Three County CoC Data Evaluation Committee
6/16/25

Present: Jeisaa O, Jessenia L, Shaundell D, Natalie B, Vega J, Michele L, Laura H, Cynthia D, Wendi W


PIT and HIC!
Gaps analysis!

Natalie- Disabilities for hampshire- probably because hilltown community health center participated and submitted 30 or 40 surtveys

Cynthia- Serious mental health amd SUD, are those shown cumulitaviely?
Yes
Laura- is there a way, since the “any disabling condition’ includes mental health and SUD, would it be helpful to include other than mental health of SUDs? The different between mental health and any is pretty small, it would be helpful to know how many/percentage of other disabling conditions. HIV not being there hopefully means we’re doing a good job of getting people to housing
Natalie- a lot of people choose not to answer the HIV+/AIDs question, might be helpful to see how often people choose not to answer
Laura- get that people don’t want to answer, don’t know if we can context better, we can ONLY give a voucher to people who are HIV+. We get referrals from ID providers for anybody who’se homeless and seeing a doctor about their HIV. Hopefully we’d be getting referrals but if someone doesn’t want to asnwer, we understand, but if you suspect you are you could reach out to APP? Change for future surveys

What about resources for those fleeing DV in hampshire?

Laura- RRH, if not leased up, don’t show up in the count. Could we have a category of available, not currently leased up RRH?
For PSH vouchers, usually go by where they’re given, for those available anywhere, do we know how many?

Wendi- explore areas where people didn’t respond or prefer not to answer, can we re-word or look at those areas with high concentrations of no response questions. Look at other areas in common. Maybe we can repose quesitons in the future to get people to respond to quesitons being asked. Cureious how many had a high concentration of not answers.
Vega- in my experience explaining why we’re collecting the information is important. Without knowing the importance people might not want to anser. For sensitive questions in particular. “Collecting this information to better serve the community and to learn the needs of the community” explaining anonymity.

Natalie- adding to summer PIT count survey, putting in parenthesis around the disability questions, “disability due to mental illness or substance use disorder” interesting to see if there are any changes or if things are overreported. Other parts of the question will be the same but will be interesting to see comparisons. Using plainer language around questions

Cynthia- Wondering about hampshire county

Gaps Analysis- 
Laura- ranked choice voting was very difficult! Many things felt very important and hard to choose between
Shaundell- also found this very difficult. How does this information contribute to 
Cynthia- comparing the results of ranked choice voting just the top three versus the whole list? Emphasizing we would like all to be ranked but

How many people is too many for a gaps analysis decision discussion?
Inviting people to a decision making meeting- at least 1 wide ranging discussion to share data and discuss, explore, see what works.
A second meeting for finalizing decisions
1st level setting meeting
2nd decision making meeting
Cynthia- would still have all of the input from the first meeting if everyone doesn’t come back for the second

Laura- are any of these going to be in person? For a meeting where people can speak and also non-verbally participate it really helps to be in person. We cover big areas, maybe it’s a little bit of both

Interfaith council – homelessness prevention

Salasin RRH


