectors. Thisyear MHUW mobilized
more than 90 volunteers to help distribute, administer and collect surveys.

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005 1



II. BACKGROUND

The National Coalition for the Homeless (NCH) reports that a growing shortage of
affordable housing, together with an increase in poverty is largely responsible for therise
in homelessness over the past 20-25 years.! Reports of a strong economy and low
unemployment hide many of the reasons why people are homeless. Low wages and less
secure jobs offering fewer benefits, strengthens the disparity between rich and poor. For
these Americans, work is no escape from poverty. The Institute for Children and Poverty
report an enormous gap between the number of affordable housing units and the number
of people needing them, as well asrising rental costs beyond the ability of poor
individuals and families to afford.? The NCH reports that the loss of single room
occupancy housing, such as boarding houses and single rooms in downtown areas, has
also had a severe impact on homelessness. They report that in Denver, from 1971 to
1981, 64 percent of this type of housing was lost.?

Many additional factors contribute to homelessness, such as mental illness, domestic
violence, lack of affordable health care and substance abuse, among others.

Homel essness often results from a complex set of circumstances, requiring that people
choose between food, shelter and other basic needs.

A. Difficulty Counting the Homeless

Information provided by the National Law Center on Homel essness and Poverty, 1999,
reported on by NCH, wrote that areview of homelessnessin 50 cities throughout the
country found that in al of these cities, the estimated number of homeless people far
outnumbered the availability of emergency shelters and transitional housing spaces.
Therefore, many homeless individuals and families are forced to live with relatives and
friendsin crowded, temporary arrangements, often referred to as “doubled-up.” These
people are experiencing homel essness but are less likely to be recognized as being
homeless.

Point-in-time studies are a “ snapshot” of homelessness, counting those who are homeless
at aparticular time. Point-in-time studies are complicated by the fact that many people
will not be counted because they are not easily found. These people may be staying in
cars, campgrounds or other “hidden” locations. This accounts for the term “snapshot” as
homeless counts may miss significant numbers of homeless people, including those living
in doubled-up situations.  NCH writes, “. . . homelessness is impossible to measure with
100 percent accuracy. More important than knowing the precise number of people who
experience homelessness is our progressin ending it.”

! National Coalition for the Homeless. “Why Are People Homeless? NCH Fact Sheet #1.” National
Codlition for the Homeless. September 2002. 4/12/2005 <http://www.nationalhomel ess.org/causes.html>
# National Codlition for the Homeless. “Why Are People Homeless? NCH Fact Sheet #1.” National
Codlition for the Homeless. September 2002. 4/12/2005 <http://www.national homel ess.org/causes.html>
% National Codlition for the Homeless. “Why Are People Homeless? NCH Fact Sheet #1.” National
Cadlition for the Homeless. September 2002. 4/12/2005 <http://www.national homel ess.org/causes.html>
* National Codlition for the Homeless, “How Many People Experience Homelessness?” NCH Fact Sheet
#2.” National Codlition for the Homeless. September 2002. 4/12/2005

<http://www.national homel ess.org/causes.html>
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1. METHODOLOGY

The MDHI Data Committee, made up of staff members from agencies serving the
homeless, MDHI board members, MHUW staff, homeless individuals, the MDHI
Director and the research consultants, met to refine the process for collecting information.

A. Survey Revision

The MDHI Data Committee, as well as additional homeless providers and homeless
persons, revised the 2005 survey to ssimplify the language and format. This process
included an examination of the challenges that were identified in the previous year. A
series of at least six meetings were held to review the survey questions and the resulting
data to determine how the survey and the data collection process could be improved from
the previous year. These meetings were widely publicized and more than 35 people
helped to devel op the 2005 Point-1n-Time Survey.

B. Training

Training and materials were provided to every participating service provider in the seven
county, 14-municipality region in metro Denver. County coordinators were recruited
who were responsible for each of the seven counties. Approximately 71 people were
trained, representing people from shelters, transitional housing programs, churches, food
pantries or food banks and outdoor meal-sites, domestic violence programs, mental health
centers, hospitals, government agencies, MDHI and others. Volunteers were al'so
recruited from the private sector to help administer the questionnaire. In addition, street
outreach to the homeless was organized in downtown Denver and along east and west
Colfax. Thisoutreach was expanded to include using homeless and formerly homeless
individualsto help administer the survey. These volunteers were provided with
specialized training and instructions to improve the quality of the data collected. Detailed
information about the trainings, the instructions given to the volunteers and copies of the
English and Spanish 2005 surveys may be found in the Appendix.

C. Agencies
Every year, alarge number of agencies participate in collecting data and distributing the

survey. Thisyear, MHUW co-sponsored the study and was instrumental in gathering
volunteers to help agencies administer the survey without affecting service to their
clients.

D. Data Cleaning

A committee made up of the MDHI Director, the Chairperson of the MDHI data
committee and the researchers for the 2005 count, developed criteriafor determining if a
respondent to the survey was homeless or not (the criteria may be found in the Technical
Report in the Appendix). A larger committee of approximately 20 persons, including
service providers, MDHI board members and researchers, went over each survey
individually and excluded those who did not meet the established criteriafor
homelessness. With some surveys, it was unclear whether the respondent was homeless
or not homeless. A smaller group of volunteers reviewed these surveys and determined
whether the respondent was homeless.

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005 3



Detailed information about the process for cleaning and analyzing the datais contained in
the Technical Report in the Appendix. Past reports have been challenged because of
concerns about double counting homeless persons and including non-homeless
individualsin the count. For 2005, special care was taken to avoid these problems. A
committee, referred to previously, determined the appropriateness of each record for
inclusion in the count. Every completed survey (record) was reviewed after data entry by
the researchers, to further eliminate duplicates and those who were not homeless.

The following report details the findings based on an analysis of the total metro Denver
area. Anaysisof survey respondents by city and county may be found in the Appendix.

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005 4



V. FINDINGS

A. TOTAL NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS AND HOMEL ESS PERSONS

The data presented in this report reflect the responses of those individuals who completed
the survey, referred to as “ Respondents’ in the report. Some homeless persons were
certainly missed, but it is assumed that the data collected is a good representation of the
total population.

The total number of homeless persons, in thisreport, is the sum of those who completed
the survey (1 in each case), plus the number of persons who were determined to be
homeless and accompanying the respondent on January 24, 2005. Thistotal number of
homeless personsisreferred to as“ All Homeless Persons,” meaning al of those
homeless persons counted in this report.

Almost six thousand (5,826) persons completed the 2005 Point-In-Time survey and were
determined to have been homeless on the night of January 24, 2005. The survey
respondents were accompanied by 4,432 others, for atotal of 10,268 persons who were
homeless on January 24™.

Note: Survey respondents often did not answer every question. Therefore, the
percentages reported in each sub-section of the report and in individual tables and
graphs represent only those people who answer ed the particular question, and do not
represent the total number of respondents. In other words, the percentages do not
include the percentage of “ missing” responses.

B. RESPONDENTS

The 2005 Point-1n-Time Survey provides information about those who completed it and
those who accompanied them on the night of the count. The information in Section B,
however, refersto the respondent only; the data cannot be extrapolated to those who
accompanied the respondents.

1. Family Status
The family status identified by the person who completed the survey, reflects how they

portrayed themselves. Persons were considered, “ Single and alone” if no one was with
them or those with them were not homeless. “Single with others’ indicates persons who
were with other homeless individuals but the others were not family members such asa
spouse or child. Single persons living alone make up the largest group or respondents,
representing 59.8 percent of all respondents.
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Figure 1. Respondentsby Family Status
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2. Age of Respondents

Respondents ranged in age from six to 87 years. The average age for individuals

completing the 2005 Point-1n-Time Survey was 38.4 years old.

Tablel. Ageof Respondents

AGE GROUP NUMBER %
School Age (12 and under) 6 Nl
Teen (13-19) 331 5.8
Y oung Adult (20-25) 799 14.0
Adult (26-64) 4,493 78.6
Senior (65 and over) 85 15
TOTAL 5,714 100

3. Number of Children, Teens, Adults and Elderly Respondents

The vast majority (78.6%) of people completing the survey are in the adult category.
Onein five (19.8%) are teens or young adults. Six respondents are under the age of
twelve, but were responding for afamily that was homeless. Eighty-fiveindividuals are

older than 65, six of them over 80 years of age.

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005



Figure 2. Age Groups- Respondents

Age Group of Respondents
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4. Age Group and Family Status of Respondents

In the young adult age group, respondents without children (392) are about equal to those
respondents in families with children (407). In the remaining age groups, the vast
majority of respondents are individuals without children and families. In the senior
group, the six respondents with children are identified as grandparents caring for
grandchildren. Figure 3 provides the number of respondents in each age category by
their grouped family status, illustrating that the great majority of respondents with and
without children are in the “Adults’ age group.

Figure 3. Grouped Family Status by Age Groups- Respondents

Grouped Family Status by Ages
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5. Ages of Child and Youth Respondents

Many programs serving children and youth need breakdowns of homeless youth ages that
are unique to their program. Table 2 provides information on the number of children and
youth respondents between the ages of 6 and 25. The six children, twelve or under were
reporting for their homeless families.

Table2. Youth Ages- Respondents

AGE NUMBER %
6 1 1

7 3 3

9 1 1

12 1 1
13 1 1
14 5 4
15 10 9
16 14 12
17 49 4.3
18 109 9.6
19 143 126
20 153 135
21 141 124
22 123 10.8
23 132 116
24 130 114
25 120 10.6
Total 1,136 100.0

6. Family Status and Gender of Respondents

The mgjority of single persons (alone or with others) are male. Females almost
exclusively head single parent families. Most of the individuals who completed the
survey for the couple (with or without children), were female. Couples could be same
sex or different sexes.

Figure4. Family Status by Gender of Respondents

Family Status by Gender
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7. Ethnicity of Respondents

In a comparison of those who completed the 2005 Point-In-Time Survey with the general
population of metro Denver in 2003, whites are under-represented and minorities are
over-represented among the homeless.

Figure5. Ethnicity of Homeless Respondents and M etr o Denver

Ethnicity of Homeless Respondents (2005) Compared to
General Population in Metro Denver (2003)
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8. Last Permanent Residence
Respondents were asked to indicate the county where they last lived before they became
homeless. The largest percentage of respondents indicated they had come from Denver.

Figure 6. Last Residence- County, Other Place, State or Country

Last Permanent Residence - County, Other Place, State or Country

Other Country (32)

Broomfield City and County (38)
Douglas County (40)

Don't Know (189)

Other Place in Colorado (202)

Arapahoe County (417)

Boulder County (531)
Other State (540)
Adams County (600)

Jefferson County (637)

B.4%

Denver City and County (2,008)

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0%

® U.S. Census Bureau. “American Community Survey 2003 Data Profile, Denver, CO PMSA.” April 5,
2005 <http://www.census.gov/acs'www/Products/Profiles/Single/2003/ACS/CO.htm>
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9. Last Permanent Housing Compar ed to January 24, 2005

When the location of the last permanent housing is compared to the place where
respondents spent January 24, 2005, several things become clear. Some communities, for
example Boulder, serve the vast mgjority of all homeless persons who come from that

community. Other communities do not have sufficient resources for homeless
individuals from their community and they are served elsewhere. Denver, for example, is

likely to provide homeless services for homeless persons from other countiesin the

Metro area, other parts of Colorado and other states and countries.

Table 3 isatwo-way table and allows the reader to examine the relationship between the
two variables represented in the table, in this instance, the county where the respondent
had their last permanent residence, and the county where the respondent spent the night
of January 24". For example, while 42.2 percent of respondents whose last permanent
residence was in Arapahoe County, spent the night of January 24™ there, an almost equal

percentage (41.5%) reported they spent the night of January 24™ in Denver City and

County.

Table3. Place Where Respondent Spent January 24" by L ast Permanent Residence

PLACE WHERE RESPONDENT SPENT JANUARY 24TH

Adams | Arapahoe | Boulder | Broom- | Denver | Douglas | Jeffer- | Other | Other | Other Don't
Field son Place | State | Country | Know
in
CO

LAST
PERMANENT o
RESIDENCE 0
Adams 55.9 5.4 17 31 26.5 35 1.0 N 2.2
Arapahoe 9.1 422 12 415 4.9 7 2
Boulder 6 4 93.3 3.4 2 8 8 6
Broomfield 16.7 2.8 16.7 30.6 250 5.6 2.8
Denver 2.7 29 2.1 1 86.6 3 4.4 4 2 1 4
Douglas 77 77 5.1 61.5 10.3 77
Jeffer son 45 3.0 16 2 24.3 2 64.5 3 2 2 11
Other Placein
CO 5.1 5.1 155 52.6 10.7 9.7 5 5
Other State

7.2 55 194 4 55.7 6 8.1 6 15 2 9
Other Country

9.4 34.4 40.6 3.1 31 6.3 3.1

Don’t Know 32 151 6.5 254 5.9 11 5 22

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005
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10. Factors Associated with Homel essness

a. Causes of Homelessness

Respondents can be grouped into individuals with children and families and individuals
without children and families. Both individuals with families and children and individuas
without children identified loss of ajob as the most common cause of homelessness.
Respondents in families differed from respondents without familiesin the other primary
causes of their homelessness. Individuals with families and children were more likely
than respondents without families and children to identify relationship problems and
abuse or violence. Individuals without families and children were more likely than those
with families and children to identify substance abuse and mental illness as causes of

their homel essness.

Table4. Causesof Homelessness by Family/Non-Family M ember

CAUSE OF HOMEL ESSNESS INDIVIDUALS | INDIVIDUALS

WITHOUT WITH

FAMILIES CHILDREN

AND
CHILDREN
% %

Lost Job 36.7 344
Alcohol/Substance Abuse 169 5.9
Relationship Problems 164 26.9
High Housing Costs 15.9 28.1
Eviction 126 179
Medical Problems 11.5 7.2
Mental IlIness 109 3.2
Moved to Find Work 8.1 7.6
Legd Problems 7.7 4.6
Bad Credit 71 8.1
Abuse or Violence 7.6 18.6
Utility Bills 6.2 10.2
Discharged from Jail 5.8 1.3
Problems with Benefits 51 6.6
High Medical Expenses 4.2 4.0
Lived with Someone Sent to Jail 2.4 4.2
Discharged from Foster Care 16 11
Sexual Orientation 1.0 0.2

b. Disabling Conditions

Respondents were asked to identify if they have any of five disabling conditions that are
expected to last along time and contribute to their homelessness. The largest group of
respondents indicated that they experienced serious medical problems, followed by
mental illness and substance abuse.

Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005 1



Figure 7. Disabling Conditions

Disabling Conditions
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c. Disabling Conditions and Family Status

Individual s without children are much more likely than respondents in families with
children to have at least one of the five identified disabling conditions (serious medical
problems, developmental disability, severe mental illness, HIV/AIDS, substance abuse).

Figure8. Presenceof at Least One Disabling Condition by Family Status
of Respondent

Presence of At Least one Disabling Condition
by Family Status of Respondent
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11. Issues. Military, Foster Care, Hunger, ID Card, Education
Respondents were asked if they had ever been in the military, in any kind of out-of-home
placement, if they had recently been hungry, if they had a valid Colorado ID and their
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level of education. Responses to these questions are crucia in understanding their issues
and planning needed services.

Those with military background might be eligible for additional services. Evidence of the
relatedness of foster care participation and homel essness can help guide changes in the
child welfare system. Those who provide food to homeless persons need to understand
the extent to which the current programs meet the need. Lack of education can be a
barrier to earning enough to support stable housing. Likewise, avalid ID can be essential
in qualifying for employment, housing and other resources.

Figure9. Issues: Military, Foster Care, Hunger, I D, Education

Issues: Military, Foster Care, Hunger, ID, Education
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12. Income and Resour ces

a. Money

Almost half (45.5%) of all respondents reported having either no money the prior year or
having less than $1,000 that year. Families were likely to fall into the $1,000-$9,999 a
year category, with single parents with children the most likely (49.8%) to have had this
income in the prior year. Those respondents reporting that they were part of a couple,
both with or without children, reported the highest incomes for last year.

Table5. Family Statusby Money in Prior Year

FAMILY STATUS NO LESS $1,000- $10,000- | $20,000
MONEY THAN 9,999 19,999 OR
$1,000 MORE
%
Single Person Living Alone 22.2 26.2 36.7 10.2 4.7
Single Person Living with Others 25.8 30.6 30.6 103 2.6
Single Parent with Children 15.0 21.0 49.8 10.9 3.3
Part of a Couple with Children 14.3 17.2 41.0 20.1 74
Part of a Couple without Children 28.2 225 34.7 8.0 6.6
Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver — Sixth Annual Point-1 n-Time Study, 2005 13




b. Sources of Income

When asked the source of their income or resources, more than one in four respondents
stated that they had no income the preceding year. Food Stamps and various types of
work (day labor, part time job and full time job) provided the largest percentage of

respondents with resources.

Figure 10. Sourcesof Income

Sources of Income
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13. Needed Services

Respondents were asked what services they needed in the past month that they were
unable to obtain. Permanent housing was cited by almost one-quarter (22.5%) of all
respondents. Transportation, emergency assistance and health care were the next most

frequently cited services needed.
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Figure11. Needed Services
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C. ALL HOMELESS PERSONS

1. Family Status
Persons with children (whether a single parent or a couple) are considered to be families.

For the purpose of this report, two adults together are not considered a “family” unless
they have children.

Figure 12. All Homeless Persons by Family Status

All Homeless Persons by Family Status
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Persons in families with children (5,131) make up half (50%) of al persons who were
homeless on January 24, 2005.

Figure 13. Homeless Familieswith Children vs. | ndividualswithout Children

Homeless Persons in Families with Children vs Homeless Individuals
without Children
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2. Where All Homeless Persons Spent January 24, 2005 by Type of Place,

City and County
Survey respondents were asked to indicate in what type of facility or place they spent the
night of January 24, 2005. In addition, they were asked separate questions about what
city and county that facility or place was located. In some instances, their responses to
city and county did not match. Therefore, the city and county responses are described

separately.

The responses of those who completed the survey were applied to the number of persons
who accompanied them to get the following percentages. Forty-six percent (46%) of all
homel ess persons spent the night of January 24, 2005 in the City and County of Denver.
However, the majority of homeless persons (54%) spent the night of the 24" in cities and
counties other than Denver.

a. Citiesand Counties

Figure 14 reports the percentage and the number of all homeless persons staying the night
of January 24" in the various cities. Figure 15 describes the counties, other placesin
Colorado, other states and those spending the night in a different country.

Figure 14. City Where All Homeless Per sons Spent Night of January 24th

City Where All Homeless Persons Spent Night of January 24th
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None of These Cities (1,188)
Lakewood (971)

Boulder (848)

Aurora (810)

Longmont (691)

Arvada (411)

Don't Know (273)

Westminster (244)
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Figure 15. County Where All Homeless Per sons Spent Night of January 24th

County Where All Homeless Persons Spent Night of January 24th
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b. City and Family Status

There is a difference between homeless families with children and homeless individuals
without children with regard to where they are more likely to have spent the night of the
survey. The mgjority of individuals without children (59.2%) indicated they spent that
night in Denver. Conversely, the majority (66.8%) of families with children spent that
night in counties and places other than Denver City and County.

Figure 16. Denver and All Other Cities by Family Status

Denver vs. All Other Cities by Grouped Family Status
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3. Typeof Place

a. Typeof Place All Homeless Persons Spent January 24, 2005

On January 24, 2005, the magjority of all homeless persons were either doubled up

(staying temporarily with family or friends), in an emergency shelter or in time-limited

transitional housing. One in ten (10.9%) of all homeless persons were unsheltered (on the

street or other locations not designed for human habitation)

Figure17. Where All Homeless Per sons Spent Night of January 24th

Where Homeless Persons Spent Night of January 24th
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b. Type of Place and Family Status

Families with children and individuals without children differed in the types of places

where they spent January 24, 2005. Figure 18 shows that families with children most

often identified time-limited transitional housing and staying with family or friends.
Individuals without children most often identified emergency shelter, staying with family

or friends or on the street.
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Figure 18. WhereIndividualswithout Children and Familieswith Children Spent January 24th

Where Individuals without Children and
Families with Children Spent January 24th
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c. Sheltered vs. Unsheltered and Family Status

Almost onein five individuals without families and children were unsheltered (living on
the street or other place not designed for human habitation) on January 24, 2005. Two
percent of individuals in families with children were unsheltered on that night.

Figure 19. Unsheltered by Grouped Family Status

Unsheltered by Grouped Family Status
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4. Age, Gender and Relationship of Those with Respondents

It is important to note that not all of those who completed the survey responded to the
guestion on the survey that described those who were with them on January 24, 2005.
Respondents were asked to fill ininitials, age, gender and the nature of the person’s
relationship to them. If arespondent filled inany one of these categories, the person was
counted; it was not necessary for the respondent to fill in all sections of the grid to have
an accompanying person counted. Consequently, the totals for each of these categories
may not match the total number of those determined to be accompanying the respondent.

a. Gender
There were 2,255 respondents who indicated the gender of those accompanying them.
Slightly more than half (53.4%) of those identified were male.

b. Relationship Figure20. Relationship to Respondent

A total of 2,025 respondents
indicated the relationship of those
who were with them. The largest Partner, 50% _ Other Family
group accompanying respondents .
were children. It should be noted
that couples referred to each other
as both spouse and partner. Friend, 0.7%
Sometimes, friendship groups also
referred to each other as partners.

Relationship to Respondent

Spouse, 9.0%

c. Age
One thousand, nine hundred and
sixty-five respondents (1,965)

indicated ages of the persons accompanying them. They ranged in age from less than one
year to 88 years of age.
Table6. Age Group of Thosewith Respondent

AGE GROUP %

Infant and Toddler (0-3) 235
Pre School (4-6) 14.1
School Age (7-12) 21.2
Teen (13-19) 158
Y oung Adult (20-25) 05.6
Adult (26-65) 19.1
Senior (65+) 00.6

d. Total Number of Children and Youth

Children and youth are represented in the survey database as the respondent, friend of
respondents of any age and children of single parents and couples. The total number of
all homeless children and youth (ages 0-19) is 3,683, more than one-third (35.8%) of all
persons homeless on January 24, 2005.
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5. Duration and Episodes of Homelessness

Duration of homelessness refers to how long a particular episode of homel essness has
lasted. Number of episodes refers to the number of separate times a person has
experienced homelessness, regardiess of how long each of the episodes | asted.

a. Duration

Slightly more than one in ten (11.3%) homeless persons had been without a permanent
place to stay for lessthan 30 days. Almost equal numbers of homeless persons were
homeless less than one year (44.9%) as were homeless more than one year (43.3%).

Figure21. Duration
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b. Episodes

A little more than one-third (35.1%) of homeless persons were experiencing their first
episode of homelessness (regardless of the length of time that episode had |asted).

Figure 22. Episodes
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6. Newly and Chronically Homeless

a. Newly Homeless

For the purpose of this study, people were considered “ newly homeless” if had been
homeless for less than one year, and this was their first episode of homelessness. On
January 24, 2005 1,824 individuals, or 17.7 percent of all homeless persons were
considered newly homeless; more than half of them (56.7%) were part of afamily with
children. Single parent families are the largest percentage of that group.

Figure23. Newly Homeless
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b. Chronically Homeless Persons
HUD defines chronic homelessness as:
single persons living alone, and
having a chronic debilitating condition, and
having been homeless continually for one year or more, or
having four or more episodes of homelessness in three or more years.

Three out of five (59.8%) respondents to the survey isasingle person living alone. Two
out of five (40.9%) has a chronic debilitating condition. Of those respondents who
answered the question about duration and episodes of homelessness, 13.8 percent had
been continuously homeless for ayear or more, while 6.8 percent had been homeless four
or more times in three years. When all of these elements are considered together,
however, 348 respondents (7.3%) met the full criteriafor chronic homelessness.
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V. SUMMARY

Homelessness continues to be a critical issue in metro Denver. More than 10,000 persons
lack a permanent residence on any given night. Some of these persons are on the street or
in cars; others are temporarily housed in emergency shelters, daily motels or in the
basements or spare rooms of family or friends. For all of these persons, and especially
for the third of them who are children or youth, thisis a devastating experience.

Many homeless persons suffer from mental illness or serious medical problems. Others
have ssimply lost jobs or suffered family disruption. Many lack education, job skills and
family supports. All need a safe, secure and permanent placeto live.

Some of those who are homeless are employed or receiving public benefits. However,
these sources of income are often inadequate in meeting the cost of housing, food,
utilities and medical care. Many of these individuals need services that are unavailable or
inaccessible to them.

People cycle into homelessness every day. Families represent alarge segment of the
“newly homeless.” They may be found in emergency or temporary facilities or doubled
up with others, but they are “homeless’ because they have been unable to secure stable,
safe, and permanent housing.

Other persons experience “chronic homelessness.” The majority of these persons are
male and most often found on the street, in emergency shelters or doubled up with others.
They have major medical or mental conditions that make permanent, stable housing
difficult to achieve.

Regardless of the cause of a person’s homelessness, their family status or their particular
needs, homelessness is a problem that affects all citizens of metro Denver. Additional
attention and resources are needed to reduce its occurrence and impact on the individuals,
families and children experiencing homel essness.
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APPENDIX A: Technical Report

. INTRODUCTION

Counting the number of homeless persons at a particular point-in-time and accurately
documenting their situation and needs presents several challenges. Many homeless
individuals and families are indistinguishable from others observed throughout the
community. They may be working, sitting in afast food restaurant, in the library or
walking their child home from school. Others may be in locations where it is difficult to
contact them, such as abandoned buildings or under bridges. Additionally, some

homel ess persons experience cognitive confusion, rendering their responses to questions
inconsistent.

There are two ways to address these issues. By increasing the number of respondents and
the range of locations where they are contacted, we can help reduce the impact of these
problems, and by taking these issues into account during the data analysis process, we
can clean the datain away to maximize internal consistency in each record.

This technical report delineates the methods used to avoid double counting of homeless
persons who responded to the survey instrument more than once or who report that they
are accompanied by other homeless persons, who may have also completed a survey.
Also described is the work done to avoid counting persons as homeless who are not
actually in that situation. While it is very important to avoid double counting, it is also
important to remember that not every homeless person in the area was counted, as many
are “hidden” or have avoided attempts to document them.

Thistechnical report describes the process used to collect, clean, and analyze the data
contained in the Homel essness in Metropolitan Denver, Sxth Annual Point-In-Time
Sudy, 2005. It delineates the approaches taken to ensure the broadest representation of
participants and the greatest accuracy of their responses.

II. DATA COLLECTION PROCESS

A. County Coordinators/ Participating Agencies

The Metro Denver Homeless Initiative (MDHI) and Mile High United Way were
responsible for the distribution of surveys to agencies serving the homeless. Each metro
county had a coordinator who recruited agencies and ensured that completed surveys
were returned to MDHI for analysis. English and Spanish versions of the survey were
made available electronically, and all agencies made the copies they needed and put their
name on every survey form. Approximately one hundred and forty-seven different
organizations, or departments within organizations, participated in the 2005 count.

B. MHUW Volunteers

Because agencies serving the homeless are often understaffed, making it difficult to
divert time and resources, they were assisted in 2005 by corporate and community
volunteers who were recruited and trained by Mile High United Way (MHUW). The
volunteer participation this year allowed the agency staff to focus on the demand for
services.
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C. Language
The 2005 survey was available in Spanish and English. The vast mgjority of surveys

(95.4%) were completed in English.

D. Trainingfor Data Collection

The researcher in charge of the Homelessness In Metropolitan Denver, Sxth Annual
Point-In-Time Study, 2005, trained County coordinators and agency personnel in the use
of the survey. The training provided overview information regarding the deadline for
administering and returning the surveys, some changes that were made to the survey for
2005, and information about how to avoid survey duplication. This overview aso
delineated the advantage of actually completing the survey with each respondent, and at
the very least, being available to answer questions. The training also provided additional
instructions about the survey itself. Additional instructions for dealing with the problem
of over-counting were emailed to the volunteers who participated in the training.

Following are the training documents:
Training Document - Overview
= Although the point in time date is January 24, 2005, surveys are to be
administered between January 25 and January 28 with all surveys returned to
MDHI by January 31.

= There are some changes that have been made to the survey in order to avoid
duplication and confusion about homeless status that occurred last year. Other
changes include using the first person and simplifying the language. Questions are
reordered so that the most important questions for the annual count come on the
first page.

= Theideal situation isfor aservice provider to complete the survey with each
respondent. The provider asks the questions and compl etes the form with the
respondent’s answers. If thisis not possible, and respondents complete the forms
themselves, providers should supervise the process and be available to answer
guestions. Some surveys should be checked for accuracy.

= Providers should inform respondents that the identifying information of initials,
gender and age are only to help avoid counting the same person more than once if
they happen to fill out the form in different locations, and in no way will be used
to identify them.

= If respondentsfill out the survey, and it is not their first time doing so this year,
encourage them to use the same initials and age and to honestly answer the
guestion regarding prior surveys completed. This aidesin the elimination of
duplicates
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Training Document - I nstructions for Completing the Survey

Page 1 of the survey provides all theinformation needed for an accurate count of
homeless personsin metro Denver as of January 24, 2005. Page 2 givesa portrait of
the homeless respondents.

Question 1 - agency collecting the survey — providers should complete this and put the
full name of the agency.

Questions 2 & 3 - letters from last name, first name and middle name and age must be
filled in completely. These are used to create a unique case record and not for individual
identification.

Questions 4 & 5 - these items are used for group calculations, not for individual
identification.

Question 6 - living situation determines the number of individuals versus family
members.

Question 7 - thisitem determines those who are homeless as of the point in time date. If
the respondent doesn’t remember where they were on the night of January 24, they can
say were they were the night before completing the survey.

Questions 8 - thisitem helpsto determine if the respondent is homeless in instances
where their answer to the prior question might have indicated that they werein a
permanent situation.

Question 9 - thisitem helps to describe those who, in addition to the respondent, are
homeless on January 24. If the respondent was staying temporarily with others who are
not homeless, they are not to be included in this table.

Question 10 - these cities entitlement cities for community development block grants and
are required to address homelessness in the consolidated housing plan that they submit to
HUD.

Question 11 - thisitem provides the metro Denver breakdown of homeless persons as of
the point in time date.

Question 12 - thisitem identifies the last permanent residence of the respondent.

Questions 13 & 14 - these items are used to determine the newly homeless (first

episode, less than 30 day); chronically homel essness (more than one year or four or more
times in the past three years) and the annual prevaence of homelessness (newly homeless
x 11 plus the number homeless persons as of the point in time date. If the respondent has
a permanent residence, they check “doesn’t apply to me.”
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Question 15 - these conditions are part of the HUD definition of chronic homelessness.

Question 16 - these are some typical causes of homelessness. If the respondent has a
permanent residence, they check “doesn’t apply to me.”

Questions 17 — 21 - these questions address particular concerns of the population.

Question 22 - this question asks for annual income. If the respondent isin afamily, it
could include money from all family members. If the respondent isn’'t sure of their
money, they should make a best guess.

Question 23 - this section has some tradition sources of income and some no traditional
ones. Respondents should be encouraged to be as candid as possible.

Question 24 - this section will determine gaps in service or needed services.
Question 25 - thisitem will help identify duplicate surveys.

Additional I nstructionsfor Dealing with the Problem of Over-Counting
= Theformisto be completed by only one person in each household. A household
isagroup of people who share money, resources, and support. Individual adults
who share aliving space are not a household, if they do not share money and
other resources.

= If you have a mother, father and two children, either the mother or father should
complete the form but not both. The one person who completes the form should
include the other adult and the children on item 9. If both completed aform and
included the others in their family on item 9 — we would be double counting them.

= |f you have two adults sharing a living space who do not share money or
resources, each should complete aform but not include the other person in item 9.
If each included the other on item 9, we would be double counting them. They
should also identify themselves as a single person, living with others (item 6 —
choice 2).

[1l. DATA CLEANING PROCESS

A. Committee Process

A committee made up of the MDHI Director, the Chairperson of the MDHI data
committee and the researchers for the 2005 count, developed criteriafor determining if a
respondent to the survey was homeless. A larger committee of approximately 20
persons, including service providers, MDHI board members and researchers, went over
each survey individually and pulled out the surveys of those who did not meet the
homeless criteria. Another group reviewed these surveys, and together, made the fina
determination.
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B. Criteriafor Deter mining Homelessness vs. Non-Homelessness
The following criteriawere applied to all surveys:

= |f theresponseto Q7 is“1-6,” THE PERSON |ISHOMELESS.

= |f theresponseto Q7 is“7- 12,” check responsesto Q8. If Q8is“no” or “don’t
know,” THE PERSON IS HOMELESS.

= |f theresponseto Q7 is*“13 - permanent supportive housing (for previously
homeless persons),” and Q8 is“yes’ THE PERSON IS NOT HOMELESS.

= |f theresponse to Q7 is*“13 - permanent supportive housing (for previously
homeless persons),” and Q8 is*“no” or “don’t know,” THE PERSON IS
HOMELESS (they could have been evicted from their permanent place after
January 24™, 2005 and are now homeless).

= |f the responseto Q7is“12” coupled with a“yes’ in Q9, THE PERSON IS NOT
HOMELESS.

= |ftheresponseto Q71is“7, 8,9, 10" coupled with a“yes’ to Q8, THE PERSON
ISNOT HOMELESS (the person could have been in those places on January
24™ but returned to a permanent home after that).

= |f theresponseto Q7is“11,” coupled with a“yes’ to Q8, THE PERSON |S
HOMELESS (even if they consider the transitional housing to be their home,
hence the “yes’ to Q8).

C. Elimination of Duplicates

When surveys are self-administered, duplicates are inevitable. Severa steps were taken

to address this issue.

= People were instructed to complete only one survey, but if they completed more,

they were asked to use consistent initials and to indicate how many times they had
completed a survey thisyear. Thislast item proved to be ineffective in that some
who said they had completed multiple surveys had no others with the same set of
initials. Other instances had two or three records from the same person but each
time was identified as the first survey completed.

= To clean the data, all surveys were arranged alphabetically. If threeinitials
matched, then age and gender were checked. If those matched, the city and type
of place where they spent January 24 were checked and if these were the same,
duplicates were removed leaving only one record for that person. If the city and
place did not match, other items were checked and if they matched (i.e.: number
of persons with them, etc) any duplicates were removed. If it was not clear that
the records were duplicates, none were removed.
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D. SurveysEliminated to Reach Final Data Set

Almost 8,000 surveys were collected. Prior to data entry 1,385 were removed because
they were too incomplete to be usable or the respondent was determined to be non
homeless. Another 388 were excluded before data entry due to their status as “residents
in permanent supportive housing”. After data entry, 348 records were removed because
they were clear duplicates. The final data sent included surveys from 5,826 respondents.

Appendix —Table 1. Eliminated Survey / Final Number in Data Set

CATEGORIESOF ELIMINATED SURVEYS NUMBER
Total Number of Surveys Collected 7,947
Number Removed as Unusable 21
Number Removed as Non-Homel ess Persons 1,364
Number Removed as Duplicates 348
Number Removed as Residents in Permanent Supportive Housing for Formerly 388
Homeless Persons

Final Data Set - Number of Respondents 5,826

E. Guiddinesfor Cleaning the Variable for the Number of Personswith
Respondent (count)

Cleaning the data set to determine the number of persons accompanying a respondent,
proceeded with attention to the following three somewhat contradictory concerns:
= avoid double counting
= avoid counting as homeless, the non-homeless persons with whom a homeless
person was residing temporarily
= account for the many homeless persons who did not fully complete surveys

The following conventions were observed for each individually reviewed case record:
1. Respondent identified the place they stayed on January 24 as* staying

temporarily with family or friends’

= if individuals considered “other family” were identified as being with the
respondent, they were not counted, but “spouse” and “child” were counted

= if individuals considered as “friend” were identified as being with the
respondent, they were counted, on the assumption that a single person might
has chosen this category even though the place they stayed was a “crash pad”

= if individuals considered as “friend” were identified, only two were counted to
avoid double counting

2. Respondent identified the place they stayed on January 24 as“emer gency
shelter,” “transitional housing,” “domestic violence shelter” or “on the
street”
= if individuals considered as “ spouse” or “child” wereidentified as being with

the respondent, all were counted
= if individuals considered as “friend” or “partner” were identified as being with
the respondent, no more than two were counted — to avoid double counting
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3. Respondent identified the place they stayed on January 24 as* prison” or
“jajl”
= no additional individuals were counted as being with the respondent based on
the assumption that others identified may not have been homeless

4. Respondent identified the place they stayed on January 24 as “treatment
program,” “youth program”
= no more than two others were counted as being with the respondent based on
the assumption that the others may have also been homeless but there was a
need to avoid double counting

5. Respondent identified the place they stayed on January 24 as“ hotel-motel”
= all those identified were counted on the assumption that they represented one
household

6. Other Notes
= There were several cases of children or youth being the respondent for the
household. These were included.

= |f respondents included themselvesin the relationship grid (despite instructions
to avoid this), their info was removed from the count.

Table 2 isfrom the 2005 data -base prior to cleaning. The totals represent the number of
records (individual surveys) in which the number of persons accompanying the
respondent were counted. Table 3 represents the number of persons accompanying the
respondent AFTER the records were cleaned. There are many more instances of 4, 5, 6
and 7 persons counted in the first table, than the second.

Appendix - Table2. 2005 Data PRIOR to Cleaning

FAMILY COUNT OF PERSONS TOTAL

STATUS 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Single Person Living Alone 2,641 206 53 19 4 6 6| 16 2,951

Single Person Living with

Others 430 | 190 | 100 | 42 28 18 14| 12 834

Single Parent wi th Children 139 | 490 | 348 | 167 73 30 14| 10 1,271

Part of a Couple with Children 66 48| 125 | 111 66 37 16| 10 479

Part of a Couple without

Children 54| 124| 13 11 3 1 1 6 213

Other 48 11] 11 6 2 2 1 0 81
TOTAL | 3378 | 1,069 | 650 | 356 | 176 94| 52| 54 5,829
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Appendix — Table 3. 2005 Database AFTER Cleaning

FAMILY COUNT OF PERSONS TOTAL
STATUS 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Single Person Living Alone 3,483 3,483
Single Person Living with

Others 21 263 | 180 8 1 1 474
Single Parent with Children 10 571 | 377 | 174 79 20 4 3 1,238
Part of a Couplewith Children 6| 136 | 113 67 35 16 7 380
Part of a Couple without

Children 1 238 3 1 243
Other 1 4 3 8

TOTAL | 3516 | 1,0/8 | 700 | 295 | 148 58 20 11 5,82

6

F. Guidelinesfor Cleaning and Clarifying the Variablefor Living Situation

The relationship grid (survey question 9) contributed to a designation of the respondents
“living situation.” The place respondents spent January 24 (i.e.: staying with others) did
not contribute to the “living situation” variable because a respondent could be staying
with others but none of them were determined to be homeless and therefore could not be
counted.

The living situation variable was changed to match the relationship grid. Regardless of
what was checked in living situation, if there was no information in the relationship grid,
the respondent was considered to be single and living alone. Even if they checked living
with family or friends, if none were counted in the relationship grid, they were considered
to be single and living alone.

Respondents were considered to be:

= “gingle and living alone” if they had no one counted in the relationship grid.

= “single and living with others” if they had friends counted in the relationship grid.

= “single parent” if they identified only children in the relationship grid.
Grandparents with children were identified this way, as were multi-generational
families (ie: mother, her daughter and her grandson).

=  “part of acouple” with children” if they identified another adult and childrenin
the relationship grid.

= “part of acouplewithout children” if they identified a spouse or partner but no
children in the relationship grid.

V. SUMMARY

In past years, the important information contained in the annual count of homeless
persons has been over-shadowed by criticisms about over counting and inaccuracies. For
2005, extra efforts were made to ensure the accuracy of the numbers through training,
data cleaning and data analysis.
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APPENDI X B: Definitions

The following isalist of definitions used in the
Homelessness in Metropolitan Denver, Sxth Annual Point-in-Time Sudy, 2005 report,
provided by Linda Murphy, MDHI Director

An individual is considered homelessif he or sheis:

= deeping in places not meant for human habitation, such as cars, parks, sidewalks,
or abandoned or condemned buildings;

= deeping in an emergency shelter;

= gpending a short time (30 consecutive days or less) in a hospital or other
institution, but ordinarily sleeping in the types of places mentioned above;

= living in transitional/supportive housing but having come from streets or
emergency shelters;

=  being evicted within aweek from a private dwelling unit and having no
subsequent residence identified and lacking the resources and support networks
needed to obtain access to housing; or

=  being discharged from an institution and having no subsequent residence
identified and lacking the resources and support networks needed to obtain
access to housing.

Chronically homeless per son — An unaccompanied individual with adisabling
condition, who has either been continuously homeless for ayear or more, or has had at
least four episodes of homelessness in the past three years. Regardless of circumstances,
afamily is not considered by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment
(HUD) in the definition of chronically homeless at this time.

Denver Metropolitan Area —includes Adams, Arapahoe, Broomfield, Boulder, Denver,
Douglas and Jefferson Counties

Disabling condition —is one that is expected to be of continued and indefinite duration,
substantially impedes his or her ability to live independently; and is of such a nature that
the disability could be improved by more stable conditions. Disabilities primarily
targeted are: serious mental illness, chronic acohol and/or other drug abuse including the
co-occurrence of two or more conditions; and AIDS or related diseases.

Emer gency shelter —is short term housing, generally 30-120 days, which is designed to
meet the basic needs of the homeless.

First-Time Homeless — people who report that thisis their first episode of homelessness,
regardless of how long in duration.

Homeless Families— Includes a household with two or more related persons, at least one
of whom isachild.
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HUD — U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment

Metropolitan Denver Homeless I nitiative (MDHI) —is a private, non-profit
organization that serves as the homeless continuum of care for the seven county
metropolitan Denver area. Among many other projects and activities, MDHI conducts the
annual Point-in-Time survey.

Mile High United Way (MHUW) — unites and focuses the community’ s resources to
help people help themselves. Beginning in 2005, MHUW partnered with MDHI to
conduct the annual Point-in-Time survey.

Motel Vouchers —in lieu of money, some specific departments of local government and
non-profit agencies provide vouchers to homeless individuals and families to be turned in
for anight’slodging at designated motels in the Denver metro area.

Newly Homeless —People who reported being homeless for the first time and for less
than one year. This number includes individua respondents as well as personsin
families with children.

Permanent Supportive Housing —is a place where formerly homel ess persons with
diagnosed and chronic disabilities reside and whose rent is subsidized through funding
received from HUD.

Point-1n-Time (PIT) — The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment
(HUD), the primary source of federal funding for housing support for the homeless,
requires that each Continuum of Care across the country, conduct a * point-in-time’
survey every three years during the month of January. The point-in-time survey counts
homel ess persons on one identified night.

Respondent — the person completing the point in time survey.

Staying with Others— homeless persons temporarily staying with family or friends.
These are not long-term living arrangements for themselves or their families.

Transitional Housing —time-limited housing that provides supported housing, linked
with intensive case management and services for individuals, families and youth who
have come from the streets or emergency shelters. The housing can be for no more than
two years and may be project-based or scattered-site.
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1. Agency collecting the survey:

APPENDIX C: Survey (English)

We need your help! Your answers help us know what types of housing and services vou need. All answers are confidential.

2. First letter of my last name:

3. Myage: __

Transgender

5. My Race/Ethnicity (check only one):
Hispanic/Latino/Chicano/Mexican

White

61 Mixed

First letter of my first name:

10 Asian

70 Other

6. My living situation (check only one):
100 1'am a single person, living alone
200 1am a single person, living with others (family/ friends)
300 | am a single parent with children

4. My gender (check only one): 11 Male

200 Native American/Alaskan Native

First letter of my middle name:

40

30 Black/African American

4001 am part of a couple with children
51 1 am part of a couple without children

6 Other

7. Where | spent last Monday night, January 24, 2005 (check only one):
100 on the street (under a bridge; i n an abandoned building or vacant apartment; public building; car; squat; traveling on a bus; camping out)
200 emergency shelter for homeless persons (including youth on their own)
30 domestic violence shelter
40 staying with family or friends, couch surfing (not a permanent situation)

500 hotel/ motel (paid for by emergency housing voucher or agency)

6] hotel/motel (that I paid for myself while looking for stable housing)

70 treatment center (psychiatric hospital; detox facility; medical hospital)

8 youth program (foster home; group home; detention, residentialtreatment center)

9 jail
1007 prison

1107 time-limited/  transitional housing (for formerly homeless persons)
1207 house or apartment (where my name is on the lease or mortgage)
1300 permanent supportive housing (for previously homeless persons)

1400 other

1501 don't know

20 Female 30

[

210 No

30 I don't know where I'm going to stay tonight

8. | consider the place where | am going to stay tonight my home (check one): 11 Yes

9. People who were with me on Monday night, January 24, 2005 (if you were staying temporarily with family or friends, do not include them — DO NOT

INCLUDE YOURSELF):
Person #1 Person #2 Person #3 Person #4 Person #5 Person #6 Person #7
Initials Initials Initials Initials Initials Initials Initials
Age Age Age Age Age Age Age
Gender: Gender: Gender: Gender: Gender: Gender: Gender:
1 OMale 1 OMale 1 OMale 10 Male 1 0O Male 10 Male 10 Male
2 OFemale 2 OFemale 2 OFemale 2 O Female 2 O Female 2 O Female 2 O Female
30 Transgender 30 Transgender 3 O Transgender 30 Transgender 3 O Transgender 30 Transgender 30 Transgender
Relationshiptome:  |Relationship to me: [Relationshiptome:  Relationship to me: Relationship to me:  Relationship to me: | Relationship to me:
10 Child 1 O Child 1 O Child 10 Child 10 Child 10 Child 10 Child
2 O Spouse 2 O Spouse 2 [ Spouse 2 O Spouse 2 [ Spouse 2 O Spouse 2 O Spouse
3 O Partner 3 O Partner 3 O Partner 3 O Partner 3 O Partner 3 O Partner 3 O Partner
4 O Other family 4 [ Other family 4 O Other family 4 [ Other family 4 [ Other family 4 O Other family 4 [ Other family
5 O Friend 5 O Friend 5 O Friend 5 O Friend 5 O Friend 5 O Friend 5 O Friend
10. City where | spent last Monday night, January 24, 2005 (check only one):
10 Arvada 30 Boulder 500 Denver 70 Longmont 9] None of
these cities
200 Aurora 41 Centennial 6] Lakewood 8] Westminster 1001 Don’t know
11. County or other location where | spent last Monday night, January 24, 2005 (check only one).
36
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12.

1

1

1

3.

4.

5.

The last place | lived that | considered to be a permanent place or my home (check only one):

1[0 Adams County 401 Broomfield City and County 700 Jefferson County
200 Arapahoe County s Denver City and County 8] Other place in Colorado
30 Boulder County 6] Douglas County 90 Other state

100 Other country

1107 Don't know

Length of time since | last lived in a permanent place that I considered to be my home (check only one):

10 less than 30 days 30 one to three years 50 don'tknow
20 more than a month but less than a year 40 more than three years 6] doesn't apply to me

The number of times in the last three years when | have been without a permanent place that | considered to be my home (check only one):
1O this is the first time 200 two or three times 30 four or more times 41 don't know 51 doesn't apply to me

Conditions that | currently have (check as many as apply):
107 serious medical problems 2010 severe mental illness 301 developmental disabilities ~ 4CJ HIV/AIDS 500 substance abuse 61 None

16. Situations that caused me to leave my permanent home (check as many as apply):

1T lost a job/couldn’t find work 8 discharge from foster care 1500 medical expenses too high

200 moved to find work o[ relationship problems or family break-up 1601 bad credit

30 alcohol/substance abuse problems 1007 got evicted/ kicked out of place 1700 couldn’t pay utilities

41 medical problems in myself or family 1107 mental illness 1800 housing costs too high

50 abuse or violence in my home 1207 discharged from prison/jail 1907 other:

6] problems with public benefits 1307 someone | lived with got sent to prison/jail 2000 doesn't apply to me

700 problems related to my sexual orientation 1407 legal problems 2100 don't know
17. Iserved in U.S. military: 100 Yes 200 No
18. As a child or youth | was in foster care or another type of out-of-home placement: 11 Yes 20 No
19. In the last week, | was hungry because | couldn't get enough food or get to places that had food: 1 Yes 200 No
20. | have a valid Colorado State Identifi cation Card or Driver's License: 101 Yes 200No
21. My education (check only one): 11 did not complete high school 21 high school graduation or GED 3 school or training after high school
22.Money | had to spend last year (check the closest estimate):

100 | had no money 20 less than $1,000 301 $1,000 - $9,999 41 $10,000 - $19,999 501 $20,000 or more
23. Where | get my income/resources (check as many as apply):

100 I have no income 90 panhandling/asking for money on street 1707 Old Age Pension (OAP)

2 full-time job 1001 borrowing from family/friends 1807 TANF/Colorado Works

30 part-time job 1107 pawning items 1907 Social Security (disability or retirement)

400 unemployment benefits 127 child support/alimony 2001 emergency assistance from an agency

50 day labor/ temp job 1300 SSI 210 selling drugs

61 workers comp 1407 Veteran's Benefits 20 trading sex for money, shelter or drugs

700 pension 151 Food Stamp benefits 20 other:

80 selling blood/plasma 167 Aid to Needy Disabled (AND)
24. Services that | needed but couldn’t get in the past month (check as many as apply):
1[0 Emergency assistance 50 Health care 9Help for folks on the street 1300 Help knowing what
Public Benefits I'm eligible for
20 Food pantry/community meal sites 61 Mental Health care 1000 Education 1407 Treatment for alcohol or drug
abuse
30 Job service center 70 Transportation 1100 Help getting a valid Colorado ID 1501
Child care
400 Emergency shelter or vouchers 8[] Legal services 1201 Help finding permanent housing 161 None

1707 Other
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APPENDIX C: Survey (Spanish)

1. Agencia que realiz6 la encuesta:

iNecesitamos su ayuda! Sus respuestas nos avudan a saber que tipo de vivienda v servicios usted necesita. Todas las respuestas son confidenciales.

2. Primera letra de mi apellido: Primera letra del nombre: Primera letra de mi segundo nombre:
3. Miedad: 4. Mi género (cheque solo uno): 100 masculino  2C0femenino 30 otro
5. Mi raza/grupo étnico; (cheque sélo uno): 100 Asidtico 41 Hispano/Latino/Chicano/Mexicano
200 Nativo Americano/Nativo de Alaska 501 Blanco
30 Afro-Americano 6] Mixto 700 Otro
6. Mi situacion familiar (cheque s6lo una):
10 soy una persona soltero-a, viviendo sélo -a 40 Formo parte de una pareja con hijos
20 soy una persona soltero-a viviendo con otros (familia/amigos) 500 Formo parte de una pareja sin hijos
30 Soy padre-madre soltero-a con hijos 6 otro

7. Donde pasé la noche del lunes 24 de Enero 2005 (cheque s6lo una):

100 en la calle; (bajo un puente; en un edificio abandonado; en un apartamento vacante; edificio publico; en el auto; en un lugar sin permiso; viajando en
AutobUs; acampando

200 refugio de emergencia para personas desalojadas (incluyendo jévenes independientes)

30 refugio para la violencia domestica

41 viviendo con familiares o amigos, de casa en casa (situacién no permanente)

51 hotel/motel (pagado por el programa de vivienda o agencia de servicios de emergencia)

61 hotel/motel (pagado por mi mismo mientras busco una vivienda estable)

700 centro de tratamiento (hospital psiquiétrico; centro de rehabilitacion; hospital médico)

8[ programa juvenil (hogar autorizado; hogar de grupo; penitenciaria para menores; centro residencial de tratamiento)

91 cércel

1000 prision

1100 tiempo limitado/hogar de transicién (para personas previamente desamparados)

120 casa o departamento (donde mi nombre esta en el contratoo hipoteca)

1300 vivienda permanente auxiliada (para personas previamente desamparadas)

140 otro

1500 no sé

8. Considero mi hogar el lugar en donde me quedaré esta noche (cheque s6lo uno): 17 si 20no  300no sé donde me quedaré esta noche.

9. Gente que estuvo conmigo la noche del lunes 24 de Enero del 2005 (si se estaba quedando temporaimente con familiares 0 amigos no los incluya a
ellosy NO SE INCLUYA USTED MISMO):

Persona #1 Persona #2 Persona #3 Persona #4 Persona #5 Persona #6 Persona #7
Iniciales Iniciales Iniciales Iniciales Iniciales Iniciales Iniciales
Edad Edad Edad Edad Edad Edad Edad
Género: Género: Género: Género: Género: Género: Género:
100 Masculino 100 Masculino 10 Masculino 10 Masculino 10 Masculino 100 Masculino 100 Masculino
200 Femenino 20 Femenino 200 Femenino 200 Femenino 200 Femenino 200 Femenino 20 Femenino
30 Otro 30 Otro 30 Otro 30 Otro 30 Otro 30 Otro 30 Otro
Relacién conmigo: Relacion conmigo: Relacién conmigo: Relacién conmigo: Relacién conmigo: Relacién conmigo: Relacion conmigo:
100 hijo-a 100 hijo-a 10 hijoa 100 hijo-a 10 hijoa 100 hijo-a 100 hijo-a
200 esposo-a 2[00 esposo-a 200 esposo-a 200 esposoa 2[7 esposo-a 200 esposoa 2[00 esposo-a
301 compafiero-a 30 compafiero-a 30 compafiero-a 30 compafiero-a 300 compafiero-a 301 compafiero-a 30 compafiero-a
40 otro familiar 40 otro familiar 40 otro familiar 4 otro familiar 40 otro familiar 407 otro familiar 47 otro familiar
507 amigo-a 500 amigo-a 501 amigo-a 501 amigo-a 507 amigo-a 501 amigo-a 500 amigo-a

10. Ciudad en donde pasé la noche del lunes 24 de Enero del 2005 (cheque sélo una):
100 Arvada 300 Boulder 50 Denver 700 Longmont 9 ninguna de estas ciudades
200 Aurora 40 Centennial 6 Lakewood 8] Westminster 1001 no sé

11. Condado u otra localidad en donde pasé la noche en lunes del 24 de Enero del 2005 (cheque sélo uno):

100 Condado de Adams 40 Condado y Ciudad de Broomfield 7 Condado de Jefferson
200 Condado de Arapahoe 50 Condado y Ciudad de Denver 8 otro lugar en Colorado
30 Condado y Ciudad de Boulder 6] Condado de Douglas 9] otro Estado

1000 otro Condado

1100 no sé
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12. El tltimo lugar en donde vivi que consideré un lugar permanente o mi casa (cheque sélo uno):

10 Condado de Adams 41 Condado y Ciudad de Broomfield 700 Condado de Jefferson
20 Condado de Arapahoe 501 Condado y Ciudad de Denver 801 otro lugar en Condado
30 Condado y Ciudad de Boulder ~ 6J Condado de Douglas 9 otro Estado

1007 otro Condado

1 no sé

13. Tiempo que ha pasado desde la (itima vez que vivi en un lugar permanente que yo consideré que era mi casa (cheque sélo una):
17 menos de 30 dias 30 de uno a tres afios 500 nosé
20 més de un mes, pero menos de un afio 41 mas de tres afios 6] no aplica a mi caso

14. Nmero de veces en los Ultimos tres afios que he estado sin un lugar permanente que yo considero que es mi casa (cheque sélo unoy):
10 ésta es la primera vez 2] dos o tres veces 30 cuatro omas 4O no sé 5] no aplica a mi caso

15. Condiciones médicas actuales (marque tantas como aplique a su caso):
10 serios problemas médicos 21 severa enfermedad mental 3] incapacidades de desarrollo 41 HIV/ISIDA s abuso de sustancias 6] ninguna

16. Situaciones que causaron abandonar mi hogar permanente (marque todo lo que aplique a su caso):

100 Perdi un empleo/no pude encontrar trabajo 8[1 dado de baja del hogar autorizado 15[ gastos médicos muy caros

21 me cambié de casa para encontrar trabajo 91 problemas y separacion familiar 1601 mal crédito

30 alcoholismo/problemas con el abuso de sustancias 1071 eviccidn/corrido del lugar 1700 no podia pagar los servicios plblicos
40 problemas médicos mios y de mi familia 110 enfermedad mental 1801 costos muy caros de vivienda

5[] abuso o violencia en mi hogar 1200 salida de la prisién/carcel 1907 otro

61 problemas con los beneficios pablicos 1307 alguien con quien yo vivia fue enviado a prision/carcel ~ 200J no aplica a mi caso

70 problemas relacionados con mi orientacion sexual 141 problemas legales 2100 no sé

17. Yo servi en la Fuerza Armada de Estados Unidos 10si 20no
18. Cuando nifio o adolescente estuve en un hogar autorizado de crianza o cualquier otro tipo de lugar fuera de casa: 1C0si 200 no

19. Durante la semana pasada, yo tuve hambre porque no pude obtener comida suficiente o no pude encontrar lugares que tuvieran comida:
1O si 200 no

20. Tengo una tarjeta de Identificacién/Licencia de manejar del estado de Colorado: 10si 20no

21. Mi educacion (cheque sélo una): 11 no completé la Preparatoria/Bachillerato 200 preparatoria completa 0 GED
3 escuela o entrenamiento después, de la preparatoria/Bachillerato

22. Dinero que tuve el afio pasado para gastar (marque un aproximado):

10 no tuve dinero 20 menos de $1,000 300 $1,000-$9,999 41 $10,000-$19,999 501 $20,000 0 mas
23. De dénde recibo mis ingresos/recursos (marque tantos como apligue a su caso):
100 no tengo ingresos 90 pidiendo dinero en las calles 1701 Pensién para el anciano
20 empleado tiempo completo 1000 pidiendo préstamos a familiares/amigos 1801 TANF/Colorado Works Asistencia publica de Colorado
30 empleado medio tiempo 110 empefiando objetos 1900 Seguro Social de Incapacitados o Retirados
40 beneficios de desempleo 1200 manutencién de nifios/esposa 2001 asistencia de emergencia de alguna agencia
51 trabajador por dia /trabajo temporal 1300 Ingreso del Seguro Social 2100 vendiendo drogas
6] compensacion de trabajadores 1407 beneficios de veteranos 2200 intercambio de sexo por dinero, refugio o drogas
700 pension 1507 éstampillas de comida 230 otro
8] vendiendo sangre/plasma 16[7 ayuda para el necesitado incapacitado

24. Servicios que necesito pero no pude conseguir el mes pasado (marque tantos como aplique a su caso):

1[0 asistencia de emergencia 70 transportacion 1300 ayuda para saber a cuales beneficios publicos califico
20 comida/lugares que ofrecen comida 8 servicios legales 140 tratamiento para el abuso de alcohol y drogas

30 centro de empleos 9] ayuda para gente viviendo en la calle 1507 cuidado de nifios

40 refugio de emergencia o cupones para motel  100] educacién 1601 ninguno

501 cuidado médico 1100 ayuda para obtener una identificacién valida del estado 1700 otro

6 cuidado mental 1200 ayuda para encontrar vivienda permanente

25. Esta semana, he completado esta encuesta: 101 sélo una vez, esta en la primera vez 20 dos veces incluyendo esta vez
30 tres 0 mas veces, incluyendo esta vez.
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