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Executive Summary   

 
The Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness (Update) details an 

equity -focused strategy for addressing housing and homelessness needs in Tehama County, 

including concrete goals and objectives for the next five  to 10 years. As of 202 4, the majority of 

the first set of goals published in the 2018 10 -Year Plan have been accomplished or are in 

progress. The Update builds on these successes and considers the new landscape with an 

equity lens.   

 

It is important to note that the main body of the document is approximately 65 pages in 

length. The remainder is the  Appendix which is optional for readers. The document  is 

organized into  chapters  that focus on specific topics. Here are some ways to read the Update , 

based upon the items you as the reader are most interested in:  

 

¶ Introduction  ð If you would like to  learn  about the two year -long process of developing 

the Update  and the role of the Housing and Homelessness Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, 

refer to Chapter 1: Introduction , pages 6 to 10.   

 

¶ Community -Based Research  ð If you are interested in the methodology and the key 

findings for each of the community -based research components , refer to Chapter 2: 

Community -Based Research , pages 11 to 2 5.    

 

¶ Gaps and Racial Disparities Analysis  ð This chapter details the priority areas and key 

findings from the community -based research as well as the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative 

input. If you would like to know more, refer to Chapter 3: Gaps and Racial Disparities 

Analysis, pages 26 to 3 8.   

 

¶ Goals and Objectives  ð If you are most interested in the new 5- and 10 -year priority 

areas, goals , and objectives , comparison s to the 2018 Plan, and a review of  the 

progress made since 2018, refer to Chapter 4: Goals and Objectives , pages 39 to 63.    

 

¶ Conclusion  ð If you would like to read a brief one -page summary of the Update , refer to 

Chapter 5: Conclusion , page 64.   

 

¶ Appendix  ð This chapter includes the gaps and racial disparities analysis worksheet for 

the CoC and Stakeholdersõ Collaborative to complete annually, and the detailed 

findings from each of the community -based research components. It also provides the 
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definitions, interview tool, breakout groups worksheet, and acknowledgements and 

contact. If you would like to learn more, refer to Chapter 6: Appendix , pages 65 to 1 71.   

 

This Update will be referenced frequently by multiple bodies and workgroups over the coming 

years. Thus, it was requested that an easy -to -locate summary of the 202 4 priority areas, key 

findings, 5 -year goals, and 10 -year goals be provided at the beginning of the document. 

Figure 1: Tehama County CoC, New Goals Table, 202 4 depicts the fifteen  (15) 5-year goals and 

fifteen (15) 10-year goals, for a total of thirty (30)  goals.   

 

It is important to note that North County and South County are referred to often throughout 

the 5 - and 10 -year goals. These more densely populated areas may serve as  community 

resource  hubs from which mobile or satellite services can be provided to more rural/remote 

areas of the county such as East County and West County. East County and West County are 

both important regions to take into account when considering a holistic approach to housing 

and homelessness in Tehama County.  

 

Figure 1: Tehama County CoC, New Goals Table, 202 4 

Priority Areas  Key Findings  5-Year Goals  10-Year Goals  
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Tenant Outreach and 

Education Program  
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Priority Areas  Key Findings  5-Year Goals  10-Year Goals  
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Chapter 1: Introduction  

 

Chapter 1: Introduction provides an overview of the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness 

published in 2018, the process of updating the Plan in 2022-24, and the role of the Housing and 

Homelessness Stakeholdersõ Collaborative (Stakeholdersõ Collaborative).  

 

The authors would like to take a moment to acknowledge their situatedness. The primary 

author of this document identifies as White, middle -class, and cisgender, and does not have 

lived experience of housing insecurity or homelessness. The primary author do es have formal 

education and training in critical race, ethnic, gender, and sexuality studies, and expertise 

with centering projects and programs around equity.  

 

Thus, this document intentionally  includes the perspectives and insights of community 

members with lived experience and organizations that work with those with lived experience. 

People with lived experience in this context refers to farmworkers, low -income households, 

people experiencing homelessness, people with mental health needs or substance use 

disorder s, people who are undocumented, people involved in the criminal justice system, 

people who are LGBT*Q+, people of color, seniors, veterans, and youth, a mong others. 

Hearing directly from people with lived experience and those that serve them was a critical 

component of this project to incorporate an equity lens.  

 

10-YEAR PLAN TO END HOMELESSNESS (2018) 
The Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness (Plan) was published in August 

2018. The Plan was a threshold requirement to apply for the California State 

Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)õs No Place Like Home 

(NPLH) program. From 2 018 to 2021, the NPLH program funded permanent supportive 

housing for people who are in need of mental health services and are experiencing 

homelessness.  

 

The Planõs purpose was to detail a succinct and practical strategy for addressing 

homelessness in Tehama County. The planning process included identifying needs, 

existing resources, and resource gaps, selecting goals that address gaps, and attracting 

new r esources to achieve goals . The Plan was prepared for Tehama County by Housing 

Tools in collaboration with the Housing and Homeless Stakeholders õ Collaborative and 

the Tehama County Continuum of Care  (CoC) . The Plan can be found on the CoCõs 

website: www.tehamacoc.org   

 

http://www.tehamacoc.org/
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UPDATE PROCESS  
Tehama County has experienced significant success in attracting new resources and 

achieving the goals set out in the 2018 Plan. This success has included  funding for  three 

NPLH permanent supportive housing projects (two in Red Bluff and one in Corning), a 

day center  in Red Bluff, a year -round navigation center/emergency shelter in Red Bluff, 

a sanctioned camping area in Red Bluff, street outreach  in Tehama County, a mobile 

health clinic  in Red Bluff , a Homekey transitional housing project  in Red Bluff, and a 

domestic violence transitional housing project.  

 

There was a desire from stakeholders and leadership to continue to build upon these 

successes, while considering the countyõs current landscape in terms of data, capacity, 

funding , and  resources. A focus on equity , especially racial /ethnic and geographic  

equity , emerged as a  need to both holistically serve the entire community of Tehama 

County and to meet requirements of funders.   

 

Thus, the Update  to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness ( Update ) set 

out with a three -pronged approach  through an equity lens :  

 

1. Collect and analyze community -based research;  

 

2. Identify gaps and racial /ethnic  disparities; and  

 

3. Develop updated goals and objectives  with stakeholders . 

 

The Update  was written by Housing Tools and developed in collaboration with the 

Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative (Stakeholdersõ Collaborative) and 

the Tehama County CoC.  The Update  process occurred from 2022 to 202 4 and had 

three distinct parts.  

 

1. Part 1: Develop Community -Driven Framework  (August 2022 to October 2022)  

ð This included reviewing CoC community planning materials, conducting 

Meeting #1 with the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative on the Update  framework, 

and developing the Update  outline.  

 

2. Part 2: Conduct and Summarize Research for CoC/Housing and 

Homelessness Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Review  (November 2022 to April  

2023) ð This included conducting interviews with people with lived 

experience, conducting interviews with stakeholders, completing an analysis 

of Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP) data, and conducting geographic 

research. It also included conducting Meetin g #2 with the Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative.  
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3. Part 3: Write Update  and Develop Community Outreach Materials  (May  2023 

to June  2024) ð This included preparing the 1 st draft of the Update  for CoC 

staff review, incorporating feedback and preparing the 2 nd  draft and 

conducting Meeting #3 with the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, incorporating 

feedback and preparing the 3 rd draft and conducting Meeting #4 with the 

Board of Supervisors and City Council s, incorporating feedback and 

preparing the 4th and final draft, and developing community outreach 

materials.  

 

HOUSING AND HOMELESSNESS STAKEHOLDERSõ COLLABORATIVE  
The Stakeholdersõ Collaborative was formed in June 2017 motivated by a desire to work 

in a collaborative and constructive way to address homelessness in Tehama County. 

The Tehama County Administrative Office and other County departments convened 

this workg roup in 2017, and in 2021 the facilitation of the workgroup was transferred to 

the Tehama County CoC.  

 

The Stakeholdersõ Collaborative consists of dozens of organizations operating in 

Tehama County. It includes  Tehama County departments such as : Community 

Development, Education, Health Services, Library, Probation, Sheriff, and Social 

Services; City of Red Bluff and City of Corning departments such as Administration, 

Planning , and Police; housing and homelessness services providers; community health 

care providers; veteransõ providers;  chambers of commerce; realtors;  faith -based 

organizations ; non -profits; advocacy groups ;volunteers ; and the public/general 

community members,  among others.  

 

The Update  was developed in partnership  with the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative through 

a series of three meetings over the course of one year  from 2022 to 2023 .  

 

Meeting #1  

At the September 2022 hybrid (virtual and in -person) meeting of the 

Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, the Update  was introduced. An overview of the 

2018 Plan was provided along with the purpose of the Update , the focus on 

equity, the timeline and workplan, and engagement opportunities for the 

Stakeholdersõ Collaborative. Members of the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative then 

provided input on the six key stakeholders who would be interviewed as part of 

the community -based research to inform the Update .  

 

The Stakeholdersõ Collaborative also provided input on goals they had achieved 

since 2018. Members spoke about the goals that they were most proud of, the 

teamwork that was required, the obstacles they overcame, how they 
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strategically used funding, and what was next for those activities. Themes on best 

practices  that emerged from  discussion included:  

 

1. Formulating workgroups for each of the goals in the Plan;  

 

2. Working collaboratively with key partners;  

 

3. Engaging a cross -section of the community including community -based 

and faith -based organizations and city and county governments;  

 

4. Educating the community and each other; and  

 

5. Acting on new funding opportunities.  

 

Meeting #2  

At the April 2023 hybrid (virtual and in -person) meeting of the Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative, the community -based research methodology and key findings 

were discussed. An overview of the 2018 Plan was provided along with the 

purpose of the Update  and a  summary of  the timeline and progress. The majority 

of the presentation centered on community -based research methods and key 

findings. After a question -and -answer session, members of the Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative joined both virtual and in -person breakout gro ups facilitated by 

Housing Tools and CoC staff to discuss one to two of the key findings in more 

detail . The breakout groups focused on challenges, causes, solutions, and 

resources  for the key findings . The report -outs and notes from the breakout 

groups then informed the updated goals and objectives  for the Update .    

 

An additional opportunity to provide input on the key findings was provided via 

email following Meeting #2 for Stakeholdersõ Collaborative members who were 

unable to attend the April 2023 meeting. Members who attended the April 2023 

meeting but who wished to provide additional input on the key finding(s) of their 

breakout group, or on other key findings, were also provided the opportunity to 

do so via email. Multiple members chose to participate through this additional 

means , and their input was considered and incorporated into the document.  

 

The breakout group s worksheet can be found in the Appendix and was inspired 

by the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)õs 

Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing òidentification of contributing factorsó 

process . Find the worksheet  here .  
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More about HCDõs Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing òidentification of 

contributing factorsó process can be found here: www.hcd.ca.gov/community -

development/affh/docs/AFFH_Document_Final_4 -27-2021.pdf   

 

Meeting #3  

The draft Update was sent to the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative via email in June 

2023, and members were able to provide feedback electronically or bring 

feedback to the next meeting. At the August 2023 hybrid (virtual and in -person) 

meeting of the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, a summary and highlights of the 

draft Update were provided, along with a review of the purpose, timeline, and 

progress. Most of the presentation focused on the new 5-year and 10 -year goals. 

Attendees were able to ask questions and provide general feedback and 

comments.   

 

Attendees then broke into small groups, two in -person and two virtually on Zoom, 

to discuss the implementation of the new goals. Discussions focused on items 

such as next steps, timelines, milestones, insights, ideas, and questions to 

consider. These small  groups served as the starting point for ongoing workgroups. 

The ongoing workgroups will be: 1) Permanent housing; 2) Health and human 

services; 3) Barriers to accessing services; and 4) Unique community needs. Each 

workgroup will have a lead  member  and a regular meeting schedule.  

 

In sum, Chapter 1: Introduction provided an overview of the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness 

published in 2018, the process of updating the Plan in 2 022-24, and the role of the Housing and 

Homelessness Stakeholdersõ Collaborative.  

  

http://www.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/affh/docs/AFFH_Document_Final_4-27-2021.pdf
http://www.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/affh/docs/AFFH_Document_Final_4-27-2021.pdf
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Chapter 2: Community -Based Research  

 

Chapter 2: Community -Based Research describes the methodology and the key findings for 

each of the community -based research components . Community -based research is the first 

prong in the three -pronged approach to the Update , as listed below .  

 

1. Collect and analyze community -based research ;  

 

2. Identify gaps and racial/ethnic disparities; and  

 

3. Develop updated goals and objectives  with stakeholders.  

 

The goal of the community -based research was to expand on the 2018 Plan by analyzing 

service gaps and barriers with a focus on equity for special populations. The research include d  

interviews with people with lived experience, interviews with stakeholders, Local Homelessness 

Action Plan (LHAP) data, and geographic research.  

 

Qualitative interviews with people with lived experience and stakeholders provided rich, 

holistic insights on housing and homelessness in Tehama County , and its regions and 

communities. The Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP), part of Homeless Housing, 

Assistance and Prevention Grant Program Round 3 (HHAP -3), was developed in 2022 and 

provided a base quantitative data set to analyze and build upon . Finally, geographic 

research provided the ability to consider regional needs and approaches in different are as of 

Tehama County.  

 

INTERVIEWS WITH PEOPLE WITH LIVED EXPERIENCE  
One -on -one interviews  with people with lived experience of homelessness or housing 

insecurity provided the ability to hear directly from those who are already engaging  in, 

or would like to engage  in, housing and homelessness services. Originally conceived as 

a stand -alone focus group, the opportunity to òmeet people where they areó at the  

Tehama LIFT Event in November 2022 presented itself. The Tehama LIFT Event is an 

annual event for residents to connect with a variety of health and human services 

resources at one location on one day  in Red Bluff . Many residents who attend the 

Tehama LIFT Event are homeless, housing insecur e, and/or low -income.  

 

Housing Tools set up a booth at the Tehama LIFT Event, alongside dozens of health and 

human services organizations. Attendees were invited to take part in a one -on -one 

interview with Housing Tools staff. Interviews could be completed in English or Spanish. 
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The latter was made available with the assistance of Spanish interpreters.  Two Housing 

Tools staff conducted interviews with two Spanish interpreters.  If an attendee chose to 

take part in an interview, they were provided a $10 gift card. Community strengths, 

needs, gaps, and barriers were major topic s of focus of the interview, as well as the 

attendeesõ personal perspectives about housing and homelessness. Find the interview 

tool  for the specific questions asked  in the Appendix here .   

 

A total of 19 interviews were conducted at the Tehama LIFT Event in November 2022. 

Seventeen (89.5%) of these were LIFT attendees, and two (10.5%) were stakeholders (i.e. 

staff of organizations tabling at the event).  Four (21.1%) interviews were conducted in 

Spanish and 15 (78.9%) were conducted in English. The four interviews conducted in 

Spanish were all with LIFT attendees. Spanish interpreters walked around the event with 

Housing Tools staff to assist in connecting with Spanish -speakers. The two stakeholder 

interviews from the Tehama LIFT Event are included and analyzed in the òInterviews with 

Stakeholders ó subsection below and  are not analyzed in this section . 

 

Of the 17 LIFT attendee interviews, 15 (88.2%) identified their community of residence as 

Red Bluff, one (5.9%) identified Corning, and one (5.9%) identified Paynes Creek. They 

were then asked a series of questions about that community. Detailed findings from the 

interviews can be found in the Appendix here . Below is a summary of key findings , 

grouped by theme .  

 

 Summary of Findings  

1. Corning ð LIFT attendees interviewed reported that Corning h as food 

resources such as CalFresh, but needs affordable housing, permanent 

supportive housing, and rental assistance, and needs more health 

resources.  

 

2. Paynes Creek  ð LIFT attendees interviewed noted that Payne s Creek 

has a close -knit community network, 4 -H, and limited food resources. It 

needs affordable housing, telephone and internet services, public 

transportation to and from Red Bluff for doctors, groceries, and jobs, 

and more economic and recreational activ ities.  

 

3. Red Bluff ð LIFT attendees interviewed said that Red Bluff has basic 

need s and health and human services resources, non -profit 

organizations, and a community network. It needs affordable housing 

and permanent supportive housing, as well as cooling center/shelters 

for people experiencing homelessness, short -term and transitional 

housing, and housing for special populations. More basic needs 

resources and public transport ation are needed, along with 



13 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

information about available resources and assistance navigating 

them. Increased funding for services, including additional community -

based organizations , is a need. Finally, Red Bluff residents experience 

significant barriers to accessing rental housing and require assistance 

to overcome these barriers .  

  

4. Tehama County overall  ð LIFT attendees interviewed reflected that 

Tehama County needs include  affordable housing that is close to 

resources, infrastructure, and transportation and  that  allows pets; 

housing for special populations; mobile/manufactured homes; 

innovative housing solutions; and housing navigation services. Almost 

30% of LIFT attendees interviewed (5 out of 17) had recently 

experienced eviction due to pets or the housing unit being sold. Rents 

are increasing and housing stock is limited. Barrier s to accessing 

services include lack of services available in Spanish and 

transportation to services located with in the county and in neighboring 

counties.  

 

5. Quantitative data  ð All (100%) LIFT attendees interviewed reported  that 

it was difficult for them or the people they know to find an affordable 

place to live in Tehama County. Most (62%) did not think there were 

adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County that are 

accessible to people who need them . Find pie charts  displaying this  

data  in the Appendix here .  

 

6. Community perceptions  ð LIFT attendees interviewed noted the 

following community perceptions about housing and homelessness: 

some people think affordable housing is only for low -income people 

and people experiencing homelessness; some are unaware of the 

needs of people experiencing homelessness; and some do not care 

about peo ple experiencing homelessness or are prejudice d toward 

them. Perceptions about people experiencing homelessness include 

that they do not care, they òmake a mess,ó and/or they have 

substance use disorders. People experiencing homelessness face 

negative attitudes, stigma, criminalization, and violence from some 

members of the community.  

 

A few  methodological notes: 1) some interviews were completed with more than one 

person of the same household who wanted to be interviewed together; 2) a ttendees 

did not have to answer each question of the interview if they did not want to; and 3) 

though the interviews were completed òoff to the sideó in a semi-quiet setting, they still 
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occurred at a public event, which had the potential to affect  some attendeesõ answers 

to some  questions.   

 

INTERVIEWS WITH STAKEHOLDERS 
The stakeholder interviews were conducted via Zoom or over the phone from 

November 2022 to January 2023. Essential goals of the interviews included gaining a 

better understanding of  local community landscapes,  disparities , and equity . Thus, the 

focus of the interviews was to  hear from organizations that are òboots on the groundó 

doing direct service work, organizations that work in the more rural and remote parts of 

the county, and organizations that serve underserved populations such as 

Hispanic/Latino and Native American community members.  A potential list of key 

stakeholders was developed by Housing Tools and provided to the Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative at its September 2022 meeting for input. Housing Tools incorporated this 

input and prepared an updated list of stakeholders for review and approval by the 

Tehama County CoC Executive Council at its October 2022 meeting.  

 

The same interview tool was used for the key stakeholder interviews as was used for the 

interviews with people  with lived experience. Find the interview tool for the specific 

questions asked in the Appendix  here . The purpose of the interviews is to obtain 

qualitative data on community strengths, needs, gaps, barriers, and perspectives.  

 

The organizations that participated in the key stakeholder interviews were Tehama 

County Health Services Agency (TCHSA), Poor and the Homeless Tehama County 

Coalition (PATH), Latino Outreach of Tehama County (LOTC), Greenville Rancheria, 

Food for the Hungry , and  Empower Tehama . In addition, Rape Crisis Intervention and 

Prevention was interviewed at Tehama LIFT Event and therefore is included in the 

stakeholder interview section. Below are descriptions of each organizatio n.  

 

1. Key Stakeholder - Tehama County Health Services Agency (TCHSA):  A county 

agency with a mission to be dedicated to the optimal health and wellbeing of 

Tehama County communities. Includes behavioral health, substance use, 

medical clinic, public health, and emergency preparedness divisions. Currently 

working on permanent  supportive housing projects in Corning and Red Bluff , and 

mobile health and vaccination units.  

 

2. Key Stakeholder - Poor and the Homeless Tehama County Coalition (PATH):  A 

non -profit that has a mission to end homelessness in Tehama County and provide 

opportunities for self -sufficiency for program participants. Currently operates a 

day center , food services , street outreach , and transitional housing .    
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3. Key Stakeholder - Latino Outreach of Tehama County (LOTC):  A non -profit that 

has a mission to uplift the local multicultural community through equitable 

access to services. Conducts health fairs and partners with local community 

organizations such as tribal entities and health providers.  

 

4. Key Stakeholder - Greenville Rancheria:  Serves tribal and non -tribal members, 

and provides medical and dental services to the communities of Red Bluff and 

Greenville (Plumas County).  

 

5. Key Stakeholder - Food for the Hungry:  A food pantry that serves south/central 

Tehama County as well as Red Bluff. Delivers food to people who cannot afford 

it.  

 

6. Key Stakeholder - Empower Tehama:  A non -profit that has a mission to promote 

healthy relationships and social change in the community. Provides education, 

intervention programs, and supportive services, and recently opened a Corning 

office to serve south Tehama County.  

 

7. Tehama LIFT Event Stakeholder - Rape Crisis Intervention & Prevention (Rape 

Crisis): A non -profit that has  a mission to formulate, develop, and implement 

services for survivors of sexual violence.  

 

Detailed findings from the interviews can be found in the Appendix here . Below is a 

summary of key findings, grouped by theme.  

  

 Summary of Findings  

1. Hispanic/Latino residents  ð Key stakeholders interviewed noted that 

barriers to accessing services include documentation status and 

language. Many farmworkers working in the orchards are 

Hispanic/Latino and undocumented. Some farmworkers are not living 

in places meant for habitation. Much of the Hispanic/Latino 

community in  Tehama County is in the south county/Corning area. This 

population has grown in the past 20 years or so. Approximately 80% of 

children in Corning are Hispanic/Latino. Staff noted that more 

culturally competent  community education and outreach may help 

con nect Hispanic/Latino residents to services.  

 

2. Native American residents  ð Key stakeholders interviewed stated that 

there is not enough tribal housing or housing in general for Native 

American residents, especially those with lower incomes. Homelessness 

may also look different in both the Hispanic/Latino and Native 



16 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

American communities. People may be living with family members, or 

up to four or five families may be living in one home. Staff stated that 

some Hispanic/Latino and Native American residents need help 

navigating the services system  and accessing resources . 

 

3. Corning  ð Key stakeholders interviewed reflectd that Corning has a 

need for low -income  affordable  housing as well as more housing 

available to those who are undocumented. Homelessness is growing 

due to a variety of factors that as of 2022 included COVID -19 and the 

economy, but there is a lack of services  for people experiencing 

homelessness . Free showers and more frequent free food resources are 

needed in the community. Residents experience significant 

transportation and language  barriers. Seniors and low -income 

residents need transportation assistance as services are spread out 

throughout the county. More services located in Corning would be 

beneficial. Many people in Corning are Hispanic/Latino and speak 

Spanish. Some services are difficult to access in Spanish or are not 

provided in Spanish at all, therefore there is a need for more bilin gual 

English/Spanish services in Corning.  

 

4. Los Molinos and central/south Tehama County  ð Key stakeholders 

interviewed said that Los Molinos has a need for low -income 

affordable housing. There is just one multi -family affordable housing 

project with a long waiting list according to staff. Public transportation 

to Red Bluff, Redding, or Chico can be challenging or non -existent. 

Residents experience barriers with navigating services, including 

identifying what services they need, which agencies offer those 

services, how to fill out paperwork correctly, and the ability to make 

and get to appointmen ts. Communities such as El Camino, Gerber, 

Proberta, Vina, and the Woodson Bridge RV Park experience more 

poverty and have fewer resources than other areas of the county.  

 

5. Red Bluff ð Key stakeholders interviewed reported that Red Bluff has a 

need for low -income affordable housing  and permanent supportive 

housing , including studio to three -bedroom units.  Smaller units (zero to 

two -bedrooms) are in demand and hard to find. It is nearly impossible 

to find housing as a renter as there are waitlist s of over 100 households 

for some rental properties. According to staff, Red Bluff lacks resources 

and struggles with communication across agencies. The lack of local 

resources is parti cularly challenging for people who do not have 

transportation to Redding or access to the phone/ internet. Additional 
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barriers that residents experience when trying to access services 

include language, documentation, education, and lack of specialized 

resources for seniors, people with disabilities, and people with 

substance use disorder s. Holding the Tehama LIFT Event twice per year 

instead of once could better serve residents in need.  

 

6. Tehama County overall  ð Key stakeholders interviewed noted that 

Tehama County has a need for low -income affordable housing, 

scattered sites and shelters across the county, and housing 

development unique to that particular communityõs needs and 

existing housing stock. In the rental market, some landlords deny 

applicants due to factors such as previous convictions in the criminal 

justice system. A lack of infrastructure and services, and particular 

geological features ma ke it challenging and risky for developers to 

build in some areas of the county. Tehama County is large 

geographically and small com munities in rural areas experience 

isolation. Communities with a lack of services according to staff 

include Evergreen by Cottonwood, Flournoy, Kirkwood by Capay, 

Manton, Paskenta, and Rancho Tehama.  

 

7. Community strengths, challenges, and perceptions  ð Strengths:  Key 

stakeholders interviewed stated that c ommunity volunteers and 

advocates were vital to the success of PATH Plaza Navigation Centerõs 

location and development. The Stakeholdersõ Collaborative and 

Tehama County CoC educate the community and leaders, discover 

funding sources, and identify partners to tackle projects. Being 

involved helps people to understand more about the need for 

affordable housing and housing programs, and the challenges in 

na vigating funding sources and their criteria.  

 

Challenges:  Tehama County and non -profits operating in the county 

are underfunded. Short -term, one -time, and stop -and -go funding is 

insufficient for affordable housing and homelessness programs that 

need a consistent stream of funding. Housing Choice Vouchers are 

unde rutilized due to a lack of available units. Finding available 

developable land adjacent to infrastructure and public transportation 

is challenging. Moreover, rural affordable housing development has 

challenges being competitive for state and fe deral funding resources, 

especially when local jurisdictions do not have local funds to leverage.  
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Perceptions:  Community perceptions about affordable housing and 

homelessness center on wanting solutions but ònot in my backyardó 

(NIMBY) or ònot in my community.ó This is coupled with stigma and fear 

of the unknown. With better education of the community at large, and 

better education to people experiencing homelessness of what 

services are available to them, community perc eptions and 

relationships could improve.   

 

The interviews with stakeholders , and the interviews with people with lived experience , 

used the same interview tool template. Most of the questions were asked to both 

populations. The responses were entered into an online interview/survey tool called 

SurveyMonkey. SurveyMonkey has a variety of built -in tools for analysis of responses. 

One o f these tools is a word cloud. A word cloud takes the most common responses to 

an interview question and enlarges and bolds them. This provides a visual way to 

interpret major themes across all responses.  

 

Figure 2: Tehama County CoC, Word Cloud Responses to Question 9: What Types of 

Housing are Most Needed?, 2023 shows the responses in a word cloud format to 

interview question 9 which was òWhat types of housing are most needed [for your 

community of residence] ?ó This question was asked of both stakeholders and people 

with lived experience. The word cloud enlarged and bolded common responses.  

 

Responses to this question include affordable housing, apartments, everything, family, 

low -income, studios, and services. This indicates that those interviewed recognize d a 

need in th eir communit ies for low -income affordable housing, including studio s, 

apartments, and supportive services, and housing for  families and those low -incomes. 

òEverythingó refers to all types of housing being needed.  

 

Figure 2: Tehama County CoC, Word Cloud Responses to Question 9: What Types of 

Housing are Most Needed?, 2023  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Housing Tools via SurveyMonkey, Interviews with People with Lived Experience 

and Stakeholders, 2023  
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LOCAL HOMELESSNESS ACTION PLAN (LHAP)  
The Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP) was developed in 2022 as part of the 

Homeless Housing, Assistance and Prevention Grant Program Round 3 (HHAP -3). HHAP-3 

provided $1 billion state -wide in flexible funding to local jurisdictions to continue efforts 

to decrease and prevent homelessness in their communities. The LHAP provided data 

from Point -in-Time (PIT) Counts, Homeless Management Information Systems (HMIS), and 

Homeless Data Integration Systems (HDIS) , as well as data and knowledge from local 

stakeh olders.  

 

Point-Time (PIT) Count ð This Update  uses the LHAP as a starting point and then expands 

on the data . For example, the LHAP uses 2021 PIT Count data, whereas this section of 

the Update  considers limited longitudinal data from the 2019 and 2023 PIT Counts in 

addition to the 2021 PIT Count.  This is considered a limited longitudinal study, as the 

three years of PIT Counts may be compared to one another, but conclusions are 

constrained by the lack of long -term data. A more robust longitudinal study would 

include five  or more PIT Counts. Data from the three PIT Counts are grouped by topic 

and shown in the Append ix in tables and charts here . CoC staff note that the 2019 and 

2023 PIT Counts are more accurate and reflective of the landscape than the 2021 PIT 

Count. More details can be found in the Appendix.  

 

Homeless Management Information System (HMIS)  ð The HMIS data is a comparison of 

both the shared, community -wide HMIS data , and the domestic violence HMIS data 

from January 2022 to March 2022. The data centers on services used by different 

populations, and is grouped into the same categories found in the PIT Count section. 

Each data grouping has both a table and a chart illustrating the findings in the 

Appendix here .  

 

Note: Though v ictim service providers acessing  specific  funding  sources  are required to 

collect HMIS data elements, they are prohibited by law from entering that data into the 

shared, community -wide HMIS. The result of this is domestic violence  services and many 

domestic violence survivors in services are not accurately represented in shared, 

community -wide HMIS data.  The particular  data set used in this section mitigates these 

factors as it compares the shared, community -wide HMIS data to the domestic viol ence 

HMIS data, thereby including the persons who would have been excluded if just the 

shared, community -wide HMIS data set was used.   

 

Funding  ð Federal, state, and local funding sources are identified in the key and listed in 

the tables found in the Appendix  here . Data is reflective of the landscape as of June of 

2022, with an update from April of 2023 to include the Permanent Local Housing 

Allocation (P LHA) Formula Funds Program.  
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Below is a summary of findings for the PIT Count, HMIS, and funding sections.  

 

 Summary of Findings  

 

1. Point- in-Time (PIT) Count  

a.  Total numbers and sheltering  - The total number of people 

experiencing homelessness has increased from 288 in 2019 to 

304 in 2023. More than three quarters (75%) are unsheltered.  

  

b.  Race/ ethnicity  - The majority of people counted in the PIT 

Counts identified as White, non -Hispanic/non -Latino. The 

percentage of people who identified as Hispanic/Latino 

increased from 18% in 2019 to 23% in 2023. The percentage of 

people who identified as American Indi an or Alaska Native has 

remained consistent at 6 -7% since 2019. 

 

c.  Mental illness and substance use d isorders  - The percentage of 

adults who are experiencing significant mental illness has 

remained consistent between 16 -18% in 2019 and 2023 . 

Likewise, the percentage of adults who are experiencing 

substance use disorders has remained consistent between 11 -

13% in 2019 and 2023 . This indicates the need for trauma -

informed approaches and the integration of behavioral health 

services and substance use disorder services in housing and 

shelter.  

  

d.  Youth/familial status  - The percentage of youth (under 25) has 

remained consistent between 4 -6% since 2019. This may not 

accurately reflect the demographics and instead may reflect a 

lack of specialized services for homeless youth in Tehama 

County.  

 

e.  LGBT*Q+ - In the 2019, 2021, and 2023 PIT Counts, there were no 

transgender or gender non -conforming people counted. This 

may not accurately reflect the demographics and instead may 

depict an opportunity to connect with more lesbian, gay, 

bisexual, transgender, and queer (LGBT*Q+) people and 

organizations to identify and serve the population.  
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f. Domestic violence survivors  - The percentage of adults who are 

survivors of domestic violence remained consistent from 2019 to 

2023 at about one quarter (25%).  This indicates that there is a 

need for trauma -informed resources and services for those who  

have experienced domestic violence at some point in their life.  

 

2. Homeless Management Information System (HMS)  

 

The HMIS data centers  on services  used  by different population s. 

Service options include permanent supportive housing, rapid 

rehousin g, transitional housing , interim housing or emergency shelter,  

diversion services and assistance , homelessness prevention services 

and  assistance, outreach and engagement services , and day center. 

The HMIS data is a comparison  of both the shared, community -wide 

HMIS data , and the domestic violence HMIS data.  

 

a.  Gender  - Both women/girls and men/boys were served by rapid 

rehousing and the day center, however women/girls were 

served primarily by rapid rehousing and men/boys were served  

primar ily by the day center.  

 

b.  Race/ethnicity  - People who are Hispanic/Latino were served 

primarily  by rapid rehousing whereas people who are non -

Hispanic or non -Latino were served primarily  by the day center.  

 

c.  Youth/familial status  - Households without children were served 

primarily by the day center and outreach and engagement 

services whereas households with at least one adult and one 

child, unaccompanied youth (under 25), and parenting youth 

(under 25) and their children were ser ved primarily by rapid 

rehousing.  

 

d.  Veterans  - Adults who are veterans were served almost equally 

by the day center and rapid rehousing followed by outreach 

and engagement services and transitional housing.  

 

e.  Domestic violence survivors  - Adults who are survivors of 

domestic violence were served primarily by rapid rehousing 

followed by the day center.  
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3. Funding  

 

a.  Federal, state, and local levels of funding are used to support 

housing and homeless services. Most funding sources are not 

flexible and instead have specific eligible activities or 

populations they can be used to support.  

 

b.  Though a portion of these funds are accessed directly by the 

CoC, many are accessed directly by the county, cities, or 

service providers. In other words, in order to successfully braid 

funding sources together for housing and homeless projects and 

services  in Tehama County, local governments, service 

providers, and the CoC must all work together to access and 

administer funding.  

 

GEOGRAPHIC RESEARCH  
The purpose of the geographic research was to conduct research on specific 

geographic areas in Tehama County identified by the Tehama County CoC with the 

goal of understanding unique community realities and needs. Data in the form of maps 

and tables were used.  Maps illustrate data findings by region, breaking the county into 

four distinct regions: north, east, south, and west. Tables illustrate data findings by 

jurisdiction, and include the jurisdiction of  Tehama County, City of Corning, City of Red 

Bluff, and City of Tehama, as well as the State of California for comparison. The 

methodology for collecting and analyzing regional data via maps and data tables is 

described  below.  

 

As detailed in Figure 3: Tehama County CoC, Tehama County Regions, 2023 , the county 

was divided into regions for analysis of the map -based data . As of 2019, Tehama 

County was  made up of 11 census tracts. Most of the population is located along the 

Highway 99 and Interstate 5 corridors , which means that these areas have more census 

tracts,  and the regions are smaller , whereas areas east and west of the major highways 

are less populated , encompass one census tract, and are larger . The regions and their 

census tracts are as follows:  

 

1. North County:  Census Tracts 2, 4, 5, 6, and 7 . This includes the communities of 

Bend, Hooker, Lake California, and Red Bluff, among others.  

 

2. East County:  Census Tract 1 . This includes the communities of Manton, 

Mineral, and Paynes Creek, among others.  
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3. South County:  Census Tracts 8, 9, 10, and 11 . This includes the communities of 

Corning, Gerber, Los Molinos, Vina, and Tehama City, among others.   

 

4. West County:  Census Tract 3 . This includes the communities of Paskenta and 

Rancho Tehama, among others.   

 

Figure 3: Tehama County CoC, Tehama County Regions, 2023  

 

Source: Tehama County CoC, 2023  

 

The data source used for the  geographic research  maps is the State Department of 

Housing and Community Developmentõs (HCD) Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing 

(AFFH) Data Viewer Tool. Created for the 6 th cycle Housing Elements, the AFFH Data 

Viewer Tool allows users to find geographic -specific data on dozens of housing and 

community development topics.  

 

The maps used in the Update cover  the following data points: area median income, 

poverty status, TCAC/HCD opportunity area composite score, TCAC/HCD opportunity 

area high segregation and poverty, sensitive communities vulnerable to displacement, 

renter overpayment, housing choice vouchers, overcrowding, mobile home parks, 
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familial status (children in single mother households), disability status, and people of 

color. Each data point is defined in the Appendix here .  

 

Jurisdictional data is provided in the form of tables and focuses on the jurisdictions of 

Tehama County, the City of Corning, City of Red Bluff, City of Tehama, and the State of 

California . The data sources used for the jurisdictional data are the U.S. Census Bureau, 

American Community Survey and the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Census of 

Agriculture. The tables used in the Update cover the following data points: occupied 

housing units b y tenure, language spoken at home, and farmworkers.  

 

Below is a summary of findings for regional data and jurisdictional data.  

 

 Summary of Findings  

 

1. Regional data: north, east, south, and west county  

 

a.  North County  ð Though this summary identifies areas of Red Bluff 

that have significant findings compared to the rest of the city 

and/or to North County, it is important to note that Red Bluff as 

a whole is included in the North County region. The area of east 

Red Bluff is the only area of high segregation of poverty in the 

county, and has the highest concentration of poverty, the 

highest concentration of children living in single mother 

households, and the highest concentration of renters who are 

overpaying in the coun ty. South Red Bluff has the only 

overcrowded area in the county. The highest percentage of 

renter households that hold Housing Choice Vouchers in the 

county are found in east and south Red Bluff. East and north 

Red Bluff are identified as sensitive communi ties vulnerable to 

displacement. North County has a significant number of mobile 

home parks. In contrast to these findings, the highest area 

median income in the county is also found in North County, 

located west of Red Bluff.  

 

b.  East County  - East County has a lower area median income and 

higher concentration of people with a  disability than the 

majority of the county. It also has a s core of òhighest resourceó 

which is higher than the majority of the county.  

 

c.  South County  - South County has a score of òlow resourceó 

which is lower than the majority of the county, the highest 
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concentrations of people of color  in the county , especially 

around Gerber and small portions of Corning, and a significant 

number of mobile home parks along Highway 99/Interstate 5 

and the Sacramento River. All of South County has 

approximately 20 -30% poverty status, which is higher than the 

majority o f the county. West Corning is a sensitive community 

that is vulnerable to displacement.  

 

d.  West County  ð West County has the lowest concentration of 

people of color  in the county . Like the majority of the county, 

40-60% of West County renters experience overpayment. Its 

data findings are similar to the majority of the county, except 

when there is no data available for West County.  

 

2. Jurisdictional data:  local cities,  county and the State of California - 

There is a significant proportion of farmworkers in Tehama County that 

work less than 150 days and/or migrate for work. Greater than half of 

the population, or approximately 53% of residents, speak a language 

other than  English at home in the City of Corning. Only about 40% of 

units are owner -occupied in the City of Red Bluff, which is 10 -20% less 

than other parts of the region and the State of California.  

 

These findings indicate that  both South County and North County 

demonstrate disparities in access to opportunity across specific populations. 

These access to opportunity disparities and specific populations are unique 

for each region.    

 

In sum, Chapter 2: Community -Based Research described the methodology and the key 

findings for each of the community -based research components ð interviews with people with 

lived experience, interviews with stakeholders, Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHA P) data, 

and geographic research.  
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Chapter 3: Gaps and Racial Disparities Analysis  

 

Chapter 3: Gaps and Racial Disparities Analysis details priority areas and key findings from the 

community -based research, as well as the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative input on causes, 

challenges, solutions, and resources.  

 

A gaps and racial disparities analysis was a critical component of producing this Update , while 

maintaining a strengths -based lens . As described in the Update  p rocess section , stakeholders 

and leadership identified that a focus on equity, especially racial/ethnic and geographic 

equity, was needed to holistically serve the entire community of Tehama County and to meet 

fundersõ requirements. Thus, the Update õs approach  included the following three items viewed 

through an equity lens:  

 

1. Collect and analyze community -based research;  

 

2. Identify gaps and racial/ethnic disparities ; and  

 

3. Develop updated goals and objectives  with stakeholders.  

 

The methodology and key findings for the community -based research are found in  Chapter 2 . 

Chapter 3 identifies gaps and racial/ethnic disparities, and Chapter 4 details updated goals 

and objectives  in collaboration with stakeholders.  

 

The gaps and racial disparities analysis centers on four priority areas , and six key findings within 

those four priority areas. The six key findings were identified by first reviewing the summaries of 

findings from each of the components of the community -based research. Patterns or trends of 

findings in multiple components of the community -based research were then considered as 

potential overall key findings. The final list of key findings was determined by considering the 

significance of each potential key  finding, its relevance to the scope of housing and homeless 

services, and the feasibility of local action  in addressing it . The final list of key findings was 

reviewed internally  by Housing Tools staff  multiple times to ensure it was complete and 

comprehensive. The six key findings were reviewed with and confirmed by the CoC staff prior 

to presenting them to the Stakeholdersõ Collaborative. The four priority areas were determined 

by reviewing the six key findings and how they may relate to one another unde r larger 

òumbrellas.ó Figure 4: Tehama County CoC, Priority Areas and Key Findings Table, 2023 lists the 

priority areas and the key findings.  
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Figure 4: Tehama County CoC, Priority Areas and Key Findings  Table, 2023 

Priority Area s 

 

Key Finding s 

Priority Area 1: Permanent Housing, both 

Rent -Restricted and Market -Rate  

 

Key Finding 1: Affordable/ Permanent 

Supportive Housing ( Rent -Restricted)  

 

Key Finding 2: Rental Housing ( Market -Rate)  

 

Priority Area 2: Health and Human Services  

 

Key Finding 3: Housing/ Services Navigation  

 

Key Finding 4: Basic Needs Services  

 

Priority Area 3: Barriers to Accessing Services  

 

Key Finding 5: Language, Transportation, and 

Phone/ Internet Access  

 

Priority Area 4: Unique Community Needs  

 

Key Finding 6: South County  

 

 

PRIORITY AREAS 
The priority areas identified through the gaps and racial disparities analysis are as 

follows:  

 

 

 

1. Permanent housing, both rent -restricted and market -rate;  

 

 

2. Health and human services ; 

  

 

3. Barriers to accessing services; and  

 

  

4. Unique community needs.  

 

 

Priority Areas 1 and 2 each have two key findings, and Priority Areas 3 and 4 each have 

one key finding. There are a total of four priority areas and six key findings.  
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KEY FINDINGS 
The key findings identified through the gaps and racial disparities analysis are as follows  

and are expanded upon in the following pages :  

 

1. Affordable/permanent supportive housing (rent -restricted)  

 

2. Rental housing (market -rate)  

 

3. Housing/services navigation  

 

4. Basic needs services  

 

5. Language, transportation, and phone/internet access  

 

6. South County  

 

Affordable/ Permanent Supportive Housing ( Rent -Restricted)  

There is a need for additional affordable/permanent supportive housing that is 

rent -restricted, especially for special populations. However, finding available 

developable land adjacent to infrastructure, services, and public transportation , 

without geological constraints , is difficult. Rural affordable housing development 

has challenges being competitive for state and federal funding resources, 

especially when local jurisdictions do not have local funds to leverage.  

 

Equity lens : It is more challenging to develop in more remote areas of the county. 

Special populations that need affordable or permanent supportive housing 

include, but are not limited to , farmworkers, people experiencing homelessness, 

people who are undocumented, people involved in the criminal justice system, 

seniors, and veterans.   

 

Rental Housing ( Market -Rate)  

Residents experience significant barriers to renting market -rate units. These 

barriers include application fees,  language  barriers , low credit/no credit, criminal 

record, eviction, lack of three -month history of income, lack of paystubs due to 

being paid in cash, difficulty earning three times the rent,  difficulty paying the 

deposit,  and lack of flexibility from owners/property management about who 

they will rent to.  

 

Equity lens : Populations that  experience disproportionate barriers to renting 

include Hispanic/Latino residents, low -income residents, people who are 
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undocumented, people involved in the criminal justice system, single parents, 

and people who have pets.   

 

Housing/Services Navigation  

Residents experience barriers with navigating housing and services, including 

identifying what services are available, which services they need, which 

agencies offer those services, how to fill out paperwork correctly, and the ability 

to make and get to ap pointments.  

 

Equity lens : Special populations who need assistance with navigating housing 

and services include, but are not limited to , those with mental health needs and 

substance use disorders, those that live in rural areas such as Los Molinos and 

central/south Tehama County, and historically disenfranchised populations such 

as Hispanic/Latino and Native American/American Indian residents.  

 

Basic Needs Services  

Residents express the need for basic needs services such as clothing, emergency 

shelter/cooling centers, food, furniture, pet food, showers/bathrooms, water, and 

assistance with employment, health /dental , mental health, rent, and social 

services.  

 

Equity lens : Services are needed throughout the county in multiple locations. 

Emergency shelter / cooling centers  and s howers / bathrooms would be used 

primarily by people experiencing homelessness.  People who are housing 

insecure may benefit from furniture and rental assistance. The other basic needs 

services ð clothing, food, pet food, water, and assistance with employment, 

health, mental health, and social services ð would likely be beneficial for those 

who are low -income, housing insecure, or homeless. Spec ial populations such as 

LGBT*Q+, youth, veterans, domestic violence survivors, and those with mental 

health needs and substance use disorders would benefit from specialized 

services.  

 

Language, Transportation, and Phone/Internet Access  

Language, transportation, and phone/internet access are major barriers to 

accessing services, especially for:  

 

¶ Those who speak Spanish or an indigenous language to Central America ;  

 

¶ Those who are without a personal vehicle or who rely on public 

transportation ;  
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¶ Those who live in rural/remote areas ; and/or  

 

¶ Those who are low -income and/or seniors  

 

Equity lens : Bilingual (English/Spanish) culturally competent services are not 

readily available for all areas of the county or all types of services. All areas of 

the county, especially rural areas such as Corning, Los Molinos, Paynes Creek, 

and Rancho Tehama, need more robust public transportation and 

phone/internet access.  

 

South County  

South County includes Corning, Gerber, Los Molinos, Tehama City, and Vina , 

among other communities . South County has few resources, a high poverty rate, 

a concentration of people of color and farmworkers, a significant number of 

mobile home parks, and portions of the region are vulnerable to displacement. 

There is a lack of basic needs services and services for people experiencing 

homelessness. Small, scattered rural communities in South County such as El 

Camino, Gerber, Proberta, Vina, and the Woodson Bridge RV Park, experience 

significant poverty and a lack of local resources. Over half of the residents  of 

Corning speak Spanish at home.  

 

Equity lens : There is a concentration of resources located in North County, mostly 

in Red Bluff, and a lack of resources in South County. There is a need for bilingual 

(English/Spanish) and culturally competent resources located in South County. 

The new No Place Like H ome (NPLH) permanent supportive housing project 

located in Corning is bringing much -needed housing and services to the area.  

 

STAKEHOLDERSõ COLLABORATIVE INPUT 
At the April 2023 hybrid (virtual and in -person ) meeting of the Housing and Homeless 

Stakeholdersõ Collaborative (Stakeholdersõ Collaborative), the priority areas and key 

findings were presented with an opportunity to ask questions and provide comments. 

Then, members broke out into small groups to discus s the key findings in more detail , 

focusing on challenges, causes, solutions, and resources . There was a total of four 

breakout groups with two groups held virtually on Zoom and two groups held in -person. 

Housing Tools and CoC staff served as facilitators and notetakers , leading the breakout 

groups through a worksheet exercise . Everyone was encouraged to participate by 

providing their expertise, insights, and perspectives . The worksheet exercise can be 

found in the Appendix here .  
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A summary of the breakout group discussions by key finding can be found below. These 

summary tables include columns on challenges and/or causes, potential solutions, and 

available resources  for each key finding .  

 

Affordable/Permanent Supportive Housing (Rent -Restricted)  

This breakout group included members who are experts in affordable housing 

development. Figure 5: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, 

Affordable/Permanent Supportive Housing  (Rent-Restricted)  Breakout Group 

Table, 2023  summarizes the groupõs discussion about challenges, causes, 

solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 5: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Affordable/Permanent 

Supportive Housing (Rent-Restricted) Breakout Group Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or Causes  Solutions Resources  

Identifying land that is 

served by infrastructure  

and utilities , near 

services /amenities , 

appropriately zoned, and 

not in wetland areas  or 

other geologically 

constrained  areas . 

 

Local jurisdictions can 

zone additional land for 

multi -family housing, 

support bringing 

infrastructure to vacant 

parcels of land, provide 

transparency about local 

regulations, and shepherd 

projects through the 

planning and building 

permit processes.  

 

The city, county, and 

developer can 

collaborate to conduct 

community engagement 

and move projects 

forward.   

 

City of Corning, City of 

Red Bluff, City of Tehama, 

and Tehama County.  

 

 

State/federal  funding 

programs not taking in to 

account rural 

characteristics such as 

fewer services / amenities 

and less local funding 

available . 

Advocacy at the state 

and federal level for rural 

areas . 

Affordable housing 

developers and 

advocates.  

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 
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Rental Housing (Market -Rate)  

This breakout group included members who are experts in rental housing. Figure 

6: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Rental Housing (Market -

Rate)  Breakout Group Table, 2023 summarizes the groupõs discussion about 

challenges, causes, solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 6: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Rental Housing (Market -Rate) 

Breakout Group Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or Causes  Solutions Resources  

Limited income and low 

credit score are constraints 

to accessing housing.  

 

Assistance to  low -income 

and low -credit households 

to access housing.  

Connect with organizations 

who have a model of this 

type of program, such 

master -leasing. An example 

in Butte County is the Chico 

Housing Action Team 

(CHAT).  

 

Loss of naturally occurring 

affordable housing and 

limited Housing Choice 

Vouchers  (HCVs). 

 

Additional rental units and 

additional HCVs  through 

community action and 

education.   

 

Plumas County Community 

Development Commission 

(Plumas CDC) ð regional 

housing authority for 

Tehama County.  

 

Cities, County, Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative, and CoC 

partnering on efforts for 

advocacy and solutions.  

 

Undocumented households 

are at risk for overcrowding 

and substandard housing.  

 

Outreach and resources 

to undocumented 

households to be able to 

access  safe and 

appropriately sized 

affordable housing units.  

  

Organizations and 

individuals that are trusted 

by undocumented 

households such  as 

Empower Tehama  and  

Northern California Child 

Development, Inc. (NCCDI), 

among others . 

Farmworker housing, for 

undocumented households 

that are farmworkers.  

 

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 



33 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Housing/Services Navigation  

This breakout group included members who are experts in health and human 

services . Figure 7: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, 

Housing/Services Navigation Breakout Group Table, 2023 summarizes the groupõs 

discussion about challenges, causes, solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 7: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Housing/Services Navigation 

Breakout Group Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or Causes  Solutions Resources  

People need transportation 

and/or phone/internet to 

access services due to 

how service systems are 

currently set up.  

 

Mobile services that travel 

around the county ð bringing 

services to communities and 

òmeeting them where they 

are.ó   

 

Service hubs where people 

can access many different 

types of services in one 

location.  

 

Tehama County Health & 

Human Servicesõ mobile 

health unit and mobile 

vaccination unit.  

 

PATH Plaza Navigation Center 

as a model for a service hub  in 

North County .    

There is a lack of 

intermittent or ongoing 

assistance to people to 

navigate services.  

 

Individualized assistance, 

factoring in unique needs for 

each  household .  

Funding for case 

managers/housing navigators, 

build ing  from positions /systems 

that are already in place in 

Tehama County.  

 

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 

 

Basic Needs Services  

This breakout group included members who are service provider experts. Figure 

8: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Basic Needs Services 

Breakout Group Table, 2023 summarizes the groupõs discussion about challenges, 

causes, solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 8: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Basic Needs Services Breakout 

Group Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or 

Causes  

Solutions Resources  

A lack of access to 

basic needs 

services for special 

Connect with these 

populations to better 

understand their needs 

First Christian Church of Corning 

(FCCC), Tehama Countyõs mobile 

health unit , and PATHõs street 
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populations  and 

those living in South 

County  or 

rural/remote areas .  

 

and service delivery 

options.  

outreach team  have 

relationships/access .  

 

A lack of òone-stopó 

locations to access 

many different types 

of services, 

including services 

for those who are 

housing insecure, 

but not homeless.  

 

Augment existing services 

hubs in North County and 

South County. Expand 

services from these hubs 

to rural/remote areas by 

building a network of local 

providers/advocates. 

Prioritize rural/remote 

areas, even when it is 

more expensive to fund 

programs in the se areas.  

 

PATHõs day center and navigation 

center in Red Bluff/North County, and 

FCCCõs services in Corning/South 

County as existing services hubs. Local 

providers may include Food for the 

Hungry in Los Molinos and Tehama 

Countyõs mobile health unit.  

 

Local advocates may include 

community leaders and/or 

community health workers models for 

places such as Manton, Paynes 

Creek, and Vina, etc.   

 

Funding includes Emergency Solutions 

Grant Program (ESG) and Homeless 

Housing, Assistance and Prevention 

Program (HHAP ).  

 

Partnerships may include jurisdictions 

such as the Cities and County, 

grocery stores, faith -based 

organizations, grassroots programs, 

community leaders and advocates, 

and the Tehama County Community 

Action Agency (TCCAA) and 

Department of Social Services. TCCAA 

provides tailgate food giveaways 

annually in communities such as 

Corning, Los Molinos, Rancho 

Tehama, and Red Bluff.  

 

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 
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Language, Transportation, and Phone/Internet Access  

One breakout group covered the key finding of language access whereas 

another breakout group covered the key finding of transportation and 

phone/internet access. These breakout groups included members who are 

experts in access to services. Figure 9: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative, Language, Transportation, and Phone/Internet Access Breakout 

Group Table, 2023 summarizes the groupsõ discussions about challenges, causes, 

solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 9: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, Language, Transportation, and 

Phone/Internet Access Breakout Group Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or 

Causes  

Solutions Resources  

Language access:  

 

Lack of services 

available in multiple 

languages due to 

systemic barriers.  

 

Connect with those that speak 

a language other than English 

at home to better understand 

their needs.  

 

Create Language Access Plans 

for organizations that do not 

already have these in place , 

and e nsure these Plans are 

culturally competent.  

 

Write language access 

requirements into funding 

solicitations and include 

guidance on how funds can 

support language access.  

 

Assist organizations who would 

like to hire more staff 

representative of the people 

their organization serves (e.g. 

Hispanic/Latino and Native 

American/American Indian), 

but are unsure of how to write 

job descriptions and market 

positions to achieve this 

outcome.   

 

CoC staff/stakeholders 

participating in the California 

Racial Equity Action Lab, and 

organizations such as Greenville 

Rancheria, Latino Outreach of 

Tehama County , Northern 

California Child Development, 

Inc. (NCCDI), and Paskenta 

Band of Nomlaki Indians, among 

others.  
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Transportation and 

phone/internet 

access:  

 

Rural/remote areas 

have less access to 

transportation and 

phone/internet 

services.  

 

Make permanent the 

temporary free rides on TRAX, 

the public bus system. 

Temporary funding was tied to 

COVID -19 relief programs.  

 

Consider hotspots for WiFi 

located throughout the c ounty.  

Use currently available 

resources as a model or best 

practice (e.g. PATH Plaza 

Navigation Center, Tehama 

County Library).   

 

Meeting people òwhere they 

areó for providing health and 

human services and meals, etc. 

Provide transportation for 

appointments that cannot 

occur where people are.   

 

Cities, County,  Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative,  and CoC 

collaborating on funding and 

resources for solutions.  

 

PATH Plaza Navigation Center 

will provide internet and 

charging stations in Red Bluff.  

 

Tehama County Library provides 

free internet and computers in 

Corning, Los Molinos, and Red 

Bluff.  

Transportation:  

 

A lack of Safe Parking 

areas for people 

experiencing 

homelessness and 

sleeping in their 

vehicles means that 

vehicles are at risk  of 

being impounded. If 

vehicles are 

impounded, p eople  

lose both  their 

transportation and 

where they are 

sleeping.  

 

Create Safe Parking areas 

where people can legally sleep 

in their cars.  

Cities and County create legal 

Safe Parking areas in partnership 

with the CoC , service providers, 

and faith -based providers . Faith-

based providers may have 

parking lots feasible for this 

program.   

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 
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South County  

This breakout group included those who live and/or work in South County. Figure 

10: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, South County Breakout 

Group Table, 2023 summarizes the groupõs discussion about challenges, causes, 

solutions, and resources for the key finding.  

 

Figure 10: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative, South County Breakout Group 

Table, 2023  

Challenges and/or Causes  Solutions Resources  

Lack of 

transportation/internet 

access and connection to 

services located in Red 

Bluff/North County.  

 

Provid e more resources in 

South County that are 

bilingual in English/Spanish 

and ensur e the 

community is aware of 

existing resources.  

Existing resources in South 

County include Empower 

Tehama, Tehama County 

health and social services, the 

mobile Mexican Consulate, and 

Northern Valley Catholic Social 

Service (NVCSS)õs Enhanced 

Services for Asylees and 

Vulnerable Non -Citizens 

(ESAVN), and Immigration Legal 

Services Programs.   

 

Funding resources include the 

Permanent Local Housing 

Allocation Program (PLHA) ð 

Formula Funds.  

 

Challenges with services 

navigation.  Households 

with undocumented family 

members who are unable 

to access traditional 

services.  

 

Assistance with navigating 

services using the  

community health worker  

(CHW) model or 

òpromotores de saludó in 

Spanish. CHWs are 

community members who 

are trained to promote 

health in their own 

communities. They provide 

leadership, peer 

education, and 

connections to health and 

social resources to support 

NVCSSõs Promotores Program in 

Butte County as a model.  

 

Cities, County, Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative, and CoC 

collaborating on funding and 

resources for solutions.  

 

Community networking and 

community development.  
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community 

empowerment.  

 

It is more expensive to 

provide services in rural 

areas than in urban areas.  

Advocacy at the state 

and federal level for rural 

areas in policy/funding 

arenas.  

 

Rural advocates and experts.  

Source: Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative Meeting, April 2023 

 

 

In sum, Chapter 3: Gaps and Racial Disparities Analysis detailed the priority areas and key 

findings from the community -based research as well as the Stakeholdersõ Collaborativeõs input 

on causes, challenges, solutions, and resources. An equity lens is use d throughout the Gaps 

and Racial Disparities Analysis.  
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Chapter 4: Goals and Objectives   

 

Chapter 4: Goals and Objectives  outlines the new 5- and 10 -year priority areas, goals, and 

objectives, comparisons to the 2018 Plan, and a review of the progress made since 2018. 

Goals and objectives  are  the third and final prong in the three -pronged approach to the 

Update .  

 

1. Collect and analyze community -based research;  

 

2. Identify gaps and racial/ethnic disparities; and  

 

3. Develop updated goals and objectives  with stakeholders . 

 

Included in this chapter are: 1) a  comparison of previous and new priority areas; 2) a  review of 

the previous goals from the 2018 Plan; 3) documentation of goals that are complete or in 

progress from the 2018 Plan; 4) identification of goals that have been accomplished, goals 

that will continue to be worked on, and goals that are no longer relevant from the 2018 Plan. ; 

and 5) new goals and objectives for the 202 4 Plan.  

 

COMPARISON OF PREVIOUS AND NEW PRIORITY AREAS  
First, Figure 11: Tehama County CoC, Comparison of Previous and New Priority Areas 

Table, 2024 provides a comparison of previous and new priority areas, and their 

similarities and differences.  

 

Figure 11: Tehama County CoC, Comparison of Previous and New Priority Areas Table, 202 4 

2018 Priority Areas  2024 Priority Areas  Similarities  and Differences  

Street Outreach  

 

Health and Human 

Services 

 

Street outreach and temporary housing are 

both reflected in the health and human 

services priority area. Temporary housing 

refers to emergency shelter, interim housing, 

and transitional housing . 

 

Temporary Housing  

 

Permanent Supportive 

Housing  

 

Permanent 

Housing, both Rent -

Permanent supportive housing and 

permanent affordable housing are both 

reflected in permanent housing priority area.  
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Permanent Affordable 

Housing  

 

Restricted and 

Market -Rate  

 

 

N/A  Barriers to 

Accessing Services  

Barriers to accessing services and unique 

community needs are new priorities and 

were not reflected in the 2018 priority areas.  

 Unique Community 

Needs  

 

Source: Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness, 2018; Update, 2023  

 

PREVIOUS GOALS FROM THE 2018 PLAN 
Second,  Figure 12: Tehama County CoC, Previous Goals from the 10 -Year Plan to End 

Homelessness Table, 2018 provides a review of the previous priority areas and goals 

from the 2018 Plan. The priority areas are street outreach, temporary housing, 

permanent supportive housing, and permanent affordable housing. Each priority area 

has both a 5 -year goal and a 10 -year goal, and some have multiple 5 -year and/or 10 -

year goals.   

 

Figure 12: Tehama County CoC, Previous Goals from the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Table , 2018 

Priority Areas  5-Year Goals  10-Year Goals  

Street Outreach  Mobile One Stop Day Center  Permanent Location One Stop Day 

Center  Mobile Crisis Unit  

Sobering Center  

Temporary Housing  Mental Health Rehab Facility 

(16- 24 beds)  

Year-Round Emergency Shelter  

  

20-40 Additional Transitional 

Housing Beds (including for families)  

 

Permanent Supportive 

Housing  

Permanent Supportive 

Housing Utilizing Mental 

Health Services Act Funds 

(MHSA) 

Permanent Supportive Housing 

Project Utilizing No Place Like Home 

(NPLH) and/or Veterans Housing 

and Homelessness Prevention 

(VHHP) Funds 

 

Permanent Affordable 

Housing  

Utilize Section 8 and VASH 

Vouchers to Develop 

Affordable Housing  

Implement Policies that will 

Incentivize the Development of 

More Housing Overall  

 

Source: Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness, 2018; Update, 2023  
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Third, Figure 13: Tehama County CoC, Previous Goals from the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness ð Complete or in 

Progress Table , 2024 documents the goals that are complete or in progress from the 2018 Plan. As of June  of 2024, the 5 -

year and 10 -year goals that are completed or have made significant progress are identified below  by the òcomplete or 

in progress?ó column. An òXó identified how many projects have been completed or are in progress for each goal. Details 

for each project are found in the òproject detailsó column, including the year the project was placed -in-service .  

 

Figure 13: Tehama County CoC, Previous Goals from the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness ð Complete or in Progress  

Table , 2024 

Priority 

Areas  

5-Year Goals  Complete 

or in 

Progress? 

Project Details  10-Year Goals  Complete 

or in 

Progress? 

Project Details  

Street 

Outreach  

Mobile One 

Stop Day 

Center  

X  

(Similar to 

stated 

goal)  

PATHõs street 

outreach program in 

Red Bluff (2018) , and 

sanctioned camping 

area in Red Bluff 

(2022)*  

 

Permanent 

Location One 

Stop Day 

Center  

X PATH Plaza 

Navigation Center in 

Red Bluff (202 4) 

Mobile Crisis 

Unit 

 

X  

(Similar to 

stated 

goal)  

 

Tehama County 

Health Services 

Agencyõs mobile 

health clinic in Red 

Bluff (2023)  

 

Sobering 

Center  

 

N/A  N/A  

Temporary 

Housing  

Mental Health 

Rehab Facility 

(16-24 beds)  

N/A  N/A  Year-Round 

Emergency 

Shelter  

X PATH Plaza 

Navigation Center in 

Red Bluff (202 4) 
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20-40 

Additional 

Transitional 

Housing Beds 

(including for 

families)  

 

X X Empower Tehamaõs 

16-bed transitional 

housing (2018) and 

PATHõs Homekey Sale 

House 16-bed 

transitional housing in 

Red Bluff (2020)  for a 

total of 32 beds.  

 

Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  

Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing 

Utilizing 

Mental Health 

Services Act 

Funds (MHSA)  

X Olive Grove 

Apartments in 

Corning, a Round 2 

NPLH permanent 

supportive housing 

project, has Special 

Needs Housing 

Program Funds 

(SNHP), which used to 

be known as MHSA 

Development Funds  

(2023)  

Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing Project 

Utilizing No 

Place Like 

Home (NPLH) 

and/or 

Veterans 

Housing and 

Homelessness 

Prevention 

(VHHP) Funds 

 

X X X Three permanent 

supportive housing 

projects have been 

awarded NPLH funds. 

These projects are 

Olive Grove 

Apartments in 

Corning, Palm Villas in 

Red Bluff, and The 

Bluffs Community 

Housing in Red Bluff  

(2023 and 

predevelopment)  

 

Permanent 

Affordable 

Housing  

Utilize Section 

8 and VASH 

Vouchers to 

Develop 

Affordable 

Housing  

 

X X  Both Palm Villas and 

The Bluffs Community 

Housing, Round  4 

NPLH permanent 

supportive housing 

projects, have 

Section 8 Project -

Based Vouchers. Both 

Implement 

Policies that will 

Incentivize the 

Development 

of More 

Housing Overall  

N/A  N/A  
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projects are in Red 

Bluff (2024 - 

predevelopment)  

 

Source: Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness, 2018; Update, 2023  

 

*The City of Red Bluff approved a temporary sanctioned campground at Samuel Ayres Park in October 2022. As of July 

2023, approximately 35 people are staying in the campground. City Councilmembers meet with the people staying at 

the campground once per week,  developing and maintaining relationships with them. City Public Works staff maintain 

the restrooms at the park and have also installed solar to run the restroom lights at night and provide for a place to 

charge personal devices such as cellphones. PATH (P oor and the Homeless Tehama County Coalition) and volunteers 

provide daily meals to the people staying in the sanctioned campground as well as anyone who comes to the park and 

would like a meal. The Tehama C ounty mobile health clinic comes to the park to provide services every other week. The 

temporary sanctioned campground serves as a mobile one stop location for homelessness services in Red Bluff.  
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Fourth, Figure 14: Tehama County CoC, Taking Goals into the Future Table, 2023 identifies goals 

that have been accomplished, goals that will continue to be worked on, and goals that are 

no longer relevant from the 2018 Plan.  

 

Figure 14: Tehama County CoC, Taking Goals into the Future Table, 2023  

Goals  

Accomplished  Will Continue to Work On  No Longer Relevant   

Red Bluff - Permanent 

Location One Stop Day 

Center & Year -Round 

Emergency Shelter  

 

Utilize Section 8 and VASH 

Vouchers to Develop 

Affordable Housing.  

 

Sobering Center ð instead, 

focus on incorporating 

substance use disorder 

services into projects and 

programs.  

Red Bluff - Mobile One Stop 

Day Center  

 

Cities and County - 

Implement Policies that will 

Incentivize the Development 

of More Housing Overall.  

Mental Health Rehab Facility 

(16- 24 beds) ð instead, focus 

on incorporating mental 

health services into projects 

and programs.  Red Bluff - Mobile Crisis Unit  

 

Continue to fund operations 

and services for completed 

projects.  

Red Bluff - 20-40 Additional 

Transitional Housing Beds 

(including for families)  

 

Replicate accomplished 

goals in locally relevant ways 

across the County (i.e. also 

outside of Red Bluff and/or 

Corning).  

 

Corning - Permanent 

Supportive Housing utilizing 

Mental Health Services Act 

Funds (MHSA) 

 

Corning and Red Bluff - 

Permanent Supportive 

Housing Project utilizing No 

Place Like Home (NPLH) 

and/or Veterans Housing and 

Homelessness Prevention 

(VHHP) Funds 

 

Red Bluff - Utilize Section 8 

and VASH Vouchers to 

Develop Affordable Housing  

Source: Tehama County 10-Year Plan to End Homelessness, 2018; Update, 202 4 
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NEW GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR THE 2024 PLAN 
Fifth, new goals and objectives for the 202 4 Plan are discussed. Figure 15: Tehama 

County CoC, New Goals  Table , 2024 provides a summary of the 202 4 priority areas, key 

findings, 5 -year goals, and 10 -year goals. There are fifteen (15)  5-year goals and fifteen 

(15) 10-year goals, for a total of thirty (30) goals.   

 

It is important to note that North County and South County are referred to often 

throughout the 5 - and 10 -year goals. These more densely populated areas may serve 

as hubs from which mobile or satellite services can be provided to more rural/remote 

areas of  the county such as East County and West County. East County and West 

County are both important regions to take into account when considering a holistic 

approach to housing and homelessness in Tehama County.  

 

Figure 15: Tehama County CoC, New Goals  Table , 2024 

Priority Areas  Key Findings  5-Year Goals  10-Year Goals  

Permanent 

Housing, both 

Rent-

Restricted and 

Market -Rate 

 

 

       Affordable   

       Multi -Family 

Housing and / or       

Permanent Supportive 

Housing (Rent -

Restricted)   

Corning or Red Bluff ð 

New Affordable  Multi -

Family Housing and / or 

Permanent Supportive 

Housing  

Los 

Molinos/Unincorporated 

Area - New Affordable  

Multi -Family Housing 

and / or Permanent 

Supportive Housing  

 

Preserve Existing 

Affordable/Naturally 

Occurring Affordable 

Housing  

 

Acquisition and 

Rehabilitation of 

Affordable/Naturally 

Occurring Affordable 

Housing  

 

Rural Advocacy to State 

and Federal 

Government for Funding 

Programs  

 

Local Governments to 

Streamline Affordable 

Housing Development  

         Rental Housing    

        (Market -Rate)  

 

Master -Lease Program 

for Shared Housing  

 

Purchase Homes for 

Shared Housing  

 

Landlords and Housing 

Choice Voucher Holders 

Matching Program  

 

Increase the Number of 

Housing Choice Vouchers  
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Renter Outreach and 

Education Program  

Landlord Outreach and 

Education Program   

Health and 

Human 

Services  

 

       Housing/Services      

        Navigation  

 

Community Services 

Navigators - Mobile Pilot 

Program  

 

Community Services 

Navigators ð Expanded 

and Permanent Program  

 

        Basic Needs     

        Services  

 

North County ð Mobile 

Services from Existing 

Services Hub  

South County ð Mobile 

Services from  Services Hub  

 

Temporary Housing ð 

Preserve Existing 

Beds/Units 

 

Temporary Housing ð 

Develop New Beds/Units  

Barriers to 

Accessing 

Services  

 

 

          Language,  

          Transportation,  

          and Phone/  

Internet Access  

 

Formalize Language 

Access Across the 

County at All Levels  

Diversity, Equity, and 

Inclusion (DEI) Assistance 

to Organization s 

 

Safe Parking Program  Public Transportation ð 

Free for Low -Income 

Households , Explore 

Expansion t o East County   

 

Vehicle  Assistance 

Program ð Pilot  

Vehicle  Assistance 

Program ð Expanded and 

Permanent  

 

WiFi Hotspots Program ð 

Pilot 

Smart Phone Assistance 

Program ð Pilot 

 

Unique 

Community 

Needs  

 

            South County  

 

 

South County ð Working 

Group, Audit, and 

Needs Assessment  

 

South County ð Services 

Hub and New 

Bilingua l/Rural/Remote 

Services  

Racial/Ethnic 

Representation ð 

Organizations  

 

Racial/Ethnic 

Representation ð 

Community Members  
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Figure 16: Tehama County CoC, New Objectives Table, 202 4 

          Priority Area 1: Permanent Housing, both Rent -Restricted and Market -Rate 

          Key Finding 1: Affordable  Multi -Family Housing and / or Permanent Supportive Housing (Rent -Restricted)  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding  and Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

Corning or Red Bluff ð 

New Affordable  Multi -

Family Housing and / or 

Permanent Supportive 

Housing  

In partnership with a 

developer, develop o ne 

new affordable and/or 

permanent supportive 

project in Corning or Red 

Bluff that is not currently in 

development  (25 units). 

 

Funding may include HOME, 

Homekey, Joe Serna Jr., 

Farmworker Housing Grant 

(Serna), Multifamily Housing 

Program (MHP), Permanent 

Local Housing Allocation 

(PLHA), Project -Based 

Vouchers (PBV) , tax credits, 

etc.  

 

Consider special 

populations* . 

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Los 

Molinos/Unincorporated 

Area - New Affordable  

Multi -Family Housing 

and / or Permanent 

Supportive Housing  

 

In partnership with a 

developer, develop o ne 

new affordable and/or 

permanent supportive 

housing project in an 

unincorporated community 

such as Los Molinos that is 

not currently in 

development  (25 units).  

 

Funding may include HOME, 

Homekey, Serna, MHP, PLHA,  

PBV, tax credits,  etc.  

 

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations* . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

Preserve Existing 

Affordable/Naturally 

Preserve at least 25 units of 

rent -restricted affordable, 

or naturally occurring 

Funding may include 

Manufactured Housing 

Opportunity & Revitalization 

Consider 

rural/remote areas 
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Occurring Affordable 

Housing  

 

affordable housing. This 

may include accessory 

dwelling units (ADUs) 

mobile homes, multi -family 

units, etc.  

 

Program (MORE) and PLHA,  

tax credits, tax -exempt 

bonds, etc. Resources may 

include the California 

Coalition for Rural Housing 

(CCRH) and the Rural 

Community Assistance 

Corporation (RCAC) . 

 

and special 

populations* . 

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Acquisition and 

Rehabilitation of 

Affordable/Naturally 

Occurring Affordable 

Housing  

 

In partnership with a 

developer, acquire and 

rehabilitate at least 25 units 

of rent -restricted affordable 

or naturally occurring 

affordable housing. This 

may include accessory 

dwelling units (ADUs) 

mobile homes, multi -family 

units, etc.  

 

Funding may include 

Homekey, MORE, and PLHA, 

tax credits, tax -exempt 

bonds, etc. Resources may 

include the California 

Coalition for Rural Housing 

(CCRH) and the Rural 

Community Assistance 

Corporation (RCAC) . 

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations* . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

Rural Advocacy to 

State and Federal 

Government for 

Funding Programs  

 

Join advocacy groups at 

the state and federal level 

to advocate for rural areas 

in affordable/permanent 

supportive housing funding 

programs. Participate in 

two advocacy campaigns .  

 

Resources may include 

CCRH, Housing California, 

National Low Income Housing 

Coalition (NLIHC), etc.  

Partner with 

people with lived 

experience to be 

local advocate 

representatives . 

10-Year 

Goal  

Local Governments to 

Streamline Affordable 

Housing Development  

Work with the Cities and 

County to zone additional 

land for multi -family 

Funding may include 

planning grants from state 

and federal agencies such as 

Remember that 

while some efforts 

can be in Red 
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housing, support bringing 

infrastructure to vacant 

parcels of land, provide 

transparency about local 

regulations, and shepherd 

projects through the 

planning and building 

permit processes. Apply for 

and receive funds from the 

Affordable Housing and 

Sustainable Communities 

Program (AHSC) and/or Infill 

Infrastructure Grant 

Program (IIG) for two 

projects . 

 

Regional Early Action 

Planning Grants (REAP), as 

well as AHSC and IIG . 

Bluff, other efforts 

should focus 

outside of Red 

Bluff. 

          Key Finding 2: Rental Housing (Market -Rate)  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding and  Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

Master -Lease Program 

for Shared Housing  

Connect with interested 

landlords and create a 

master -leasing program for 

shared rental housing. Bring 

online 8 bedrooms.  

 

Funding may include PLHA 

and/or Homeless Housing, 

Assistance and Prevention 

(HHAP). Resources may 

include Chico Housing Action 

Teamõs (CHAT) model in Butte 

County  and RCAC . 

Rent homes in 

more than one 

community. 

Provide case 

management and 

rent/utility 

assistance. 

Consider special 

populations* . 
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10-Year 

Goal  

Purchase Homes for 

Shared Housing  

 

Purchase homes for shared 

housing, modeled after 

Chico Housing Action 

Teamõs (CHAT) model in 

Butte County. Bring online 8 

bedrooms . 

 

Funding may include PLHA  

and/or HHAP . Resources may 

include CHATõs model in 

Butte County  and RCAC .  

Purchase homes in 

more than one 

community. 

Provide case 

management and 

rent/utility 

assistance. 

Consider special 

populations* . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

Landlords and Housing 

Choice Voucher 

Holders Matching 

Program  

 

Create a  formal  program in 

collaboration with the 

Plumas County Community 

Development Commission 

(Plumas CDC) to match 

private rental landlords with 

Housing Choice Voucher 

(HCV) holders. The program 

would consist of a bench of 

landlords who share when 

units will become a vailable, 

and program staff assisting 

HCV holders to apply for 

available units. Assist 25 

HCVs to successfully find 

permanent housing . 

 

Resources may include the 

Plumas CDC and examples 

of similar programs from other 

housing authorities . Suggest 

connecting with the Housing 

Authority of the County of 

Butte (HACB) for any best 

practices and lessons 

learned .  

Connect with and 

recruit landlords 

from multiple 

communities 

throughout the 

county . 

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Increase the Number of 

Housing Choice 

Vouchers  

 

Using the success of the 5 -

year goal program, work 

with the Plumas CDC to 

bring 75 more vouchers to 

Resources may include the 

Plumas CDC and examples 

of similar advocacy from 

other communities and 

Conduct 

outreach for HCVs 

in English and 

Spanish and to 
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Tehama County, bringing 

the total number of 

vouchers to 400 . 

 

housing authorities . Suggest 

connecting with the Housing 

Authority of the County of 

Butte (HACB) for any best 

practices and lessons 

learned . 

  

populations that 

are 

underrepresented 

on the waitlist . 

5-Year 

Goal  

Renter Outreach and 

Education Program  

Outreach and connect 

low -income renters to Legal 

Services of Northern 

California (LSNC) for 

housing legal assistance 

such as questions about 

evictions or rent increases. 

LSNC has an office in 

Redding that serves 

Tehama County.  

   

Funding may include 

Community Development 

Block Grant (CDBG), HHIP 

and Federal Home Loan Bank 

(FHLB). Resources may 

include LSNC, the Plumas 

CDC, and local/regional 

service providers who have 

case management 

programs.   

Ensure outreach is 

bilingual 

(English/Spanish) 

and being 

conducted in 

rural/remote areas 

of the County. 

Consider special 

populations*.  

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Landlord Outreach and 

Education Program   

Outreach and connect 

landlords to the North 

Valley Property Ownersõ 

Assocation (NVPOA). 

NVPOA has an office in 

Chico that serves Tehama 

County, and provides 

support and education to 

landlords in Northern 

California.  

 

Funding may include CDBG, 

HHIP, and FHLB. Resources 

may include NVPOA and 

local business/real esate 

associations and chambers 

of commerce.  

Ensure outreach is 

bilingual 

(English/Spanish) 

and being 

conducted in 

rural/remote areas 

of the County. 

Consider special 

populations*.  

 

          Priority Area 2: Health and Human Services  
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          Key Finding 3: Housing/Services Navigation  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding and  Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

Community Services 

Navigators - Mobile Pilot 

Program  

 

Create a pilot program with 

the Tehama County Health 

and Human Servicesõ 

mobile health and mobile 

vaccination units. Staff the 

units with a community 

services navigator. The 

community services 

navigator will assist residents 

with navigating housing 

and health and human 

services, including filling out 

paperwork, setting up 

appointments, and 

facilitating transportation to 

appointments. Some 

community services 

navigators will have lived 

experience, be bilingual, 

be people of color, and live 

in rural/remote are as. Serve 

25 households . 

 

Funding may include Housing 

and Homelessness Incentive 

Program (HHIP)  and regional 

foundations . Resources may 

include RCAC . 

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations* . 

10-Year 

Goal  

Community Services 

Navigators ð Expanded 

and Permanent 

Program  

Expand the pilot program 

to 2 -1-1 Tehama, a free 

information and referral for 

health and human services 

Funding may include HHIP 

and regional foundations . 

Resources may include 

RCAC. 

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations* . 
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 and also the access point 

for the Coordinated Entry 

System. 2-1-1 Tehama will 

refer interested people to 

community  services  

navigators. These 

community  services  

navigators will assist 

residents with navigating 

housing and health and 

human services, including 

filling out paperwork, setting 

up appointments, and 

facilitating transportation to 

appointments. Some 

community services 

navigators will have lived 

experience, be bilingual, 

be people of color, and live 

in rural/remote areas. Serve 

75 households . 

 

          Key Finding 4: Basic Needs Services  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding and  Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

North County ð Mobile 

Services from Existing 

Services Hub  

 

Augment existing services 

hub in North County (PATH 

Plaza Navigation Center). 

Expand services from North 

County hub to rural/remote 

Funding may include 

Emergency Solutions Grant 

(ESG), HHAP, HHIP, PLHA, 

Encampment Resolution 

Funding (ERF), and regional 

Include rural 

communities in 

planning to better 

understand their 

service needs and 
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areas, such as Dairyville, 

Manton, Mineral, and 

Paynes Creek, by building a 

network of local providers 

and advocates, and a 

mobile services vehicle 

and/or street outreach 

team. Provide services at 

least two days per month in 

three communities outside 

of Red Bluff . 

 

foundations . Resources may 

include RCAC . 

the most 

appropriate 

service delivery 

models . 

10-Year 

Goal  

South County ð Mobile 

Services from Services 

Hub  

 

The Unique Community 

Needs workgroup will 

identify a services hub in 

South County. Expand 

services from South County 

hub to rural/remote areas, 

such as Gerber, Los Molinos, 

Vina, Tehama, and the 

Woodson Bridge RV Park, 

by building a network of 

local providers and 

advocates, and a mobile 

services vehicle and/or 

street outreach team. 

Provide services at least 

two days per month in 

three communities outside 

of Corning. Partner with 

Funding may include  ESG, 

HHAP, HHIP, PLHA, ERF, and 

regional foundations . 

Resources may include 

RCAC. 

Include rural 

communities in 

planning to better 

understand their 

service needs and 

the most 

appropriate 

service delivery 

models . 
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Food for the Hungry in Los 

Molinos . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

Temporary Housing ð 

Preserve Existing 

Beds/Units 

 

Preserve at least 25 

units/beds of temporary 

housing. This may include 

emergency shelter, interim 

housing, or transitional 

housing.   

 

Funding may include ESG, 

HHAP, HHIP, Homekey, PLHA, 

ERF, and regional 

foundations.  

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations*.  

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Temporary Housing ð 

Develop New 

Beds/Units 

Develop at least 25 new 

units/beds of temporary 

housing. This may include 

emergency shelter, interim 

housing, or transitional 

housing. At least a portion 

of these units/beds should 

be located outside of Red 

Bluff and/or in South County 

to meet unique commu nity 

needs. Importantly, health 

and social services need to 

be co -located onsite in 

South County in order to 

adequately support new 

beds/units of temporary 

housing.  

 

 

Funding may include ESG, 

HHAP, HHIP, Homekey, PLHA, 

ERF, and regional 

foundations.  

Consider 

rural/remote areas 

and special 

populations*.  

 

          Priority Area 3: Barriers to Accessing Services  
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           Key Finding 5: Language, Transportation, and Phone/Internet Access  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding and  Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

Formalize Language 

Access Across the 

County at All Levels  

 

Cities, County, CoC, and 

service providers to write 

language access 

requirements into funding 

solicitations and include 

guidance on how funds 

can support language 

access. Publish five funding 

solicitations from at least 

two different organizations . 

 

Resources may include 

professional language 

interpreters/translators used 

as part of the 202 4 10-Year 

Plan Update, and funding 

agencies . Importantly, 

resources may also include 

the perspectives and 

expertise of local community 

members who are bilingual 

and/or bicultural.   

 

Partner with 

Hispanic/Latino 

community 

members and 

organizations to 

develop 

requirements and 

guidance . 

10-Year 

Goal  

Diversity, Equity, and 

Inclusion (DEI) 

Assistance to 

Organizations  

 

Assist organizations (cities, 

county, CoC, and service 

providers, etc.) who would 

like to hire more staff 

representative of the 

people their organization 

serves (e.g. Hispanic/Latino 

and Native 

American/American 

Indian), but are unsure of 

how to write job 

descriptions and market 

positions to achieve this 

outcome. Assist five 

Resources may include 

California Coalition for Rural 

Housing (CCRH), Greenville 

Rancheria, Latino Outreach 

of Tehama County (LOTC), 

and the Paskenta Band of 

Nomlaki Indians, among 

others . 

Partner with 

diversity, equity, 

and inclusion (DEI) 

experts to assist 

organizations . 
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organizations to hire more 

representative staff . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

Safe Parking Program  Create  at least one  Safe 

Parking area in Tehama 

County where people can 

legally sleep in their cars.  

 

Resources may  include best 

practices from communities 

that have successfully set up 

Safe Parking areas such as 

the City of Santa Rosa . 

Develop program 

in concert with 

people with lived 

experience and 

their service 

providers. 

Consider special 

populations* . 

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Public Transportation ð 

Free for Low -Income 

Households, Explore 

Expansion to East 

County  

 

Make permanent for low -

income households the 

temporary free rides on 

TRAX, the public bus system. 

Explore expanding TRAX to 

provide service from 

Manton, Mineral, and 

Paynes Creek to Red Bluff . 

 

Resources may include TRAX, 

Redding Area Bus Authority 

(Shasta County), Glenn Ride 

(Glenn County), B -Line (Butte 

County), and Susanville 

Indian Rancheria Public 

Transportation Program 

(Lassen County) that operate 

in the region . 

 

Connect with low -

income 

households and 

Manton, Mineral, 

and Paynes Creek 

residents to better 

understand their 

transportation 

needs . 

5-Year 

Goal  

Vehicle  Assistance 

Program ð Pilot 

Create a new pilot vehicle  

assistance program in North 

or South County in 

partnership with service 

providers or support an 

existing program. Program 

to assist those who need 

help with gas, 

maintenance, insurance, 

Resources may include 

vehicle  assistance ad -hoc or 

limited assistance programs 

by CalWORKS, Empower 

Tehama, and Faith Works that 

may be formalized or 

expanded upon . Funding 

may include regional 

foundations . 

Develop program 

in concert with 

people with lived 

experience and 

their service 

providers. 

Consider special 

populations* . 
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registration, etc. costs. Assist 

25 households . 

 

10-Year 

Goal  

Vehicle Assistance 

Program ð Expanded 

and Permanent  

Expand pilot vehicle  

assistance program to serve 

both North and South 

County. Assist 50 

households . 

 

Resources may include 

vehicle  assistance ad -hoc or 

limited assistance programs 

by CalWORKS, Empower 

Tehama, and Faith Works that 

may  be  formalized or 

expanded upon . Funding 

may include regional 

foundations . 

 

Develop program 

in concert with 

people with lived 

experience and 

their service 

providers. 

Consider special 

populations* . 

 

5-Year 

Goal  

WiFi Hotspots Program ð 

Pilot 

Provide hotspots for WiFi 

throughout the County. WiFi 

hotspots may be located at 

services hubs such as the 

PATH Plaza Navigation 

Center and mobile services 

vehicles such as the 

Tehama County Health 

Servicesõ mobile health and 

mobile vaccination units. 

Provide hotspots in at least 

three communities total, 

with at least one 

community in North County 

and one community in 

South County . 

 

Resources may include PATH 

Plaza Navigation Center, 

Tehama County Health 

Services, Tehama County 

Library, Shasta College, and 

RCAC among others . Funding 

may include regional 

foundations .  

Develop program 

in concert with 

people with lived 

experience and 

their service 

providers, 

especially the 

most appropriate  

locations for the 

WiFi hotspots. 

Consider special 

populations* . 
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10-Year 

Goal  

Smart Phone Assistance 

Program - Pilot 

Create a smart phone 

assistance pilot program 

and provide free or 

reduced smart phones and 

phone service to 25 

households. Develop the 

pilot program to fill gaps 

experienced by residents 

who qualify for the 

California LifeLine and 

Federal LifeLine  programs , 

as well as gaps 

experience d by residents 

who do not  qualify for these 

programs . 

 

Resources may include 

partnering with local and 

corporate 

telecommunications 

businesses and providers , and 

RCAC. Funding may include 

regional foundations .   

Develop program 

in concert with 

people with lived 

experience and 

their service 

providers. 

Consider special 

populations* . 

          Priority Area 4: Unique Community Needs  

 

          Key Finding 6: South County  

 

Timeframe  Goal  

 

Objective  Funding and  Resources  Equity Lens 

5-Year 

Goal  

South County ð Working 

Group, Audit, and 

Needs Assessment  

 

Create a South County 

working group with 

representatives from the 

Cities, County, CoC,  

2-1-1 Tehama, service 

providers, and community 

members. Include service 

providers serving 

Hispanic/Latino and Native 

Funding may include 

planning grants from state 

and federal agencies such as 

Regional Early Action 

Planning Grants (REAP), and 

regional foundations . 

Resources may include CCRH 

and RCAC.  

Provide financial 

support, technical 

assistance, and 

staff capacity to 

South County 

representatives to 

achieve these 

goals . 
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American/American Indian 

residents. Conduct an audit 

of all available community 

resources, especially 

bilingual English/Spanish 

resources, and resources 

located in rural/remote 

areas of South County. 

Conduct a needs 

assessment of gaps in 

resources . Resources may 

be more expansive than 

just housing/homelessness 

related resources.  

 

10-Year 

Goal  

South County ð Services 

Hub, and New 

Bilingual / Rural/Remote 

Services 

 

From the audit and needs 

assessment, identify a 

servic es hub for South 

County and stand up 

additional 

programs/services to meet 

the needs. Assist at least 

five organizations to: 

provide permanent 

English/Spanish bilingual 

services and/or services in 

rural/remote areas of South 

County outside of Corning . 

This may include, but not be 

limited to, County health 

and social services.  

Resources may include 

Corningõs new recreation 

center to serve as a services 

hub , CCRH, and RCAC . 

Funding may include regional 

foundations . 

Partner with 

diversity, equity, 

and inclusion (DEI) 

experts to consult 

on standing up 

programs/services . 
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5-Year 

Goal  

Racial/Ethnic 

Representation ð 

Organizations  

 

Increase participation of 

organizations that serve 

Hispanic/Latino and Native 

American/American Indian 

community members in the 

CoC and Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative. Have at least 

two organizations that serve 

each population (i.e. two 

for Hispanic/Latino and two 

for Native 

American/American 

Indian) .  

 

Resources may include 

Greenville Rancheria, Latino 

Outreach of Tehama County, 

Northern California Child 

Development, Inc. (NCCDI), 

and Paskenta Band of 

Nomlaki Indians, among 

others . 

Engage 

organizations 

located in both 

North County and 

South County . 

10-Year 

Goal  

Racial/Ethnic 

Representation ð 

Community Members  

 

Increase participation of 

Hispanic/Latino and Native 

American/American Indian 

community members in the 

CoC and Stakeholdersõ 

Collaborative. Have at least 

two community members 

from each population (i.e. 

two for Hispanic/Latino and 

two for Native 

American/A merican 

Indian). Compensate 

community members for 

their time . 

 

Resources may include 

Greenville Rancheria, Latino 

Outreach of Tehama County, 

Northern California Child 

Development, Inc. (NCCDI), 

and Paskenta Band of 

Nomlaki Indians, among 

others . 

Engage 

community 

members located 

in both North 

County and South 

County . 
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*Special populations: Farmworkers, people experiencing homelessness, people with mental health needs or substance 

use disorder s, people who are undocumented, people involved in the criminal justice system, people who are LGBT*Q+, 

seniors, veterans, and youth.  
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In sum, Chapter 4: Goals and Objectives outlined the new 5 - and 10 -year priority areas, goals, 

and objectives, comparisons to the 2018 Plan, and a review of the progress made since 2018. 

Goals and objectives are the third and final prong in the three -prong ed approach to the 

Update.  
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Chapter 5: Conclusion  

 

This chapter provides a brief one -page summary of the Update.  

 

The 10-Year Plan to End Homelessness from 2018 detailed strategies for addressing 

homelessness, including 5- and 10 -year goals. As of 202 4, most of these goals have been 

achieved  or are in progress . The Update  set out to build upon these successes while 

considering racial/ethnic and geographic equity, and the current landscape of data, 

capacity, funding , and resources. The Update  was a joint endeavor by the Tehama County 

CoC and the Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative. The three -pronged 

approac h of the Update  with an equity lens included:  

 

1. Collect and analyze community -based research;  

2. Identify gaps and racial/ethnic disparities; and  

3. Develop updated goals and objectives  with stakeholders.  

    

The community -based research included interviews with people with lived experience, 

interviews with stakeholders, Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP) data, and geographic 

research.  

 

The gaps and racial disparities analysis uncovered four priority areas and six key findings. The 

priority areas are: 1) permanent housing, both rent -restricted and market -rate; 2) health and 

human services; 3) barriers to accessing services; and 4) unique community needs. The key 

findings within th ese priority areas are: 1) a ffordable  multi -family housing and/or permanent 

supportive housing (rent -restricted); 2) rental housing (market -rate); 3) housing/services 

navigation; 4) basic needs services; 5) langua ge, transportation, and phone/internet access; 

and 6) South County.  

 

The CoC and Stakeholdersõ Collaborative reviewed the community-based research, priority 

areas, and key findings, and provided input on  potential  goals and objectives . A review was 

conducted of the previous priority areas, goals, and progress compared to the new priority 

areas, key findings, and potential goals. This resulted in a final set of  thirty (30) 5- and 10 -year 

goals that the community can work on together to achieve by 202 9 and 203 4, respectively.  

 

In sum, the Update  details an equity -focused strategy for addressing housing and 

homelessness needs in Tehama County, including concrete goals and objectives  to work  on 

over the next five to 10 years.    
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Chapter 6: Appendix  

 

Chapter 6: Appendix  includes the gaps and racial disparities analysis worksheet for the CoC 

and Stakeholdersõ Collaborative to complete annually, and the detailed findings from each of 

the community -based research components. It also provides the definitions, interview tool,  

breakout groups worksheet, and acknowledgements and contact.  

 

Unlike the other chapters, Chapter 6: Appendix starts each section on a new page so that the 

sections may be easily pulled from the document and used as templates for the future.  
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DEFINITIONS  
These are definitions of housing and community development terms used throughout 

the document. They are listed in alphabetical order.  

 

1. Accessory dwelling unit (ADU)  ð Complete independent living facility for one or 

more persons on the same lot as the primary structure. Can be attached or 

detached from the primary structure. Also known as second units.  

 

2. Affordable housing  ð The generally accepted measure for housing affordability is 

spending less than 30% of oneõs gross household income on housing costs (including 

utilities, rent or mortgage, principal and interest). Rent -restricted affordable housing 

generally receives su bsidies, either during construction and/or during operations, in 

order to keep monthly rents at affordable levels.  

 

3. Area median income (AMI)  ð The mid -point household income among all 

households in a given region. About half of households earn more than the AMI and 

the other half earn less than the AMI.  

 

4. Block group  ð The State of California subdivides each census tract into block groups, 

which is the smallest geographic unit of identification and is defined by a unique 

numerical code. Block groups can be used to compare and analyze data 

geographically to identify tr ends at a neighborhood level.  

 

5. Census tract  ð The State of California subdivides each county into smaller 

geographic regions called census tracts, which are defined by a unique numerical 

code. Census tracts can be used to compare and analyze data geographically to 

identify trends at a city or count y level.  

 

6. Cisgender  ð A gender identity where an individualõs experiences of their own 

gender matches the sex they were assigned at birth.  

 

7. Chronic homelessness  ð Defined by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development (HUD) as: 1) a  homeless individual with a disability who lives in a place 

not meant for human habitation, a safe haven, or an emergency shelter, and has 

been homeless for at least 12 months in total within the past three years; 2) an 

individual who has been residing in an institutional care facility, including jail, 

substance use or mental health treatment facility, hospital, or other similar facility, for 

fewer than 90 d ays and met all of the criteria above before entering that facility; or 

3) a  family with an adult head of household (or, if there is no adult in the family, a 

minor head of household) who meets all of the criteria of this definition, including a 
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family whose composition has fluctuated while the head of household has been 

homeless.  

 

8. Community -based research  ð A collaborative effort in which community members 

and academics or professionals engage in research around an identified 

community need. Community -based research values a variety of different types of 

knowledge and the end goal is action oriented, focus ed on promoting social 

change.  

 

9. Culturally competent ñThe ability to understand, appreciate, and interact with 

people from a variety of cultures or belief systems different from oneõs own.  

 

10. Equity - Meeting communities where they are and allocating resources as needed 

to create equal outcomes  for all community members, not just equal opportunities . 

Equity recognizes that each person has different circumstances and needs, 

meaning different groups of people need different resources and opportunities 

allocated to them in order to thrive.  

 

11. Familial status: children in single mother households  ð Households are considered 

single mother households when there is one or more children residing in a home that 

is headed by a woman and there is no spouse or partner present.  

 

12. Homeless Management Information System (HMIS)  ð A local information technology 

system used to collect client -level data and data on the provision of housing and 

services to homeless individuals and families and persons at risk of homelessness.   

 

13. Household  ð One or more persons who occupy a housing unit.  

 

14. Housing choice vouchers (HCV)  ð Rental assistance administered by housing 

authorities and provided to very low -income households to choose and rent 

privately -owned rental housing. Very low -income households earn an income that is 

no greater than 50% of the area median income.  

 

15. Housing unit  ð A house, an apartment, or a mobile home (new hook -up/space) 

which provides complete independent living facilities for a household (one or more 

persons).  

 

16. Infill development  ð Refers to the process of developing vacant or under -used 

parcels within existing incorporated areas that are already largely developed.  
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17. LGBT*Q+ --An acronym for lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans*, queer, questioning, and 

other identities. These terms are used to describe a personõs sexual orientation or 

gender identity. Trans* is an inclusive term that encompasses all people whose 

gender identity varies or  is different from the sex they were assigned at birth.  

 

18. Market -rate housing  ð Housing where the òmarketó (supply/demand/other factors) 

sets the cost to the occupant and there are no public subsidies.  

 

19. Mobile home  ð Includes trailers or campers, manufactured homes, commercial 

modular homes, and floating homes, which are situated in one place and function 

as a householdõs permanent home. 

 

20. Mobile home park  ð Includes any area of land or property that has at least two 

mobile homes, manufactured homes, recreational vehicles, and/or lots that are 

held for rent or lease.  

 

21. Naturally occurring affordable housing (NOAH)  ð Housing that is affordable without 

subsidies or rent -restriction. Monthly costs  are relatively low compared to the 

regional housing market.  

 

22. Overcrowding  ð A household is considered overcrowded when there is more than 

one occupant per room in a housing unit.  

 

23. People of color  ð Used to describe people who are Hispanic/Latino, Black or African 

American, American Indian and Alaska Native, Asian, Native Hawaiian and other 

Pacific Islander, as well as any other races/ethnicities that are not White. May also 

be referred to as Black , Indigenous, and People of Color (BIPOC) to acknowledge 

the unique experiences of Black and Indigenous people in the United States.  

 

24. Permanent supportive housing (PSH)  ð Housing in which wrap -around supportive 

services, such as case management, counseling, education, and peer support are 

provided to tenants to support their self -sufficiency. PSH has been used to support 

seniors, people with disabilities, and people expe riencing homelessness, among 

others.  

 

25. Person experiencing homelessness  ð An individual who lacks a fixed, regular, and 

adequate nighttime residence. Includes, but is not limited to, people who are 

couch surfing, in cars/trucks/RVs, in motel/hotels, in temporary or transitional 

housing, in shelters, or living unsheltered.  

 



69 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

26. Person with a disability  ð A person who may have a physical, hearing, visual, 

developmental, or mental health disability or multiple disabilities. Although òpeople 

with disabilitiesó may refer to a community of people, people with disabilities are a 

diverse population with a wide  range of experiences and needs. Some prefer 

òidentity firstó language such as òautistic person.ó 

 

27. Point- in-Time (PIT) Count ð An effort to learn more about the current extent and 

conditions of homelessness. The PIT Count is one of the primary data sources on 

homelessness and is conducted biennially in January by CoCs across the country. 

Volunteers reach out during the day to p eople experiencing sheltered and 

unsheltered homelessness in city plazas, encampments, parks, transitional housing, 

shelters, etc. A uniform survey is conducted of all individuals experiencing 

homelessness that are willing to parti cipate. This is a òsnapshotó of a moment in time 

and is subject to numerous variables.   

 

28. Poverty status  ð A household is in poverty if it earns an income at or below the 

income threshold identified by the federal government, which is based on the 

number of people and children residing in that household.  

 

29. Preservation  ð Retaining existing affordable housing, whether rent -restricted or 

market -rate, and protecting its affordability for current and future tenants.  

 

30. Racial equity  - A process of eliminating racial disparities and improving outcomes for 

everyone. It is the intentional and continual practice of changing policies, practices, 

systems, and structures by prioritizing measurable change in the lives of people of 

color.  

 

31. Renter overpayment  ð Renter overpayment occurs when a household pays more 

than 30% of its income towards housing costs, including rent and utilities.  

 

32. Sensitive communities vulnerable to displacement  ð The University of California, 

Berkeley Urban Displacement Project identified òsensitive communitiesó as 

communities where residents may be particularly vulnerable to displacement. 

Displacement can occur when residents can no longer afford escalating ren ts or 

property taxes and leaves the community. A community is considered sensitive to 

economic displacement when 40% or more of residents are renters, 50% or more of 

people are people of color, the number of òvery low-incomeó households is above 

the county median, and the percent change in rent is above the county median 

increase in rent.  
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33. TCAC/HCD opportunity area - composite score  ð The California Tax Credit Allocation 

Committee (TCAC) created the òopportunity area composite scoreó to identify 

regions whose characteristics have been shown by research to support positive 

economic, educational, and health outcomes for low -income fami lies, particularly 

long -term outcomes for children. The opportunity area composite score combines 

the economic score, education score, and environmental score within a block 

group to represent overall access to re sources and opportunity.  

 

34. TCAC/HCD opportunity area - high segregation and poverty  ð TCAC defines òareas 

of high segregation and poverty,ó as areas where 30% or more of the population 

has an income below the poverty level and there is an overrepresentation of 

people of color relative to the county.  

 

35. Tehama LIFT Event - Provides an annual venue for Tehama County residents with 

one -stop access to many of the housing and health and human services resources 

that they need to be successful and reach the goals they set for themselves.  
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ANNUAL GAPS AND RACIAL DISPARITIES ANALYSIS WORKSHEET 
This worksheet is to be used annually by the CoC/Stakeholdersõ Collaborative. It walks 

the user through an abbreviated gaps and racial disparities analysis, similar to the one 

found in this report. This worksheet may be considered a living document and adj usted 

over time as the users see fit. People with lived experience  and diversity, equity, and 

inclusion (DEI) experts should be consulted on any adjustments to the worksheet.  

 

1. Quantitative data  ð Use the U.S. Census Bureauõs American Community Survey 5-

Year Data Profiles for Tehama County, or a particular city or census -designated 

place. Table ID DP05 provides demographics and housing estimates. The matrix 

below uses the òHispanic or Latino and Raceó label in the DP05 table. Fill in the 

data for the number and percentage for each category. Then, fill in the same 

data from Homeless Management Inform ation Systems (HMIS) and the most 

recent PIT Count.  

 

Community: [Fill in Name of Community Here]  

Race/Ethnicity  U.S. Census, American 

Community Survey 

(ACS) 

Point- in-Time Count 

(PIT) 

Homeless Management 

Information Systems 

(HMIS) 

Number  Percentage  Number  Percentage  Number  Percentage  

Hispanic or 

Latino (Of any 

race)  

      

White  (Not 

Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

Black or African 

American  

(Not Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

American Indian 

and Alaska 

Native  

(Not Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

Asian  (Not 

Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

Native Hawaiian 

and Other 

Pacific Islander  
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(Not Hispanic or 

Latino)  

Some Other 

Race  (Not 

Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

Two or More 

Races (Not 

Hispanic or 

Latino)  

      

Total Population        

 

2. Quantitative data  ð Compare each racial/ethnic category by reading across the 

row the ACS, PIT, and HMIS data. Identify the races/ethnicities from the PIT or 

HMIS data that do not approximately correspond to the ACS data. List the 

races/ethnicities below, if the data is higher or low er than the ACS data, and by 

what percentage. Add additional rows as needed.  

 

Community: [Fill in Name of Community Here]  

Race/Ethnicity  PIT and/or HMIS Data 

Higher or Lower than the 

ACS Data?  

Percentage Difference  

   

   

   

   

   

  

3. Qualitative data  ð Review the HMIS services options and projects/programs , and 

then fill in the relevant information below. Compare this list to previous years and  

identify wh ich  services, projects, and programs are new, or have expanded or 

contracted. Add additional rows as needed.  
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Community: [Fill in Name of Community Here]  

Services Options  Project or Program  Year Placed in Service  

Permanent supportive 

housing  

  

Rapid rehousing    

Transitional housing    

Interim housing or 

emergency shelter  

  

Diversion services  and 

assistance  

  

Homelessness prevention 

services and assistance  

  

Outreach and engagement 

services 

  

Day center    

Other:    

 

4. Qualitative data  ð Consult with at least two to four people with lived experience 

and two to four service providers. This could be a brief interview or small focus 

group format. Prioritize those that identify as, or have a strong connection to, 

people of color, people who speak a language other than English at home , and 

other special populations*. Summarize their responses to the following questions 

below. Add additional tables and rows as needed. Remember to respect 

intervieweesõ confidentiality when summarizing their responses,  

 

*Special populations include farmworkers, people with mental health needs or 

substance use disorder s, people who are undocumented, people involved in the 

criminal justice system, people who are LGBT*Q+, seniors, veterans, and youth.  

 

Question  Response  

What are the strengths of the community 

you reside in? In other words, what 

connections, resources, or services does it 

have?  

 

What housing or services does the 

community need that it doesnõt yet 

have?   

 

Can you describe any barriers to 

accessing services that you know of, or 

that youõve personally experienced?  
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What experiences have you had with 

getting and keeping housing in Tehama 

County?  

 

Is there anything else youõd like to add 

that I didnõt ask you about?  

 

 

5. Analysis  ð Identify  major themes from items 1-4 above. What is rising to the 

surface in terms of races/ethnicities that are under or overrepresented in 

homeless counts (PIT) and homeless services (HMIS) compared to their overall 

population (ACS)? How do the interview or focus group responses add to thi s 

picture or add new perspectives?  What does this mean with in the framework of 

the available HMIS services options? List out approximately three  to four  themes.  

a.  Theme 1:  

b.  Theme 2:  

c.  Theme 3:  

d.  Theme 4:  

 

6. Solutions and resources  ð Work together to discuss each themeõs challenges and 

causes, projects that may be already planned or in progress to address the 

theme, potential short -term and long -term solutions, available resources, and 

concrete and tangible next steps. Compete one table per  theme.   

 

Theme 1: [Fill in Theme 1 here]  

What are the 

challenges or 

causes of the 

theme?  

 

Are there any 

projects 

already 

planned or in 

progress?  

What are some 

potential short -

term and long -

term solutions?  

What resources 

do we have 

available?  

What are some 

concrete and 

tangible next 

steps to use our 

resources to 

achieve the 

solutions?  

     

 

 

7. Next steps  ð Finally, identify the responsible parties and timelines for each theme 

and its next steps. What is the next venue where this theme and its progress will 

be discussed? List those items below.  

a.  Theme 1:  

b.  Theme 2:  

c.  Theme 3:  

d.  Theme 4:  
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8. Additional coordination items  ð Use this space to identify any additional 

coordination items that the group should discuss regarding the annual gaps and 

racial disparities analysis.   
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INTERVIEW TOOL  
This interview tool was used to conduct interviews with people with lived experience 

and stakeholders  during the community -based research portion of the Update .  

 

Spanish/English Interview  [circle]  

 

Hello, my name is ____________.  Iõm assisting the Tehama County Continuum of Care 

with a community planning process. This interview is completely voluntary, and the 

information collected will be used to update the 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness. I will 

not  ask you for any identifying information such as your name or date of birth. Iõm 

interested in learning more from you about your experience with resources, services, 

and housing in Tehama County so that they can work better for folks in the future. You 

can skip any questions you donõt want to answer. Would you like to begin? 

 

1. Which part of Tehama County do you live in?  

 

2. Which part of Tehama County do you work in?  

 

3. Iõm going to ask you a series of questions about your community. If you live in a 

different part of Tehama County than where  you work, please decide which 

community of the two youõd like to focus on for these questions. Which 

community do you know better?   

 

a.  Community name:  

 

b.  What are the strengths of this community? What resources or services 

does it have?   

 

c.  What types of housing are most needed?  

 

d.  What housing and homeless services does it need that it doesnõt have?  

 

e.  What are some barriers to accessing available services? Can you 

describe any unique barriers for certain populations such as seniors, 

Spanish-speakers, people living in rural areas, or people with disabilities?  

 

f. Is there anything else you wish to share about this community?  

 

4. Iõm now going to ask you a few questions about Tehama County. First, what are 

the greatest housing needs in the county?  
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5. Thinking about Tehama County as a whole, what are the communityõs 

perceptions about affordable housing?  

 

6. Thinking about Tehama County as a whole, what are the communityõs 

perceptions about homelessness?  

 

7. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: It is difficult for 

me or the people I know to find an affordable place to live in Tehama County.  

a.  Strongly disagree  

b.  Disagree  

c.  Neutral   

d.  Agree  

e.  Strongly agree  

 

8. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: There are 

adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County that are accessible 

to people who need them.  

a.  Strongly disagree  

b.  Disagree  

c.  Neutral   

d.  Agree  

e.  Strongly agree  

 

9. Is there anything else youõd like to share with me that I didnõt ask you about?   

 

10. LIFT attendees only  [people with lived experience]  

 

a.  What experiences have you had with getting and keeping housing in 

Tehama County?  

 

b.  If the respondent discloses having experienced homelessness (or coming 

close to becoming homeless):  The Continuum of Care is particularly 

interested in hearing what people with experiences like yours have to say 

about what kinds of services would be helpful to people who need 

housing. Would you be open to being contacted later to help with that?  

 

i. If yes, ask them to fill out a Lived Experience Advisor Interest form 

and leave it with you. Assure them that the name and contact info 

they put on the form will not be connected to their survey 

responses. 
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ii. If theyõre not sure, let them know they can call the same number 

thatõs on the LIFT flyers and leave a message and somebody will 

call them back.  

 

11. Stakeholders only  

 

a.  Please describe your organization, role, and the work that you do.  

 

b.  Is there data you would like to share with us to include in the 10 -Year Plan 

to End Homelessness  Update ? This could be outcomes data, personal 

success stories, etc.?   
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BREAKOUT GROUPS WORKSHEET 
This breakout groups worksheet was used during the April 5, 2023 meeting of the 

Housing and Homeless Stakeholdersõ Collaborative  to discuss the six key findings of the 

community -based research , as well as  causes, challenges, solutions, and resources.  

 

List key finding:  

 

¶ Step 1: Do we fully understand this key finding? If not, what types of additional 

information do we need and how could we get that?   

 

¶ Step 2: What contributes to this key finding? What are the potential causes?   

 

¶ Step 3: Are there any solutions already planned or in progress? How well do these 

address the causes of the key finding?   

 

¶ Step 4: How could we augment these solutions? Are there additional solutions 

that we should consider, and if so, what are they?    

 

¶ Step 5: Of all the solutions discussed, which are viable in the short -term and 

which are viable in the long -term?   

 

¶ Step 6: What resources do we have to achieve the solution(s)? Resources may 

include local, state, or federal  funding sources, local organizations, current or 

potential partnerships, and those with expertise, etc.  

 

¶ Step 7: What could be a good next step to achieve the solution(s)?   
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INTERVIEWS WITH PEOPLE WITH LIVED EXPERIENCE ð DETAILED 

FINDINGS 
This section provides detail ed  findings of the interviews with people with lived 

experience conducted at the Tehama LIFT Event in November 2022 during the 

community -based research portion of the Update. The interview questions are provided 

in table and chart formats along with summarized responses.  

 

Figure 17: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Strengths/Resources/Services by 

Community, 2022  

(Question: What are the strengths of this community? What resources or services does it 

have?)  

 

Community of 

Residence  

Number of 

Interviews  

Summarized Responses  

Corning  1 (5.9%) Corning has food resources such as CalFresh.  

 

Paynes Creek  1 (5.9%) Paynes Creek is close -knit; people look out for each other. 

There is 4-H but no other resources or services. There is one 

store, but it is not open on Sundays and only takes cash.  

 

Red Bluff 15 (88.2%) Red Bluff has basic needs resources like food and showers, 

and employment, health/mental health, Spanish language, 

and social services. There are kind people and outreach 

events. Non -profit groups like PATH and Salvation Army 

provide services.   

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 202 2 

 

Figure 18: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Types of Housing Most Needed by 

Community, 2022  

(Question: What types of housing are most needed?)  

 

Community of 

Residence  

Number of 

Interviews  

Summarized Responses  

Corning  1 (5.9%) Corning needs affordable housing and permanent 

supportive housing.  

 

Paynes Creek  1 (5.9%) Paynes Creek needs any housing, all housing, and 

affordable housing.   
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Red Bluff 15 (88.2%) Red Bluff needs all types of housing including general 

affordable and permanent supportive housing. Housing is 

needed that is Housing First, allows pets, and has 

wraparound supportive services. Housing for people 

experiencing homelessness is needed, includ ing shelters and 

a cooling center. Housing navigation services are needed.   

 

Single-family and multi -family housing is needed for families 

with children and single adults, including studios to three - or 

four -bedroom units. Homeownership opportunities for low -

income people are needed.  

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

Figure 19: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Housing and Homeless Services 

Needed by Community, 2022  

(Question: What housing and homeless services does it need that it doesnõt have?) 

 

Community of 

Residence  

Number of 

Interviews  

Summarized Responses  

Corning  1 (5.9%) Corning needs rental assistance and health 

assistance related to conditions, diseases, or 

injuries.  

 

Paynes Creek  1 (5.9%) Paynes Creek needs telephone and internet 

services, and public transportation to and 

from Red Bluff.  

 

Red Bluff 15 (88.2%) Red Bluff needs basic needs services such as 

clothing, furniture, pet food, and water, as 

well as transportation and rental assistance. 

Weekend public transportation services is a 

need, as is rental assistance, especially rental 

assistance accessible via a  mobile phone 

and not a computer. Information about 

available resources is needed, as well as 

assistance navigating resources.   

 

More funding for services, including more 

community -based organizations is needed in 

Red Bluff.  
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Bathroom and trash services, and 

individualized services for people 

experiencing is a need. Short -term and 

transitional housing, and housing for special 

populations such as people experiencing 

homelessness, veterans, and survivors of 

domestic violence (all  genders) is also 

needed.   

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

Figure 20: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Barriers to Accessing Available 

Services by Community, 2022  

(Question: What are some barriers to accessing available services? Can you describe 

any unique barriers for certain populations such as seniors, Spanish -speakers, people 

living in rural areas, or people with disabilities?)  

 

Community of 

Residence  

Number of 

Interviews  

Summarized Responses  

Corning  1 (5.9%) N/A  

 

Paynes Creek  1 (5.9%) Paynes Creek has few jobs or community activities; 

transportation is needed. Residents that are elderly need 

transportation to doctors and groceries. Youth/young 

adults need transportation to and from Red Bluff for jobs.  

 

Red Bluff 15 (88.2%) People in Red Bluff experience significant barriers to 

renting including application fees, language barrier, low 

credit/no credit, lack of three -month history of income, 

lack of paystubs due to being paid in cash, lack of making 

three times the rent, and l ack of flexible from 

owners/property management on who they will rent to.  

 

People with disabilities and people with pets may 

experience barriers when accessing housing or shelter that 

is not accessible or pet friendly. People currently living in 

RVs experience barriers of where to safely park them.  

 

Other barriers include access to the internet, availability of 

bilingual services (English/Spanish), access to legal 
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services, and not being aware of services or how to 

navigate them.  

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

Figure 21: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Tehama Countyõs Housing Needs and 

Perceptions, 2022  

 

Question s Summarized Responses  

What are the 

greatest 

housing needs 

in Tehama 

County?  

  

Affordable housing that is close to resources, infrastructure, and 

transportation, and that allows pets. Affordable housing for special 

populations such as farmworkers, single parents, and people involved in 

the criminal justice system. Apartments and mobi le/manufactured 

homes.  

 

Innovative solutions are needed such as turning empty buildings into 

Housing First shelters that allow pets and offer mental health services.  

 

Housing navigation services are needed that assist people in accessing 

housing and resources. More resources such as social security and 

transportation services are needed.  

 

Thinking about 

Tehama County 

as a whole, 

what are the 

communityõs 

perceptions 

about 

affordable 

housing?  

 

Some members of the community are supportive of affordable housing 

and recognize the need for it. Some think affordable housing is only for 

low -income people and people experiencing homelessness.  

 

Some members of the community are not supportive of affordable 

housing and not interested in it for the community. Some are unaware of 

the needs of people experiencing homelessness, and some do not care 

about people experiencing homelessness or are prejudiced  toward them.  

 

Thinking about 

Tehama County 

as a whole, 

what are the 

communityõs 

perceptions 

about 

homelessness?  

 

Some members of the community are trying to help people experiencing 

homelessness. Others would like to offer òband-aid solutionsó or òsweep it 

under the rug.ó  

 

Some members of the community do not want people experiencing 

homelessness living in the community and look down on them. 

Perceptions about people experiencing homelessness include that they 

do not care, they òmake a mess,ó and/or they have substance use 

d isorders. People experiencing homelessness face negative attitudes, 
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stigma, criminalization, and violence from some members of the 

community.  

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

Figure 22: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Tehama County Access to Affordable 

Housing, 2022  

(Question: How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: It is 

difficult for me or the people I know to find an affordable place to live in Tehama 

County.)  

 

All (100%) of LIFT attendees interviewed stated that they agree or strongly agree that it 

is difficult for them or the people they know to find an affordable place to live in 

Tehama County. Approximately 63% strongly agreed, and 37% agreed.  

  

 
Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

 

Figure 23: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Tehama County Access to Services, 

2022 

(Question: How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: There are 

adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County that are accessible to 

people who need them.)   

 

37%

63%

It is difficult for me or the people I know to find an affordable place to 

live in Tehama County (N=16)

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree



85 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Most (62%) LIFT attendees interviewed stated that they disagreed or strongly disagreed 

that there  are adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County that are 

accessible to people who need them. Approximately 25% were neutral, and only 13% 

agreed. No LIFT attendees interviewed strongly agreed with the statement.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

Figure 24: Tehama LIFT Event Attendee Interviews, Tehama County Housing Experiences, 

2022 

 

Question s Summarized Responses  

What experiences have you had 

with getting and keeping housing in 

Tehama County?  

  

Experienced eviction recently due to pets or housing 

unit s being sold. Lack of available housing and high 

rents are barriers to relocate after eviction. (Note: five 

respondents stated they have experienced eviction. 

Two were due to pets and two were due to housing 

unit s being sold. One did not provide a reason).  

 

Moved to Tehama County because it was more 

affordable. Rents have increased since the COVID -19 

pandemic and some rents go up frequently. Cannot 

find a small, affordable apartment. Living in car but 

had to re -locate due to code enforcement call from 

neighbo rs. Finding a job is hard and that makes 

getting housing hard.    

31%

31%

25%

13%

There are adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama 

County that are accessible to people who need them (N=16)

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree
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Fire survivor currently living in a trailer on their property. 

It takes time and money to clear the lot to rebuild.  

 

Intergenerational household currently renting. The 

second generation would like to purchase a home for 

the entire family including their young kids (third 

generation) and their aging parents (first generation).  

 

It is hard to be homeless. It is also hard to access 

services to transition from being unhoused to being 

housed. There are more services in Redding than in 

Red Bluff.  

 

Is there anything else youõd like to 

share with me that I didnõt ask you 

about?  

It is difficult to find housing and navigate resources 

due to language barriers experienced by people who 

speak Spanish or indigenous languages of Central 

America.  

 

It is challenging to access services such as social 

security as the closest office is in Redding. Also, may 

have to wait for the government to approve  the 

services. There are few health care services ; have not 

been able to get a doctorõs appointment.   

 

Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with People with Lived Experience, 2022  

 

In sum, this section provided detailed findings of the interviews with people with lived 

experience conducted at the Tehama LIFT Event in November 2022 during the 

community -based research portion of the Update.  
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INTERVIEWS WITH STAKEHOLDERS ð DETAILED FINDINGS  
This section provides detailed findings of the interviews with stakeholders conducted 

November 2022 to January 2023 during the community -based research portion of the 

Update. The interview questions are provided in narrative and chart formats along with 

summarized responses and highlighted key themes.  

 

Figure 25: Key Stakeholder Interviews, Tehama County Access to Affordable Housing, 

2022 

(Question: How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: It is 

difficult for me or the people I know to find an affordable place to live in Tehama 

County.)  

 

All (100%) of key stakeholders  interviewed stated that they agree or strongly agree that 

it is difficult for them or the people they know to find an affordable place to live in 

Tehama County. Approximately 75% strongly agreed, and 25 % agreed.  

  

 
Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with Stakeholders, 2022 -23 

 

Figure 26: Key Stakeholder Interviews, Tehama County Access to Services, 2022  

(Question: How much do you agree or disagree with the following statement: There are 

adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County that are accessible to 

people who need them.)  

 

Most ( 50%) key stakeholders  interviewed stated that they disagreed or strongly 

disagreed that there are adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County 

25%

75%

It is difficult for me or the people I know to find an affordable place to 

live in Tehama County (N=8)

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree
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that are accessible to people who need them. Approximately 25% were neutral, and 

25% agreed. No key stakeholders  interviewed strongly agreed with the statement.  

 

 
Source: Housing Tools, Interviews with Stakeholders, 2022 -23 

 

Tehama County Health Services Agency (TCHSA)  

Tehama County Health Services Agency (TCHSA) is a county agency with a 

mission to be dedicated to the optimal health and wellbeing of Tehama County 

communities. TCHSA is currently working on three permanent supportive housing 

projects in Corning and Red Bl uff using State Department of Housing and 

Community Development (HCD) No Place Like Home (NPLH) funds. The two staff 

interviewed both work in Red Bluff and Corning, and one of them lives in Red 

Bluff as well.   

 

Red Bluff: Staff noted that Red Bluff has many faith -based organizations, some 

non -profits, and a strong community volunteer base for housing and 

homelessness -related activities. The food pantry, PATHõs day center , and the 

Countyõs Full Service Partnership are important resources. Community volunteers 

and advocates were vital to the success of PATH Plaza Navigation Centerõs 

location and development. The Stakeholdersõ Collaborative and Tehama 

County CoC educate the community and leaders, discover funding sou rces, 

and identify partners to tackle projects.  

 

When asked about the types of housing that are most needed, staff stated that 

single-family and multi -family affordable housing is needed. It is nearly impossible 

12%

38%

25%

25%

There are adequate housing and homeless services in Tehama County 

that are accessible to people who need them (N=8)

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree
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to find housing if a household is looking to rent. There are waitlists of over 100 

households for some properties. The poverty rate in Tehama County is 

approximately 18% which is higher than the state and national average. 

Residentsõ incomes are low and thus multi -family affordable housing projects 

require Project -Based Vouchers from the regional housing authority to make 

projects feasible and single -family affordable housing also requires subsidies. The 

regional housing authority is the Plumas County Commu nity Development 

Commission (Plumas CDC) which serves Lassen, Plumas, Sierra, and Tehama 

Counties. Finding available developable land adjacent to infrastructure and 

public transportation is challenging. Moreover, rural affordable housing 

development has ch allenges being competitive for state and federal funding 

resources, especially when local jurisdictions do not have local funds to 

leverage.  

 

When asked about housing and homeless services that Red Bluff needs that it 

does not yet have, staff identified that year -round emergency shelter is one of 

the biggest challenges in the community and that PATH Plaza Navigation Center  

will soon start to address this. Currently residents are being temporarily housed in 

motels/hotels. Tehama County and non -profits operating in the county are 

underfunded. Short -term, one -time, and stop -and -go funding is insufficient for 

affordable housing  and homelessness progr ams that need a consistent stream of 

funding. Project -Based Vouchers are being used in Tehama County for the first 

time for the NPLH projects. Housing Choice Vouchers are underutilized due to a 

lack of available units.  

 

Staff noted that barriers to accessing available services include stigma, 

transportation, and communication such as phone and internet. Residents may 

not want to access homelessness or mental health services due to stigma. This 

may be even more challenging  due to cultural norms and expectations. For 

example, the Hispanic/Latino community may have more difficulty accepting 

help due to cultural expectations. Access to transportation and getting to 

services is hard for rural communities that experience geograp hic isolation. 

Phone and internet services are also more challenging in rural areas.   

 

Tehama County overall : When asked about the greatest housing needs in the 

county compared to Red Bluff, staff noted that it is important to match the 

housing type to community need and existing housing stock. For example, 

Rancho Tehama has mostly single -family homes and mobile /manufactured 

homes. Los Molinos and Gerber have single -family homes. Before developing 

multi -family housing in those communities, it would be prudent to know what 

types of housing residents would want to live in. Moreover, there is a lack of 
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infrastructure such as a sewer system in Tehama City and Los Molinos, and those 

communities are in flood plains. This makes it both challenging and risky for 

developers to build.  

 

Staff noted Tehama County is large geographically, and rural communities 

experience isolation. For example, someone who lives in Rancho Tehama may 

need transportation to Red Bluff for case management services. There is a public 

transportation system, but i t requires planning and some residents do not want to 

use it or do not know how to use it. There is also an aging population of seniors 

with fixed or no income. The Tehama County offices are often understaffed and 

there is a lack of personnel to provide se rvices to the community. For example, 

there are currently four behavioral health case managers for the entire county.  

 

When asked about the community perceptions about affordable housing and 

homelessness, staff stated that volunteers and stakeholders are getting involved 

in the development of housing and services. Being involved helps people to 

understand more about the ne ed for affordable housing and housing programs, 

and the challenges in navigating funding sources and their criteria. Staff noted 

there are  differing perceptions about homelessness in the community. Some 

community members stigmatize homelessness and focus o n criminal activity, 

substance use, or violence. Some realize that homelessness can be caused by 

difficult life circumstances. Overall, the community is compassionate for those in 

need.     

 

Poor and the Homeless Tehama County Coalition (PATH)  

Poor and the Homeless Tehama County Coalition (PATH) is a non -profit that has 

a mission to end homelessness in Tehama County and provide opportunities for 

self-sufficiency for program participants. Currently  PATH operates a day center  

and food services, serving about 100 people per day. The two staff interviewed 

both live and work in Red Bluff.  

 

Red Bluff: Staff noted that Red Bluff was attractive to residents due to its lower 

cost of living and reduced crime rate compared to other areas. Red Bluff is 

experiencing an increase in the cost of living similar to the trends across the state 

and the nation. Over all, Red Bluff lacks resources and struggles with 

communication across agencies according to staff. Staff stated that more 

outreach and education about PATH would be beneficial, both for the general 

public and for other agencies for referrals. PAT H is the primary homelessness 

services provider in Tehama County. Once the PATH Plaza Navigation Center is 

built, it will serve about 15% of the total number of people experiencing 

homelessness according to the Point -in-Time Count.  
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Staff stated that Red Bluff has lost many government services. Mail is now sorted 

in Redding or Sacramento and the Red Bluff post office offers fewer services than 

it used to. Unemployment is now completed online so PATH Plaza Navigation 

Center  is planning to provide access to computers/internet for clients to 

complement the libraryõs services. There is no social security office in Red Bluff, 

and there is only in -person staffing of social security one day per month. The lack 

of local branches of  government resources is challenging for people who do not 

have transportation to Redding or access to the internet. Additional barriers that 

residents experience when trying to access services include language, and lack 

of specialized resources for seniors, people wi th disabilities, and people with 

substance use disorder s. PATHõs day center  staff have experienced a language 

barrier when interacting with some clients and thus are planning to hire bilingual 

(English/Spanish staff) for the day center  and navigation center. Finding 

accessible housing for people with disabilities and housing for seniors with 

significant medical needs is challenging. Also, there is only one skilled nursing 

facility and one outpatient facility for substance use disorders.   

 

When asked about the types of housing that are most needed, staff noted a 

need for low -income affordable housing, especially studios and one -bedroom 

units. Some residents cannot afford their rent and seek assistance from PATH. 

Rents are rapidly increasing.  The waitlists for smaller units are multiple years long 

whereas larger units are easier to access. There are no vacancies of units for 

seniors or people with disabilities.  

 

Tehama County overall : Staff noted that the county overall has similar housing 

needs as Red Bluff for low -income affordable housing. The community 

recognizes that there is not enough affordable housing. Staff stated that 

community perceptions about homelessness center on wanti ng a solution but 

ònot in my backyardó (NIMBY) or ònot in my community.ó Multiple locations for 

PATH Plaza Navigation Center  were opposed by the community over the past 10 

years. Some community members suggested developing the navigati on center 

out of town, but this is not feasible due to proximity to services.  

 

Staff estimate they have made contact with approximately 20% of people 

experiencing homelessness. Thus, there are approximately 80% that need 

services and must be experiencing barriers to accessing services. PATHõs clients 

are mostly from Red Bluff, and a few are from Corning or Los Molinos. Tehama 

County is large geographically with scattered small communities. Residents living 

in rural areas struggle with transportation.  
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Latino Outreach of Tehama County (LOTC)  

Latino Outreach of Tehama County (LOTC) is a non -profit that has a mission to 

uplift the local multicultural community through equitable access to services. 

LOTC conducts health fairs and partners with local community organizations 

such as tribal entities and health providers. The staff interviewed lives and works 

in Red Bluff.  

 

Red Bluff: Staff noted that residents that struggle with housing due to substance 

use disorder s or mental health diagnoses can receive services from Tehama 

County Behavioral Health and Empower Tehama, and potentially live in the new 

NPLH permanent supportive housing projects. The County and local services 

providers coordinate on their mutual clients õ needs. Staff also stated that Red 

Bluff has public transportation to Redding and to Corning once per day and that 

people with disabilities can use public transportation to get to and from doctorsõ 

appointments. Staff noted that the community has been discussing a òOne Stop 

Shopó since 1999 and it is finally coming to fruition in 2023 with the PATH Plaza 

Navigation Center.  

 

When asked about the types of housing that are most needed in Red Bluff, staff 

noted that affordable housing is needed, especially with two or three bedrooms. 

This type of housing could assist families and single parents that are struggling to 

get by and p eople with mental health diagnoses, among others. There is a lack 

of supply of housing and the housing that is available is expensive. For example, 

studio and one -bedroom units are renting for about $1,000 per month.   

 

Tehama County overall:  Staff commented that it is hard to access services or 

public transportation in rural areas of the county. Residents move to rural areas 

because it is less expensive, however, there are few resources. Communities with 

a lack of services according to staff include Evergreen by Cottonwood, Flournoy, 

Kirkwood by Capay, Manton, Paskenta, and Rancho Tehama. For example, in 

Paskenta a household could rent a mobile/manufactured home for $500 per 

month for two to three bedrooms, however, the r oof may leak, and the house 

may not be well -insulated. Staff noted that general community perceptions 

about affordable housing include ònot in my backyardó (NIMBY) and ònot in my 

community,ó and overall stigma. This comes from fear of the unknown. An 

innovative solution to homelessness could be replicating the pallet shelter site 

model from the City of Chico.   

 

Hispanic/Latino residents:  When asked about the barriers residents encounter to 

accessing services, staff stated language and documentation status are 

significant. Some senior residents are monolingual Spanish speakers and rely on 
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family members for interpretation for services, including health -related services. 

This can be challenging for both family members. Many farmworkers working in 

the orchards are Hispanic/Latino and undocumented. This can make accessing 

health resources such  as insurance and providers challenging. Some farmworkers 

are not living in places meant for habitation. Much of the Hispanic/Latino 

community in Tehama County is in the south county/Corning area. This 

population has grown in the past 20 years or so. Appro ximately 80% of children in 

Corning are Hispanic/Latino. Staff stated that the Hispanic/Latino community 

overall is resilient.  

 

Greenville Rancheria  

Greenville Rancheria serves tribal and non -tribal members, and provides medical 

and dental services to the communities of Red Bluff and Greenville (Plumas 

County). Tribal members live in Tehama County, Plumas County, and Yuba 

County, among others. There is  no reservation for the Greenville Rancheria. The 

staff interviewed lives in Corning and works in Red Bluff and Greenville.  

 

Corning:  Staff noted that Corning has been starting to grow more in recent 

years. It has youth resources such as the recently built Corning Community Park & 

Skate Park as well as resources from the Paskenta Tribe of Nomlaki Indians. There 

is a dearth of resources,  activities, and overall community connections for senior 

and other populations apart from youth. Staff stated that low -income affordable 

housing is needed in Corning. Residents travel for work as there are not many 

businesses in Corning. Though ma ny residents may want to purchase a single -

family home they do not earn enough money to do so. Community Housing 

Improvement Program (CHIP) continues to build affordable single -family housing 

in Corning. Staff noted a lack of services for people experienci ng homelessness 

in Corning, though homelessness is growing due to COVID -19 and the economy. 

Staff refer to Red Bluff or Redding for homelessness services such as PATH and 

food banks. Staff commented that the No Place Like Home (NPLH) permanent 

supportive h ousing project by Tehama County and Rural Communities Housing 

Development Corporation (RCHDC) is a step in the right direction in terms of 

assisting people experience homelessness in Corning.  

 

When asked about the barriers residents encounter to accessing services, staff 

stated that transportation and language/cultural barriers are significant. Senior 

and low -income residents need transportation assistance as services are spread 

out in the count y. People who speak Spanish have difficulty accessing services 

and some services are not offered in Spanish. Native American residents may 

have generational trauma from their ancestors and are not as likely to access 

any services until they fully trust the  service provider. Staff noted that they have 



94 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

been working with Native American residents for five years and that building trust 

takes time.  

 

Hispanic/Latino and Native American residents:  Staff noted that there is not 

enough housing for Native American residents, especially those with lower 

incomes. Some of Greenville Rancheriaõs tribal members live unsheltered for a 

period of time due to a lack of available housing. The tribe provides hou sing for 

tribal members with documentation and their Bureau of Indian Affairs 

paperwork. Homelessness may also look different in both the Hispanic/Latino and 

Native American communities. People may be living wi th family members, or up 

to four or five families may be living in one home. Staff noted that some tribal 

members are experiencing homelessness and have substance use disorder s or 

have been removed from local services due to a previous incident. Those 

members state that there are no resources for them in Tehama County and so 

they go to Redding for resources.  

 

Staff stated that some Hispanic/Latino and Native American residents they serve 

need help navigating the services system and  may struggle with understanding 

and completing paperwork correctly. Greenville Rancheria staff help 

approximately six out of every 10 patients with completing paperwork, and 

taking them to appointments for MediCal, CalFresh, etc.  

 

Food for the Hungry  

Food for the Hungry is a food pantry that serves south/central Tehama County as 

well as Red Bluff. They deliver food to people who cannot afford it. Food for the 

Hungry mostly operates in the south/central Tehama County areas of Los Molinos 

and Gerber, som e in Red Bluff and minimally in Corning and Dairyville. They serve 

about 250 households (900 -1,000 people) per year. Households served are 

typically four to six people  in size.  

 

Los Molinos (and surrounding central/south Tehama County areas):  The staff 

interviewed lives and works in the central/south Tehama County area, mostly  

working  in Los Molinos. M ost of the support and referrals staff receive come from 

word of mouth. Staff noted that Los Molinos has more resources now than in 

years past. Resources include Tehama County offices, medical services such as a 

dentist, pharmacy, and Ampla Health, food market s, faith -based organizations, 

and public transportation. Staff stated that w hile Los Molinosõ housing is still 

expensive, it is more affordable than other places. When asked about the types 

of housing that are most needed in Los Molinos, staff stated that more low -

income affordable housing is needed. Staff noted that single -family  housing may 

be well -suited for families and that multi -family housing with multiple bedrooms is 
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also needed. Los Molinos has one multi -family affordable housing project with a 

long waiting list according to staff. Overall, staff commented that there is not 

much being built in Los Molinos or even in Red Bluff.  

 

Staff noted that though there is public transportation from Los Molinos to Red 

Bluff, that it may take a long time to get there depending on the day or time. 

There is no public transportation to Redding or Chico, but there are services 

available in Chico t hat are not available in Los Molinos. Staff stated that some 

residents do not have personal vehicles, or the funds to pay for fixing their 

personal vehicles, to get to Chico. When asked about the barriers residents 

encounter to accessing services, staff no ted that residents may struggle with 

what services they need, which agencies offer those services, how to fill out 

paperwork correctly, and the ability to make and keep appointments. 

Hispanic/Latino residents may not access services due to cultural norms. Staff 

estimate there are about 20 people experiencing homelessness in Los Molinos, 

and the vast majority are homeless because they do not have a choice. There 

are households that are housing insecure and are staying in expensive motels or 

in rentals with r apidly increasing rents. Some households do not eat much due to 

the cost of rent. These households may become homeless soon.  

 

Staff stated that in general central/south Tehama County is less dense with 

residents more scattered. Communities such as El Camino, Gerber, Proberta, 

Vina, and the Woodson Bridge RV Park experience more poverty and have 

fewer resources than other areas of  the county. However, Food for the Hungry 

does not receive many calls  for assistance  from residents in Vina or the Woodson 

Bridge RV Park, apart from over the winter holidays.  

 

Tehama County overall:  According to staff, the greatest housing needs in the 

county are to build more multi -family affordable housing with restricted rents. This 

would help address homelessness as well as residents that are priced out of the 

market due to increased rents. The c ost of housing is high that some households 

cannot pay their rent even with assistance from Tehama County Social Services. 

Staff noted that community perceptions of affordable housing are negative, 

including concerns about tenants, ho me values, and noise. Property 

management that enforces community rules such as noise and time of day, 

security, etc. would help to mitigate these concerns. Staff also stated that there 

are community members who do not interact with people experiencing 

hom elessness and do not understand why people are homeless and think they 

are lazy. With better education of the community at large, and better education 

to people experiencing homelessness of what services are available to them, 

community perceptions and rel ationships could improve.   
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Empower Tehama  

Empower Tehama is a non -profit that has a mission to promote healthy 

relationships and social change in the community. Provides education, 

intervention programs, and supportive services, and recently opened a Corning 

office to serve south Tehama County.  

 

Corning:  The staff interviewed lives and works in Corning. They noted that 

Corning has grown a lot over the years and there are more resources now than 

in the past. Resources include health care, preschool, National California Child 

Development, Inc. (NCCDI), and the Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) 

program, among others. However, there is more housing, resources, and services 

in Red Bluff than in Corning. Staff stated that low -income housing is needed in 

Corning as well as more housing available to those  that are undocumented. 

Being undocumented is a barrier to accessing housing. Staff noted a need for 

shower resources for people experiencing homelessness and more frequent food 

resources for the community.  

 

Staff stated that barriers to accessing available services include transportation, 

language, and disability. Many of their clients need transportation assistance 

and would like Tehama County services to be available in Corning as well as Red 

Bluff. Staff a lso noted the need for bilingual English/Spanish services in Corning as 

there is a significant population of Hispanic/Latino people who speak Spanish. 

Finally, there are not many resources for people with disabilities in Tehama 

County which connects to a l ack of health care resources as well.  

 

Tehama County overall:  According to staff, the greatest housing needs in the 

county include low -income housing. Many people cannot afford the current 

market rents. There are waiting lists of one to two years on some properties. 

Empower Tehama provides advocacy services to clien ts and connects with 

landlords on their clientsõ behalf. Even still, sometimes landlords deny clients due 

to factors such as previous convictions in the criminal justice system. Moreover, 

staff noted that homelessness has increased an d there is not enough housing for 

everyone who needs it. People experiencing homelessness may also have 

substance use disorders and mental health diagnoses that are a barrier to them 

finding housing.  

 

Hispanic/Latino residents:  Staff stated that more Hispanic/Latino people are 

moving to Tehama County for agricultural and farm work. Some Hispanic/Latino 

residents speak Spanish, some speak an indigenous language to Central 

America, and some are not able to read or write well. Thes e language barriers 

can significantly affect their clients. Hispanic/Latino residents may not be aware 
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of Empower Tehamaõs services or may be less likely to use their services due to 

cultural norms. Staff noted that more community education and outreach may 

help more Hispanic/Latino people be open to accessing Empower Tehamaõs 

services.  

 

Rape Crisis Intervention & Prevention (Rape Crisis)  

Rape Crisis Intervention & Prevention (Rape Crisis) is a non -profit that provides 

sexual assault awareness, education, prevention, and crisis services with a focus 

on healthy communication. Both of the staff interviewed work in Red Bluff and 

neither of the m live in Tehama County.  

 

Red Bluff: Staff noted that Red Bluffõs strengths, resources, and services include 

Tehama LIFT Event, Good Morning Red Bluff, Red Bluff Chamber of Commerce, 

health, housing, and sexual assault services, and outreach/networking in the 

community. Staff suggested that holding the Tehama LIFT Event twice per year 

instead of once could better serve people experiencing homelessness.  

 

According to staff, the types of housing most needed are one - and two -

bedroom units in both multi -family and single -family housing, and housing for 

people experiencing homelessness. Staff stated that Red Bluff has a need for an 

emergency shelter, housing, and medical care. Barriers to accessing services 

include access to the internet, and education and mental health care for 

people experiencing homelessness. Residents who are Spanish -speakers, 

undocumented, or migrant workers also experience barriers.  

 

Tehama County overall:  Staff identified the greatest housing needs in the county 

to be scattered sites and shelters around the county and confidential and safe 

housing for domestic violence survivors. The community perceptions about 

affordable housing range from it being welcom ed to it being pushed back on. 

Community perceptions about homelessness range from actively trying to 

reduce homelessness and lessen criminalization to wondering why people are 

homeless  and what the solution could be.  

 

In sum, this section provided detailed findings of the interviews with stakeholders 

conducted November 2022 to January 2023 during the community -based research 

portion of the Update.  
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LOCAL HOMELESSNESS ACTION PLAN (LHAP) ð DETAILED FINDINGS  
This section provides detailed findings of the Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP) as 

part of the community -based research portion of the Update. Findings are provided in 

the form of narrative, tables, and charts.  

 

The Local Homelessness Action Plan (LHAP) was developed in 2022 as part of the 

Homeless Housing, Assistance and Prevention Grant Program Round 3 (HHAP -3). HHAP-3 

provided $1 billion state -wide in flexible funding to local jurisdictions to continue efforts 

to decrease and prevent homelessness in their communities. The LHAP provided data 

from Point -in-Time (PIT) Counts, Homeless Management Information Systems (HMIS), and 

Homeless Data Integration Systems (HDIS), as well as data and knowledge from local 

stakeh olders.  

 

This Update  uses the LHAP as a starting point and then expands on the data. For 

example, the LHAP uses 2021 PIT Count data, whereas this section of the Update  

considers l imited l ongitudinal data from the 2019 and 2023 PIT Counts in addition to the 

2021 PIT Count. 

 

Point- in-Time (PIT) Count  

One of the primary data sources on homelessness is the Point -in-Time (PIT) Count, 

conducted by the CoC biennially in January. Traditionally, this is a one -day event 

organized by the CoC in which volunteers reach out during the day to people 

experiencing sh eltered and unsheltered homelessness. Places where surveys are 

conducted include parks, camping areas, encampments, libraries,  city plazas,  

shelters, transitional housing facilities, and jails , among others . Local CoCs are 

required to conduct the PIT Count  by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development (HUD).  

 

The PIT Count is an effort to learn more about the current extent and conditions 

of homelessness. A uniform survey is conducted of all individuals  experiencing 

homelessness  that are  willing to participate. The survey include s questions about 

demographics, sleeping location, residency, disabling conditions, sources of 

income, length of time homeless, and causes of homelessness, among other 

topics.  Many of the questions are required by HUD, and the local CoC can add 

additional community -relevant questions if they choose. Because the PIT Count is 

a community -driven survey, the availability of service provider staff and 

volunteers to plan and conduct the Count is a significant factor in its quality and 

coverage. It is important to remember that each PIT Count is  always a 

òsnapshotó of a moment in time, and is subject to numerous variables, many of 

which are impossible to control, including the weather both on the day of and 

prior to the Count. This means that while attempts are made to keep the PIT 
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methodology as consistent as possible across all PIT Counts, other external 

factors create variables unique to each Count. This should be kept in mind when 

reviewing the data and comparing the various years to each other.  

 

Data from the 2019, 2021, and 2023 PIT Counts are grouped by topic and shown 

below in tables and charts. This is considered a limited longitudinal study, as the 

three years  of PIT Counts may be compared to one another, but conclusions are 

constrained by the lack of long -term data. A more robust longitudinal study 

would include five or more PIT Counts.  

 

There were challenges and variables for the 2021 PIT Count that affected its 

overall accuracy compared to the 2019 and 2023 PIT Counts. The 2021 PIT Count 

was the first count since the seasonal winter shelter shut program down due to 

COVID -19. In previous years, much of the sheltered count was conducted at the 

winter shelter. The Count was also moved from late January to February due to a 

severe winter storm warning. The winter of 2021 was extremely cold.  

 

The PIT data refers to Table 1, a landscape analysis of needs and demographics, 

in the LHAP as part of HHAP -3.  

 

Figure 27: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Type and Duration of 

Nighttime Habitation Table, 2019 -2023 depicts type and duration of nighttime 

habitation data across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 2023.  

 

The total number of people experiencing homelessness has increased from 288 in 

2019 to 304 in 2023. The percentage of people who are sheltered has decreased 

from 25% in 2019 to 19% in 2023. This is due to the seasonal  winter shel ter 

program, which rotated from church to church every two weeks, ending during 

the COVID -19 pandemic. The PATH Plaza Navigation Center includes 

emergency shelter beds and is under construction as of 2023.  

 

The percentage of adults who are experiencing chronic homelessness 

decreased from 45% in 2019 to 35% in 2023 . As data on chronic homelessness 

may not be available for each person counted in the PIT Count, these 

percentages may not reflect the  reality of  chronic homelessness demographics 

accurately.   

  



100 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Figure 27: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Type and Duration of Nighttime 

Habitation Table, 2019 -2023  

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

Total # of People 

Experiencing 

Homelessness  

288 100% 267 100% 304 100% 

# of People Who are 

Sheltered (ES, TH*) 

73 25% 49 18% 57 19% 

# of People Who are 

Unsheltered   

215 75% 218 82% 247 81% 

# of Adults Who are 

Experiencing Chronic 

Homelessness  

130 45% 116 43% 107 35% 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  

*ES=Emergency Shelter; TH=Transitional Housing  

 

Figure 28: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Age and Household 

Composition Table, 2019 -2023 depicts age and household composition data 

across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 2023.   

 

The percentage of households without children has increased from 90% in 2019 

to 95% in 2023, whereas the percentage of households with at least one adult 

and one child has decreased from 10% in 2019 to 5% in 2023. This may or may not 

accurately reflect changing demographics. Per U.S. Department of Housing and 

Urban Development (HUD) guidance for the PIT Count, if an adult indicated they 

were homeless with children, but children were not physically present  at the time 

the survey was conducted ð such as when the children were in school ð these 

individuals were categorized as single adults with no children. This has likely 

resulted in an undercount of homeless families with children.  

 

As of the 2023 PIT Count, less than 5% of the total population was found to be 

unaccompanied youth (under 25), parenting youth (under 25), or people who 

are children of parenting youth. Similar to the finding above, this may or may not 

accurately reflect t he demographics. There is a lack of specialized services for 

homeless youth in Tehama County. This may result in homeless youth not 

choosing to access available services in Tehama County and/or traveling to 

nearby communities such as Chico that do have ser vices specialized for their 

needs. It is also possible that homeless youth were in school during the PIT Count 

and therefore not counted. Tehama County Department of Education, 
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McKinney -Vento staff may be able to provide additional data points collected 

outside of the PIT Count for consideration . 

 

Figure 28: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Age and Household Composition Table, 

2019-2023  

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

# of Households without  

Children  

172 90%  218 96% 221 95% 

# of Households with At 

Least 1 Adult & 1 Child  

19 10% 10 4% 12 5% 

# of Households with 

Only Children  

0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

# of Unaccompanied 

Youth (under 25)  

17 6% 10 4% 11 4% 

 

# of Parenting Youth 

(under 25)  

2 1% 1 0% 4 1% 

# of People Who are 

Children of Parenting 

Youth  

3 1% 1 0% 6 2% 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  

 

Figure 29: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Gender Table, 2019 -2023 

depicts gender data across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 2023.  

 

The percentage of women/girls stays consistent from 2019 to 2023 at 38%, as 

does the percentage of men/boys at 62%. This is largely reflected in state and 

national trends as well, with more men than women experiencing homelessness.   

 

The lack of data for people who are transgender and people who are gender 

non -conforming is likely not reflecting the demographics accurately. People who 

identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender*, and queer (LGBT*Q+) are 

disproportionately affected by homelessness. The data shown in the PIT Counts  

instead  depicts an opportunity to collaborate with more LGBT*Q+ people or 

organizations such as Tehama OUTreach  (local) , NorCal OUTreach Project of 

Redding (regional), and Stonewall Alliance Center of Chico  (regional)  to help 

identify and serve this population.  
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Figure 29: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Gender Table, 2019 -2023 

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

# of Women/Girls  110 38% 92 34% 116 38% 

# of Men/Boys  178 62% 175 66% 188 62% 

# of People Who are 

Transgender  

0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

# of People Who are 

Gender Non -Conforming  

0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  

 

Figure 30: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Race and Ethnicity Table, 

2019-2023 depicts racial and ethnic data across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 

2023.  

 

The percentage of people who identify as American Indian or Alaska Native has 

remained consistent at 6 -7% since 2019. The percentage of people who identify 

as multiple races has increased from 4% in 2019 to 8% in 2023.  

 

The percentage of people who identify as  Hispanic/Latino increased from 18% in 

2019 to 23% in 2023. This may be reflective of more culturally competent services 

and partnerships in recent years. For example, a trusted provider conducts the 

PIT Count in Corning, Empower Tehama, an emergency shelter provider, now 

provides more bilingual services, and the C oC had made connections to 

services that Hispanic/Latino residents use.   

 

Conclusions drawn from this data include that majority of people identify as 

White, non -Hispanic/non -Latino.  
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Figure 30: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Race and Ethnicity Table, 2019 -2023 

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

Ethnicity  

# of People Who are 

Hispanic/Latino  

51 18% 28 10% 71 23% 

# of People Who are 

Non -Hispanic/Non -

Latino  

237 82% 239 90% 233 77% 

Race  

# of People Who are 

Black or African 

American  

4 1% 6 2% 5 1% 

# of People Who are 

Asian  

1 0% 3 1% 0 0% 

# of People Who are 

American Indian or 

Alaska Native  

21 7% 16 6% 18 6% 

# of People Who are 

Native Hawaiian or Other 

Pacific Islander  

0 0% 1 0% 4 1% 

# of People Who are 

White   

251 87% 240 90% 254 83% 

# of People Who are 

Multiple Races  

11 4% 1 0% 23 8% 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  

 

Figure 31: Tehama County CoC, Point- in-Time Count, Health Table, 2019 -2023 

depicts health data across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 2023.  

 

In 2023, the percentage of adults who are experiencing sign ificant mental illness 

was  16%, and the percentage of adults who are experiencing substance use 

disorders was  13%. This indicates the need for trauma -informed approaches and 

the integration of behavioral health services and substance use disorder services 

in housing and shelter.  
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Figure 31: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Health Table, 2019 -2023 

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

# of Adults Who are 

Experiencing Significant 

Mental Illness  

51 18% 16 6% 50 16% 

# of Adults Who are 

Experiencing Substance 

Use Disorders  

33 11% 25 9% 39 13% 

# of Adults Living with 

HIV/AIDS 

3 1% 3 1% 2 1% 

 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  

 

Figure 32: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Special Populations Table, 

2019-2023 depicts special populations data across three PIT Counts from 2019 to 

2023.  

 

The percentage of adults who are veterans remained consistent from 2019 to 

2023 between 4% and 7%.  

 

The percentage of adults who are survivors of domestic violence remained 

consistent from 2019 to 2023 between 22% and 26%. For this population, local 

data and knowledge from the CoC indicates that the percentage of survivors 

who are currently fleeing domestic violence is 23%, with 13% declining to 

respond, and 60% not currently fleeing domestic violence. Most of the local 

resources for domestic violence survivors are for those currently fleeing domestic 

violence. Thus, this indicates that there is a need fo r trauma -informed resources 

and services for those that have experienced domestic violence at some point 

in their life, even if they are not currently fleeing domestic violence.  

 

Figure 32: Tehama County CoC, Point - in-Time Count, Special Populations Table,  

2019-2023 

  2019 PIT Count 2021 PIT Count 2023 PIT Count 
 

Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  

# of Adults Who are 

Veterans  

15 5% 10 4% 21 7% 

# of Adults Who are 

Survivors of Domestic 

Violence  

74 26% 59 22% 77 25% 

 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2023  
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Homeless Management Information System (HMIS)  

A Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) is a local information 

technology system used to collect client -level data and data on the provision of 

housing and services to homeless individuals and families and persons at risk of 

homelessness (U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development, 

Homelessness Management Information System, 2023).  

 

The HMIS data is a comparable of both HMIS and domestic violence HMIS data 

from January 2022 to March 2022. The data is grouped into the same categories 

found in the PIT Count section above. Each data grouping has both a table and 

a chart illustrating the findings . The services across the X axis include permanent 

supportive housing (PSH), rapid rehousing (RRH), transitional housing (TH) , interim 

housing or emergency shelter (IH/ES), diversion services and assistance (DIV), 

homelessness prevention services &  assistance (HP), and outreach and 

engagement services (O/R).  

 

The HMIS data refers to Table 2, a landscape analysis of people being served, in 

the LHAP as part of HHAP -3. Importantly, this data may be duplicative, in that 

one individual may be receiving multiple services and counted more than once 

in the tables/charts. Thus, the table rows or columns should not be added 

together to create a òtotal,ó as this would be inaccurate.   

 

Figure 33: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Age and 

Household Composition Landscape Table, January -March 2022 and  Figure 34: 

Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Age and Household 

Composition Landscape Chart, January -March 2022 depict data grouped by 

age and household composition in both table and chart forms.   

 

Households without children were served primarily by the day center  and 

outreach and engagement services whereas households with at least one adult 

and one child, unaccompanied youth (under 25), and parenting youth (under 

25) and their children were  served primarily by rapid rehousing. To a lesser extent, 

households without children were also served by rapid rehousing and transitional 

housing.  
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Figure 33: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Age and Household Composition Landscape Table, 

January -March 2022  

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2022  

  

 
Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  

(PSH) 

Rapid 

Rehousing  

(RRH) 

Transitional 

Housing  

(TH) 

Interim 

Housing or 

Emergency 

Shelter 

(IH / ES) 

Diversion 

Services 

and 

Assistance  

(DIV) 

Homelessness 

Prevention 

Services & 

Assistance 

(HP) 

Outreach 

and 

Engagement 

Services  

(O/R)  

Other: 

Day 

center  

# of Households 

without Children  

0 42 22 5 0 9 89 263 

# of Households 

with At Least 1 

Adult & 1 Child  

0 90 6 3 0 9 0 13 

# of Households 

with Only Children  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

# of 

Unaccompanied 

Youth (under 25)  

0 30 1 1 0 0 0 9 

# of Parenting 

Youth (under 25)  

0 16 1 0 0 0 0 0 

# of People Who 

are Children of 

Parenting Youth  

0 22 1 0 0 0 0 0 
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Figure 34: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Age and Household Composition Landscape Chart, 

January -March 2022  

 

0 100 200 300 400 500

# of People Who are Children of Parenting

Youth

# of Parenting Youth (under 25)

# of Unaccompanied Youth (under 25)

# of Households with At Least 1 Adult & 1

Child

# of Households without Children



108 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Figure 35: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Gender Landscape Table, 

January -March 2022 and Figure 36: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, 

Gender Landscape Chart, January -March 2022 depict data grouped by gender in both table 

and chart forms.   

 

Both women/girls and men/boys were  served by rapid rehousing and the day center , 

however women/girls were served primarily by rapid rehousing and men/boys were  served 

primary by the day center .  

 

There is a small number of people who are transgender or gender non -conforming reflected in 

the data. These populations were served by the day center  and rapid rehousing.  
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Figure 35: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Gender Landscape Table, January -March 2022  

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2022  

  

 
Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  

(PSH) 

Rapid 

Rehousing  

(RRH) 

Transitional 

Housing  

(TH) 

Interim 

Housing or 

Emergency 

Shelter 

(IH / ES) 

Diversion 

Services 

and 

Assistance  

(DIV) 

Homelessness 

Prevention 

Services & 

Assistance 

(HP) 

Outreach 

and 

Engagement 

Services  

(O/R)  

Other: 

Day 

center  

# of Women/Girls  0 176 14 11 0 24 32 129 

# of Men/Boys  0 160 21 3 0 21 61 182 

# of People Who 

are Transgender  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

# of People Who 

are Gender Non -

Conforming  

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Figure 36: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Gender Landscape Chart, January -March 2022  
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Figure 37: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Race and Ethnicity 

Landscape Table, January -March 2022 and  Figure 38: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV 

HMIS Comparable, Race and Ethnicity  Landscape Chart, January -March 2022 depict data 

grouped by race and ethnicity  in both table and chart forms.   

   

People who are White and people who are non -Hispanic or non -Latino comprise the majority 

of  people served. This makes comparison across race and ethnicity more challenging as the 

numbers are vastly different. The two primary services across all racial and ethnic groups are 

the day center  and rapid rehousing. This is followed by outreach and engagement services.  

 

Though the racial data is more challenging to interpret  given different proportions , there is a 

conclusion that can be drawn related to ethnicity. People who are Hispanic/Latino were 

primarily served by rapid rehousing whereas people who are non -Hispanic or non -Latino were 

primarily served by the day center . For Hispanic/Latinos, 85 were served by rapid rehousing 

and 35 by the day center . For people who are non -Hispanic or non -Latino, 277 were served by 

the day center  and 252 by rapid rehousing.  
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Figure 37: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Race and Ethnicity Landscape Table, January -March 

2022 

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2022  

 

  

 
Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  

(PSH) 

Rapid 

Rehousing  

(RRH) 

Transitional 

Housing  

(TH) 

Interim 

Housing or 

Emergency 

Shelter 

(IH / ES) 

Diversion 

Services 

and 

Assistance  

(DIV) 

Homelessness 

Prevention 

Services & 

Assistance 

(HP) 

Outreach 

and 

Engagement 

Services  

(O/R)  

Other: 

Day 

center  

# of People Who are 

Hispanic/Latino  

0 85 6 4 0 7 10 35 

# of People Who are 

Non -Hispanic/Non -

Latino  

0 252 29 10 0 38 83 277 

# of People Who are 

Black or African 

American  

0 3 1 0 0 0 1 3 

# of People Who are 

Asian  

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

# of People Who are 

American Indian or 

Alaska Native  

0 17 2 0 0 0 6 25 

# of People Who are 

Native Hawaiian or 

Other Pacific Islander  

0 4 0 0 0 2 2 5 

# of People Who are 

White   

0 294 28 14 0 40 82 293 

# of People Who are 

Multiple Races  

0 9 4 0 0 3 2 18 
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Figure 38: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Race and Ethnicity Landscape Chart, January -March 

2022  
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Figure 39: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Health  Landscape Table, 

January -March 2022 and  Figure 40: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, 

Health  Landscape Chart, January -March 2022 depict data grouped by health diagnoses  in 

both table and chart forms.   

 

Adults who are experiencing significant mental illness, adults who are experiencing substance 

use disorder s, and adults living with HIV/ AIDS all were primarily served by the day center  

followed by rapid rehousing, transitional housing, outreach and engagement, and interim 

housing or emergency shelter.   
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Figure 39: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Health Landscape Table, January -March 2022  

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2022  

 

 

 

  

 
Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  

(PSH) 

Rapid 

Rehousing  

(RRH) 

Transitional 

Housing  

(TH) 

Interim 

Housing or 

Emergency 

Shelter 

(IH / ES) 

Diversion 

Services 

and 

Assistance  

(DIV) 

Homelessness 

Prevention 

Services & 

Assistance 

(HP) 

Outreach 

and 

Engagement 

Services  

(O/R)  

Other: 

Day 

center  

# of Adults Who 

are Experiencing 

Significant Mental 

Illness 

0 13 2 1 0 0 3 65 

# of Adults Who 

are Experiencing 

Substance Use  

Disorders  

0 4 3 1 0 0 0 34 

# of Adults Living 

with HIV/AIDS 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
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Figure 40: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Health Landscape Chart, January -March 2022  
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Figure 41: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Special Populations 

Landscape Table, January -March 2022  and Figure 42: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV 

HMIS Comparable, Special Populations Landscape Chart, January -March 2022  depict data 

grouped by special populations  in both table and chart forms.  

 

Adults who are veterans were served almost equally by the day center  and rapid rehousing 

followed by outreach and engagement services and transitional housing.  

 

Adults who are survivors of domestic violence were served primarily by rapid rehousing 

followed by the day center . Adults who are survivors of domestic violence were also served by 

outreach and engagement services, interim housing or emergency shelter, transitional 

housing, and homelessness prevention services and assistance.   
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Figure 41: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Special Populations Landscape Table, January -March 

2022  

Source: Tehama County Continuum of Care, 2022  

  

 
Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing  
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Rapid 

Rehousing  
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Transitional 

Housing  

(TH) 

Interim 

Housing or 
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(IH / ES) 

Diversion 

Services 

and 

Assistance  
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Homelessness 

Prevention 

Services & 

Assistance 
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Other: 

Day 

center  

# of Adults Who 

are Veterans  

0 11 2 0 0 0 4 13 

# of Adults Who 

are Survivors of 

Domestic 

Violence  

0 76 5 8 0 1 13 69 
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Figure 42: Tehama County CoC, HMIS and DV HMIS Comparable, Special Populations Landscape Chart, January -March 

2022 
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Federal, State, and Local Funding  

 

Federal, state, and local funding sources are identified in the key and listed in 

the tables below. All three levels of funding are used to support housing and 

homeless services. Most funding sources are not flexible and instead have 

specific eligible activities or populations they can be used to support. It is 

important to note that t hough a portion of these funds are accessed directly by 

the CoC, many are accessed directly by the county , cities,  or service providers. 

In other words, in order to successful ly braid funding sources together for housing 

and homeless projects and services in Tehama County, local governments, 

service providers, and the CoC must all work together.  

 

This section corresponds to Table 3, a landscape analysis of federal, state, and 

local funding, in the LHAP as part of HHAP -3. The fiscal years included in the table 

begin with fiscal year  2021-2022 and end with  fiscal year  2024-2025. The 

applicant, fiscal years, interventions and populations supported are reflective of 

the landscape as of June of 2022 , with an update from April of 2023 to include 

the State Permanent Local Housing Allocation (PLHA) Formula Funds Program .
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Figure 43: Tehama County CoC, Landscape Analysis of Federal, State, and Local Funding, 2022 -23 

Federal Funding Programs  State Funding Programs  Local Funding Programs  

Federal Home Loan Bank,  

Affordable Housing Program  

California Emergency Solutions and  

Housing Program (CESH)  

Local General Fund  

Federal Tax Credits  CalWORKS Housing Support  

Program (HSP) 

Tehama County Behavioral Health 

Supportive Services Commitment  

Housing Choice Vouchers   Domestic Violence Housing First  

(XD) Program  

 

 Emergency Solutions Grants  

(ESG) 

 

 Homekey  

 

 

 Homeless Housing, Assistance  

and Prevention Program (HHAP)  

 

 Home Safe  

 

 

 Housing and Homelessness Incentive  

Program (HHIP)  

 

 No Place Like Home (NPLH)   

 

 

 Permanent Local Housing Allocation  

(PLHA) 

 

 Special Needs Housing Program  

 

 

 Transitional Housing for  

Victims (XH) Program  

 

Funder Key  

Cal ICH: California Interagency Council on Homelessness     Cal  OES: California Office of Emergency Services     CalHFA: California 

Housing Finance Agency    CDSS: California Department of Social Services     City RB: City of Red Bluff     DHCS: California Department 

of Health and Social Services     FHFA: Federal Housing Finance Agency     HCD: California Department of Housing and Community 

Development     HUD: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development     IRS: U.S. Internal Revenue Service     Teh: Tehama 
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Source  Description  

CALIFORNIA EMERGENCY 

SOLUTIONS AND HOUSING 

PROGRAM (CESH) 

 

Applicant:   

¶ CoC  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $985,934 

 

The California Emergency Solutions and Housing Program ( CESH) is an HCD-funded grant that 

provides funds for a variety of activities to assist persons experiencing or at risk of homelessness as 

authorized by SB 850 (Chapter 48, Statues of 2018). California Emergency Solutions and Housing 

(CESH) Program 2018 ($501,38 4 remaining) & 2019 ($484,550 remaining) . Remaining funds to be 

used for Rental Assistance, Day Center , Navigation Center/Overnight Shelter, HMIS , and Admin.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Systems Support Activities  

¶ Administrative Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

 

CAL HFA SPECIAL NEEDS 

HOUSING PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County/Rural 

Communities Housing 

Development 

Corporation  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $877,773 

The CalHFA Special Needs Housing Program is an FHA-insured loan featuring a CalHFA 30 -year 

fixed interest rate first mortgage. CalHFA Special Needs Housing Program funding to  be used to  

support the NPLH Round 2 new construction permanent supportive housing project in Corning.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  
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CAL OES TRANSITIONAL HOUSING 

FOR VICTIMS (XH) PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Empower Tehama  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $468,491 

 

 

 

The purpose of the XH Program is to provide victims of crime with transitional/short -term housing 

assistance and a range of supportive services with the goal of moving victims into safe, 

permanent housing. Cal OES Transitional Housing (XH) Program  funding  supports facility -based 

transitional housing and rapid rehousing ( RRH)-like rental assistance and  case management for 

victims of intimate partner violence (Federal Victims of Crime Act ( VOCA ) funds administered by 

Cal OES). 

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

¶ Administrative Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ Victims of Domestic Violence  

CALWORKS HOUSING SUPPORT 

PROGRAM (HSP) 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County 

Department of Social 

Services- CalWORKS 

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $1,616,532 

The CalWORKs Housing Support Program (HSP) was established in 2014 to foster housing stability 

for families experiencing, or at risk of, homelessness in the CalWORKs program. Funds allocated to 

the Tehama County Department of Social Services through Califo rnia Department of Social 

Services to provide RRH -like services and/or homelessness prevention services to families with 

children who are eligible for Cash Aid and/or CalWORKs, includes the CalLearn Program for 

parenting youth.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ Parenting Youth  

¶ Families with Children  
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE HOUSING 

FIRST (XD) PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Empower Tehama  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $603,474 

The purpose of the XD Program is to provide victims of domestic violence with safe, permanent 

housing and ongoing, supportive services tailored to address the individual needs of each victim. 

Cal OES Domestic Violence Housing First (XD) Program supports RRH -like rental assistance and 

case management for victims of intimate partner violence (Federal VOCA funds administered by 

Cal OES). 

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

¶ Administrative Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ Victims of Domestic Violence  

EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS GRANTS 

PROGRAM (ESG) 

 

Applicant 1:   

¶ Empower Tehama  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $800,000 

 

 

 

 

The Homeless Emergency Assistance and Rapid Transition to Housing Act of 2009 (HEARTH 

Act)  amended the McKinney -Vento Homeless Assistance Act, revising the Emergency Shelter 

Grants Program in significant ways and renaming it the Emergency Solutions Grants Program 

(ESG). The ESG Interim Rule took effect on January 4, 2012. The change in the programõs name, 

from Emergency Shelter Grants to Emergency Solutions Grants, reflects the change in the 

programõs focus from addressing the needs of homeless people in emergency or transitional 

shelters to assisting people to quickly regain stability in permanent housing after experiencing a 

housing crisis and/or homelessness.  

 

Applicant 1:  Funds through HCDõs ESG Balance of State program that support Empower Tehamaõs 

Domestic Violence Emergency Shelter.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Systems Support Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ Victims of Domestic Violence  
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Applicant 2:   

¶ Poor and the Homeless 

Tehama (PATH)  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

$432,000 

 

Applicant 2:  Non -competitive allocation through HCD's ESG Balance of State Program to provide 

rapid rehousing services. The CoC is responsible for selecting up to two local providers to conduct 

RRH activities with these funds. The provider(s) then contracts directly w ith HCD. PATH has been 

the provider selected for 4+ years.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Outreach and Engagement  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

¶ Systems Support Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK, 

AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County/Rural 

Communities Housing 

Development 

Corporation  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $ 310,000 

 

The Federal Home Loan Bank (FHLB) is a government -sponsored enterprise to support mortgage 

lending and community investment. FHLB comprises 11 regional banks which are privately 

capitalized and owned as cooperatives by their members. Federal Home Loan Bank, Affordable 

Housing Program funding to support the NPLH Round 2 new construction permanent supportive 

housing project in Corning.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  
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FEDERAL TAX CREDITS 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County/Rural 

Communities Housing 

Development 

Corporation  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $9,597,740 

 

Tax credits refer to facilitating the investment of private capital into the development of 

affordable rental housing for low -income households. Corporations provide equity to build the 

projects in return for the tax credits from the government. Federal Ta x Credits funding to support 

the NPLH Round 2 new construction permanent supportive housing project in Corning. This is the 

primary source of funding for the project.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  

HOME SAFE PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County 

Department of Social 

Services-Adult Protective 

Services 

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $499,000 

The Home Safe Program was established in 2018 to prevent or address homelessness to support 

the safety and housing stability of individuals involved in Adult Protective Services (APS), 

individuals in the APS intake process, or who may be served by a Tribal social services agency and 

appear eligible for APS, and who are experiencing or at risk of homelessness. Funds allocated to 

the Tehama County Department of Social Servi ces through California Department of Social 

Services to provide homelessness prevention - and RRH-like services to Adult Protective Services 

clients.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ Adult Protective Services -eligible households  
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HOMEKEY PROGRAM ð 

CORONAVIRUS RELIEF FUND 

AWARD & PHILANTHROPIC 

AWARD 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County/PATH  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

 

Amount Invested ð Coronavirus 

Relief Fund Award:  

¶ $2,200,000 

 

Amount Invested ð Philanthropic 

Award:  

¶ $142,000 

 

The Homekey Program is an opportunity for state, regional, and local public entities to develop a 

broad range of housing types, including but not limited to hotels, motels, hostels, single -family 

homes and multi -family apartments, adult residential facilit ies, and manufactured housing, and to 

convert commercial properties and other existing buildings to Permanent or Interim Housing for 

the Target Population. This is a Round 1 Homekey award for Tehama County/PATH, which resulted 

in acquiring and operating 22  doors  of interim housing . 

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People experiencing or at risk of homelessness and at increased risk of COVID -19 

HOMELESS HOUSING, 

ASSISTANCE AND PREVENTION 

PROGRAM (HHAP)  

 

 

Applicant 1:   

¶ CoC  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

The Homeless Housing, Assistance and Prevention Program (HHAP) funding is a block grant 

program designed to provide jurisdictions with one -time grant funds to support regional 

coordination and expand or develop local capacity to address their immediate homelessness 

challenges.  

 

CoC: CoC HHAP -1 & HHAP-2, Development of new Navigation Center, Navigation Center/Interim 

Housing Operations, Supportive Services for unaccompanied homeless youth, System Support 

(HMIS/CES), and Grant Administration  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Systems Support Activities  



128 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $750,000 

 

 

 

Applicant 2:   

¶ Tehama County  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $545,993 

¶ Administrative Activities  

¶ Outreach and Engagement  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

 

Tehama County:  County HHAP -1 & HHAP-2; Development of new Navigation Center, Supportive 

Services for unaccompanied homeless youth.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Outreach and Engagement  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

HOUSING AND HOMELESSNESS 

INCENTIVE PROGRAM (HHIP) 

 

Applicant:   

¶ CoC  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $465,000 

 

 

 

The Housing and Homelessness Incentive Program (HHIP) connects health and homeless providers. 

As a means of addressing social determinants of health and health disparities, Medi -Cal 

managed care plans can earn incentive funds for making investments and progress in addressing 

homelessness and keeping people housed. Managed care plans and the local homeless 

Continuum of Care, in partnership with local public  health jurisdictions, county behavioral health, 

public hospitals, county social services, and local housing departments must submit a 

Homelessness Plan to DHCS. Housing and Homelessness Incentive Program (HHIP) funding flows 

from the California Department  of Health Care Services through managed Medi -Cal providers to 

the CoC.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Systems Support Activities  

¶ Rental Assistance  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  
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HOUSING CHOICE VOUCHERS 

PROGRAM (HCV) 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Plumas County 

Community Development 

Commission  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

 

Amount Invested:  

$2,000,907 

 

The Housing Choice Vouchers Program (HCV) is the major federal program for providing rent 

subsidies to assist low -income families, elderly persons, and people with disabilities to obtain 

decent, safe, and affordable housing. Low -income households choose an d rent privately -owned 

rental housing with their HCV. The Plumas CDC currently provides 332 Housing Choice Vouchers in 

Tehama County.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Administrative Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

 

LOCAL GENERAL FUND 

 

Applicant 1:   

¶ City of Red Bluff  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $205,820.63 

 

 

 

 

Applicant 2:  

¶ City of Red Bluff  

 

The local general fund refers to revenues accruing to the city from taxes, fees, interest earnings, 

and other sources which can be used for the general operation of local government.  

 

Applicant 1:   Waiver of building, engineering, and development impact fees for the PATH Plaza 

Navigation Center in the City of Red Bluff.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Outreach and Engagement  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

 

 

Applicant 2:   The City of Red Bluff allocates $9,000 in competitive grant funding per fiscal year that 

is available to non -profits who serve people experiencing homelessness in Red Bluff. The City has 
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Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2017-2018 

¶ 2018-2019 

¶ 2019-2020 

¶ 2020-2021 

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Amount Invested:  

$63,000 

been allocating this funding since the 2017 -2018 fiscal year, for a total of $63,000 thus far as of 

October 2023.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Outreach and Engagement  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

 

 

 

 

NO PLACE LIKE HOME PROGRAM 

(NPLH) ð ROUND 2 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County/Rural 

Communities Housing 

Development 

Corporation  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

Amount Invested:  

$4,658,655 

The No Place Like Home Program (NPLH) funds the development of permanent supportive 

housing for persons who are in need of mental health services and are experiencing 

homelessness, chronic homelessness, or at risk of chronic homelessness. Noncompetitive an d 

competitive funding were used to support the NPLH Round 2 new construction permanent 

supportive housing project in Corning. Competitive funds were used for capital and Capitalized 

Operating Subsidy Reserve (COSR) costs.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  
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NO PLACE LIKE HOME PROGRAM 

(NPLH) ð ROUND 4 

 

Applicant 1:   

¶ Tehama County/Pacific 

West Communities  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $2,721,998 

 

Applicant 2:   

¶ Tehama County/Palm 

Communities  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $2,314,665 

Applicant 1: Competitive funding to support the NPLH Round 4 new construction permanent 

supportive housing project in Red Bluff. Funds to be used for capital costs.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Applicant 2: Competitive funding to support the NPLH Round 4 new construction permanent 

supportive housing project in Red Bluff. Funds to be used for capital costs.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  
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PERMANENT LOCAL HOUSING 

ALLOCATION PROGRAM (PLHA) ð 

FORMULA FUNDS 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County on 

behalf of itself, the City of 

Red Bluff, and the City of 

Tehama  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

¶ 2024-2025 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $1,712,139 

The Permanent Local Housing Allocation Program (PLHA) ð Formula Funds provides ongoing 

funding to local governments in California for housing -related projects and programs that assist in 

addressing the unmet housing needs of their local communities. It is a flexible source of funding 

with 10 eligible activity categories. Funds are targeted to permanent housing for households 

earning 60% of Area Median Income (AMI) or less. PLHA has no sunset date and is a permanent 

source of funds.   

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ All People Experiencing Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  

 

 

TEHAMA COUNTY BEHAVIORAL 

HEALTH SUPPORTIVE SERVICES 

COMMITMENT 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Tehama County Health 

Services Agency -

Behavioral Health  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

¶ 2023-2024 

 

Tehama County Behavioral Health provides a commitment of supportive services for the NPLH 

Round 2 new construction permanent supportive housing project in Corning.  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Permanent Supportive and Service -Enriched Housing  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

¶ People Experiencing Chronic Homelessness  

¶ People Experiencing Severe Mental Illness  
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Amount Invested:  

$294,317.30 

TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FOR 

VICTIMS (XH) PROGRAM 

 

Applicant:   

¶ Empower Tehama  

 

Fiscal Year(s):  

¶ 2021-2022 

¶ 2022-2023 

 

Amount Invested:  

¶ $468,491 

Cal OES Transitional Housing (XH) Program supports facility -based transitional housing and RRH -like 

rental assistance and case management for victims of intimate partner violence (Federal VOCA 

funds administered by Cal OES).  

 

Interventions supported with this funding:  

¶ Non -Congregate Shelter/Interim Housing  

¶ Rental Assistance  

¶ Diversion and Homelessness Prevention  

¶ Administrative Activities  

 

Populations supported with this funding:  

Victims of Domestic Violence  
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GEOGRAPHIC RESEARCH ð DETAILED FINDINGS 
This section provides detailed findings of the geographic research conducted during 

the community -based research portion of the Update. Findings are provided in the form 

of narrative, tables, and maps.  

 

As detailed in Figure 44: Tehama County CoC, Tehama County Regions, 2023 , the 

county was divided into regions for analysis of the map -based data. As of 2019, 

Tehama County was made up of 11 census tracts. Most of the population is located 

along the Highway 99 and Interstate 5 corridors, which means that these areas have 

more c ensus tracts, and the regions are smaller, whereas areas east and west of the 

major highways are less populated, encompass one census tract, and are larger. The 

regions and their censu s tracts are as follows:  

 

1. North County:  Census Tracts 2, 4, 5, 6, and 7. This includes the communities of 

Bend, Hooker, Lake California, and Red Bluff, among others.  

 

2. East County:  Census Tract 1. This includes the communities of Manton, Mineral, 

and Paynes Creek, among others.  

 

3. South County:  Census Tracts 8, 9, 10, and 11. This includes the communities of 

Corning, Gerber, Los Molinos, Vina, and Tehama City, among others.   

 

4. West County:  Census Tract 3. This includes the communities of Paskenta and 

Rancho Tehama, among others.   
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Figure 44: Tehama County CoC, Tehama County Regions, 2023  

 
Source: Tehama County CoC, 2023  

 

The data source used for the  geographic research  maps is the State Department of 

Housing and Community Developmentõs (HCD) Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing 

(AFFH) Data Viewer Tool. Created for the 6 th cycle Housing Elements, the AFFH Data 

Viewer Tool allows users to find geographic -specific data on dozens of housing and 

community development topics.  

 

The maps used in the Update cover the following data points: area median income, 

poverty status, TCAC/HCD opportunity area composite score, TCAC/HCD opportunity 

area high segregation and poverty, sensitive communities vulnerable to displacement, 

renter ove rpayment, housing choice vouchers, overcrowding, mobile home parks, 

familial status (children in single mother households), disability status, and people of 

color. Each data point is defined in the Appendix here , with its methodology described 

below.  

 

1. Area  Median Income (AMI)  ð The map  depicts the AMI of households by block 

group in Tehama County in 2019 using data from the U.S. Census Bureau, 

American Community Survey. There are five categories of AMI shown on the 

map from light blue (less than $30,000) to dark green (greater than $125 ,000). 



136 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

2. Poverty Status ð The map depicts the percentage of individuals who are 

experiencing poverty by census tract in Tehama County in 2019 using data from 

the U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Poverty is measured by 

using income data from the past 12 months. There are five categories of poverty 

status shown on the map from very light blue (less than 10% of individuals residing 

in that area are experiencing poverty) to dark purple (greater than 40% of 

individuals residing in that area are experiencing  poverty).  

 

3. TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas - Composite Score ð The map depicts residentsõ 

overall access to resources and opportunities by census tract in Tehama County 

in 2022. There are five categories of AMI shown on the map from yellow (high 

segregation and poverty) to dark blue (highest resource).  

 

4. TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas - High Segregation & Poverty  ð The map depicts 

areas of high segregation and poverty by census tract in Tehama County in 

2022. Areas that are outlined in red experience high segregation and poverty.  

 

5. Sensitive Communities Vulnerable to Displacement  ð The map depicts areas 

where 10% or more of the residents within that area are sensitive to economic 

displacement by census tract in Tehama County in 2017. Areas that are sensitive 

to economic displacement are shaded bright purple.  

 

6. Renter Overpayment  ð The map depicts the percentage of renter households 

that are overpaying, or paying more than 30% of their income towards housing 

costs, by census tract in Tehama County in 2019 using data from the U.S. Census 

Bureau, American Community Survey. There are  five categories of overpayment 

by renters shown on the map from yellow (less than 20% of renters overpaying) to 

dark red (more than 80% of renters overpaying).  

 

7. Housing Choice Vouchers (HCVs)  ð The map depicts the percentage of 

households in that area that hold a Housing Choice Voucher by census tract in 

Tehama County in 2021. There are four categories shown on the map from light 

tan (greater than 0% to 5% of households with an HCV) to dark re d (greater than 

30% to 60% of households with a n HCV).  

 

8. Overcrowded Households  ð The map  depicts the percentage of households that 

are overcrowded by census tract in Tehama County in 2015. There are five 

categories shown on the map from light green (less than or equal to 8.2% 

overcrowded which is the statewide average) to dark blue (greater th an 20% 

overcrowded).  
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9. Mobile Home Parks  ð The map depicts the approximate location of mobile home 

parks in Tehama County in 2018. The locations of mobile home parks are 

indicated by blue circles.  

 

10. Familial Status (Children in Single Mother Households)  ð The map depicts the 

percentage of children living in households that are headed by single mothers 

by census tract in Tehama County in 2019 using data from the U.S. Census 

Bureau, American Community Survey. There are three categories shown on the 

map fro m light pink (less than or equal to 20% of children living in single mother 

households) to blue (40 -60% of children living in single mother households).  

 

11. Disability Status  ð The map depicts the percentage of individuals with a disability 

residing in that area by census tract in Tehama County in 2019 using data from 

the U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey. There are four categories 

shown on the map from yellow (les s than 10% of the population with a disability) 

to red (30 -40% of the population with a disability).  

 

12. People of Color  ð The map depicts  the percentage of individuals who identify as 

people of color by block group in Tehama County in 2018. There are five 

categories shown on the map from light yellow (less than or equal to 20% people 

of color) to dark red (more than 81% people of color).  
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Figure 45: Tehama County, Geographic Analysis Matrix , 2023 provides a matrix analysis of each data point and its 

findings for North, East, South, and West County, as well as key trends and takeaways.  

 

Figure 45: Tehama County, Geographic Analysis Matrix, 2023  

Data Point  North County  East County  South County  West County  Key Trends/ 

Takeaways  

Area Median 

Income  

 

(block group 

level)  

<$87,100 or 

<$55,000 "area 

median income" in 

the majority, 

<$125,000 west of 

Red Bluff  

<$55,000  <$87,100 majority 

(south of Red Bluff 

and in southern 

portion), <$55,000 

in some areas, 

and <$30,000 in 

one area  

 

<$87,100 in 

northern 

portion, 

<$55,000 in 

southern 

portion  

East County has a 

low median 

income and North 

County has the 

highest area 

median income  in 

the county . 

 

Poverty Status  20-30% "living in 

poverty" in most 

areas (areas 

encompassing 

Red Bluff and 

northern portion), 

30-40% (east Red 

Bluff), and 10 -20% 

areas just north of 

Red Bluff  

 

10-20% 20-30% 10-20% North and South 

County have the 

highest 

concentrations of 

poverty  in the 

county . Nowhere  in 

the county is 

poverty less than 

10%.  
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TCAC/HCD 

Opportunity 

Area s -

Composite Score  

òHighest resourceó 

or òhigh resourceó 

in majority, òhigh 

segregation and 

povertyó or òlow 

resourceó in some 

areas (east and 

south Red Bluff)  

Highest 

resource  

Low resource in 

southern portion 

around Corning, 

moderate 

resource between 

Corning and Red 

Bluff, high 

resource around 

Los Molinos 

Moderate 

resource  

Areas in North 

County range from 

lowest resources to 

highest resources. 

South County has 

significant low 

resources. East 

County is an area 

with the highest 

resources.  

 

TCAC/HCD 

Opportunity 

Area s - High 

Segregation & 

Poverty  

òHigh segregation 

and povertyó in 

east Red Bluff  

None  None  None  North County has 

the only area of 

high segregation 

and poverty in the 

entire county.  

 

Sensitive 

Communities 

Vulnerable to 

Displacement  

Most areas 

encompassing 

Red Bluff are 

"vulnerable to 

displacement"  

None  Most areas 

encompassing 

west Corning  

None  Most areas 

encompassing Red 

Bluff and west 

Corning are 

vulnerable to 

displacement.  

 

Renter 

Overpayment  

40-60% "renters 

who are 

overpaying" 

majority, 60 -80% 

(east Red Bluff) 

40-60%  40-60% majority, 

20-40% around Los 

Molinos  

40-60%  Most of the county 

has 40-60% of 

renters who are 

overpaying. North 

County has the 

highest 
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and 20 -40% just 

north of Red Bluff  

 

concentrations of 

renters who are 

overpaying  in the 

county . 

 

Housing Choice 

Vouchers (HCVs)  

>5-15% "percent of 

renter households 

that hold HCVs" in 

east and south 

Red Bluff; >0 -5% in 

north Red Bluff  

 

>0-5% majority  >0-5% majority  No data  Much of the 

western part of the 

county does not 

have data 

available. North 

County has the 

highest 

concentrations of 

percent of renter 

households that 

hold Housing 

Choice Vouchers  in 

the county .  

 

Overcrow ded 

Households  

12.01-15% "percent 

of overcrowded 

households" in 

south Red Bluff  

Less than or 

equal to 8.2% 

(statewide 

average)  

Less than or equal 

to 8.2% (statewide 

average)  

Less than or 

equal to 8.2% 

(statewide 

average)  

North County has 

the only 

overcrowded area 

in the entire c ounty 

(south Red Bluff).  

 

Mobile Home 

Parks 

Significant number 

of "mobile home 

parks" 

concentrated 

near Red Bluff, 

especially along 

Two mobile 

home parks:  

one near the 

border with 

Plumas County 

in Mill Creek , 

Significant 

concentration 

near Corning, and 

in some areas 

along Highway 99 

and the 

None  North and South 

County have a 

significant number 

of mobile home 

parks, especially 

along Highway 
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the Sacramento 

River  

and one near 

the border with 

Shasta County 

in Manton.  

Sacramento River 

between Vina/Los 

Molinos and Red 

Bluff  

 

99/Interstate 5 and 

the Sacramento 

River. 

 

Familial Status 

(Children in 

Single Mother 

Households)  

<20% "children in 

female 

householder, no 

spouse/partner 

present 

households" 

majority, 20 -40% in 

north and south 

Red Bluff, and 40 -

60% in east Red 

Bluff  

 

<20% <20% majority, 20-

40% in eastern 

Corning to the 

Sacramento River  

<20% North County has 

the highest 

concentrations of 

children living in 

single mother 

households  in the 

county . 

Disability Status  20-30% "population 

with a disability" in 

majority (northern 

portion and 

south/east Red 

Bluff), 10-20% north 

of Red Bluff  

 

20-30% 10-20% 10-20% East County and 

portions of North 

County have the 

highest 

concentrations of 

people with a 

disability  in the 

county . 
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People of Color  

 

(block group 

level)  

21-40% "people of 

color" in the 

majority of Red 

Bluff, 41-60% in 

south Red Bluff, 

<20% northern 

portion  

21-40% 41-60% majority 

around Corning, 

small portions of 

Corning have 61 -

80%, Gerber has 

61-80%, and  

Tehama and Los 

Molinos have 21 -

40%  

<20% majority,  

21-40% in 

southern 

portion  

West County has 

the lowest 

concentrations of 

people of color 

and South County 

has the highest 

concentrations  in 

the county . 

Source: California State Department of Housing and Community Development, Affirmatively Furthering Fair 

Housing Data Viewer, 2023, https://www.hcd.ca.gov/planning -and -community -development/affirmatively -

furthering -fair-housing   

 

The following maps correspond to the data points and findings listed in the matrix above. The maps are provided in 

the same order as the matrix , and each data point has two maps . The first map for each data point  show s Tehama 

County in its entirety (note the bright blue outline of the county), its census tracts and/or block groups, and context 

of the surrounding areas outside of Tehama County. The second map for each data point is more òzoomed inó to 

show the details of the  communities, geography,  census tr acts , and/or block groups more clearly.  

https://www.hcd.ca.gov/planning-and-community-development/affirmatively-furthering-fair-housing
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/planning-and-community-development/affirmatively-furthering-fair-housing
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Figure 46: Tehama County, Area Median Income Map 1, 2019  
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Figure 47: Tehama County, Area Median Income Map 2, 2019  
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Figure 48: Tehama County, Poverty Status Map 1, 2019   
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Figure 49: Tehama County, Poverty Status Map 2, 2019  
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Figure 50: Tehama County, TCAC /HCD  Opportunity Area s - Composite Score Map 1, 2022  
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Figure 51: Tehama County, TCAC /HCD  Opportunity Area s - Composite Score Map 2, 2022  
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Figure 52: Tehama County, TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas - High Segregation and 

Poverty Map 1, 2022  
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Figure 53: Tehama County, TCAC/HCD Opportunity Areas - High Segregation and 

Poverty Map 2, 2022  
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Figure 54: Tehama County, Sensitive Communities Vulnerable to Displacement Map 1, 2017   
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Figure 55: Tehama County, Sensitive Communities Vulnerable to Displacement Map 2, 2017   
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Figure 56: Tehama County, Renter Overpayment Map 1, 2019   
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Figure 57: Tehama County, Renter Overpayment Map 2, 2019  
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Figure 58: Tehama County, Housing Choice Vouchers Map 1, 2021   



156 
Final Repor t: Update to the Tehama County 10 -Year Plan to End Homelessness  

Figure 59: Tehama County, Housing Choice Vouchers Map 2, 2021   
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Figure 60: Tehama County, Overcrowded Households Map 1, 2015   
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Figure 61: Tehama County, Overcrowded Households Map 2, 2015  
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Figure 62: Tehama County, Mobile Home Parks Map 1, 2018  
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Figure 63: Tehama County, Mobile Home Parks Map 2, 2018  
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Figure 64: Tehama County, Familial Status (Children in Single Mother Households) Map 1, 2019  
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Figure 65: Tehama County, Familial Status (Children in Single Mother Households) Map 2, 2019  

  




















