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MINUTES 
BROWN COUNTY HOUSING AUTHORITY 

Monday, March 19, 2012, 3:00 p.m. 
City Hall, 100 N. Jefferson Street, Room 604 

Green Bay, WI 54301 
 

MEMBERS: Michael Welch-Chair, Tom Diedrick, Rich Aicher, Darlene Hallet, Ann Hartman 
 

OTHERS PRESENT:   Rob Strong, Robyn Hallet, Matt Schampers, DonElla Payne, Melanie Spencer, Jamie 

Jandrin, Patrick Faulds, Chuck Lemine, Jerry Rolus, Barbara Worcester, Robert Cocraft, Victoria Parmentier, Erich 
Schwenker 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
1. Approval of the February 20, 2012 minutes of the Brown County Housing Authority 
 

A motion was made by D. Hallet and seconded by A. Hartman to approval the minutes of the February 20, 
2012 meeting of the Brown County Housing Authority.  Motion carried. 

 
R. Hallet requested introductions be made of new ICS staff in attendance at the meeting.  D. Payne introduced 
Melanie Spencer who works with the Energy Assistance Program and Jamie Jandrin who works with both 
Energy and the HCV Program.  The Commissioners welcomed them. 
 
The Commissioners, staff and guests all introduced themselves. 
 
A motion was made by T. Diedrick and seconded by D. Hallet to take agenda item #5 out of order.  Motion 
carried. 

  
OLD BUSINESS: 
5. Discussion and possible action on a request by Cardinal Capital Management to project base 52 vouchers for 

a veterans’ housing project 
 
 R. Hallet explained that many meeting guests are here to provide further information about this project.  Erich 

Schwenker provided a storyboard with pictures of Veterans Manor in Milwaukee.  He explained some of the 
amenities in the building and explained the building is designed for the whole community, which helps 
removes stigma.  He passed out a recent article about Veterans Manor about the green features and social 
aspects of the development. 

 
 E. Schwenker described the level of need for this type of project in Green Bay.  He explained there are more 

than enough vets in Brown and surrounding counties to use the building, including 16,000 vets in Brown 
County.  He stated generally about 1.5% of vets need this kind of permanent, supportive housing.  That would 
translate to roughly 250 in Brown County; then added in are vet populations of approximately 47,000 in 
immediate surrounding counties or 718 vets who would qualify for this type of housing.  He explained that 
building a veterans center in a community would be reason for people to move into the area who are trying to 
find access to that service. 

 
 E. Schwenker next explained the timeline: They are trying to establish a plan for a location by the end of 2012.  

Then, they would work on financing, hopefully through tax credits, in 2013.  The facility would then be built in 
2014, with occupancy in 2014 or 2015.  However, the BCHA’s involvement is important at this beginning stage 
because nobody will invest or put credits toward this unless there is access to Section 8 because the veterans 
who would use this would be very low income.  He said without Section 8, the project can’t go forward, which 
that is true around the US.  He explained in Milwaukee, the City and County were able to provide 52 vouchers, 
which was the long-term commitment the investors wanted to see.  After the project opened, they received 17 
HUD VASH vouchers and they eventually used 35. He stated that VASH vouchers are not set up to work with 
new construction. 

 
 E. Schwenker said they would need to know where the BCHA stands with this project by the end of June, 

2012.  If the BCHA is willing to make a commitment to the 52 vouchers, then Cardinal Capital would spend the 
$75,000-$100,000 on the process necessary to file a tax credit application.  If they won the tax credits, they’d 
then need to spend another $500,000 to get to the point of closing on a loan, which wouldn’t be possible 
without Section 8.  If they get through all of this, then they can finally build.  This gives 2-3 years to try to get 
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HUD VASH Vouchers, but investors would not agree to it with just the possibility of VASH Vouchers, so they 
need the support of the BCHA. 

 
 To the best of their knowledge, Brown County and Green Bay officials are in support of this proposal because 

beyond helping the vets, they are interested in solving the community problem of the former Mental Health 
Center.  Through this project, Cardinal Capital would be the first to address this situation. 

 
 Next E. Schwenker commented on some of the issues expressed in the agenda attachment regarding 

concerns on project-basing this number of Vouchers. He acknowledged that there may never be enough 
Vouchers, but by projected basing them, there is a larger impact on the community through investment, jobs, 
etc.  In addition, he wanted to express the reference on the attachment to the other project-based 
development in Green Bay that Cardinal Capital was involved in.  He clarified that the arrangement was with 
the Wisconsin Housing Preservation Corporation, which owned the former Port Plaza Towers, not with 
Cardinal Capital.  He explained the 150 Vouchers were received by WHPC to induce them to take the risk to 
move out of downtown for the benefit of the City of Green Bay and Brown County and in return get two new 
sites which are better for their resident population.  They returned 147 Vouchers, so there was a net loss of 3 
Vouchers.  He summarized that this was done by the non-profit (WHPC) being requested to take the risk on 
behalf of the City and County.  He emphasized that doing this kind of housing benefits many other groups.  It 
doesn’t necessarily affect our budget, but that of the larger community.  The veteran center will encourage 
further development in the area, such as with medical facilities, which is what the Green Bay Mayor and the 
County Executive are concerned with.  He asked the BCHA to take this into consideration.  

 
 General Cocraft of the Veterans Administration then offered to share a few remarks: He expressed the number 

of vets and the growing age of the vets and that many of them are now in need of assistance.  There is also a 
younger generation of veterans coming back from service.  We won’t see the newer vets entering poverty right 
away, but he indicated they will start to be in need of subsidized housing by 2014 or 2015.  He expressed that 
we have the opportunity now to plan for the increased number of vets in poverty.  He asked the BCHA to give 
these vets their consideration when making the touch choices we face.  

 
 General Cocraft explained that at Veterans Manor, the apartments were filled within 2 weeks and there is now 

a waiting list of 80 people but with very little turn over.  The facility has been very positive for the 
neighborhood.  He encouraged commissioners to view it on their website. 

 
 T. Diedrick expressed that he feels this is a very important issue and that we owe our vets safe, affordable, 

accessible housing.  He thinks the location near the vet clinic is excellent, but his experience with people with 
disabilities is that they want to be integrated into the community.  He would also like to see the neighboring 
counties set aside Vouchers for their veterans.  He expressed there is value in the peer support gained from a 
development like this, but that 52 units seems too large.  General Cocraft responded that the demographics of 
Green Bay and the surrounding area would support that number and more.  He further expressed while this 
development would be mostly 1 bedrooms, this project would not address the demand for housing of veteran 
families.  Instead, there is a scattered site element to assist veterans with families.  E. Schwanker offered a 
reminder that this is designed to address the 1.5% of vets who need this type of supportive housing; they do 
not mean to imply that all vets would reside in this unit.  He also noted that their experience has shown that 
many of these veterans do not have close connections with their families and thus are alone during the 
holidays.  He expressed that they agree an integrated approach is ideal, however there are a large number of 
vets in this area for whom integration would not be a good solution. 

  
T. Diedrick also expressed the need for transitional housing for vets, for those coming here for a short term, for 
example for medical treatment. General Cocraft responded that is something that they are looking at as well. 

 
 D. Payne inquired about Cardinal Capital’s need for a BCHA decision by June of this year.  E. Schwenker 

stated that despite a commitment to project based Vouchers, that doesn’t mean they won’t work with us to try 
to get HUD VASH Vouchers.  D. Payne inquired if BCHA commits to 52 vouchers, would those vouchers 
remain un-leased for 2 years?  E. Schwenker responded they would not. The commitment at this point would 
simply be a good faith gesture because Cardinal Capital wouldn’t know for another two years if the other 
pieces to make the project possible will come together.  Because it would take 12 months to build, there would 
be a year’s warning that around 2015, the Voucher would be needed.  R. Aicher stated there would still have 
to be a set-aside period during which the 52 Vouchers would be accumulated.  E. Schwanker said they are 
willing to work with us.  For example, we could say that we don’t want to deliver them all at once, but rather 
over a period of 6 months.  Or if we don’t want to set them all aside 6 months before the vet center opens, he 
thinks it would fine to accept them within 6 months after they open and put a line item in the budget to allow for 
this.  They are willing to work with us for the best us of the Vouchers.  We could look at how many we might 
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have and Cardinal Capital could set aside some funds to give us time to make sure the Vouchers don’t sit 
unused.  R. Strong clarified that without a commitment by the June deadline Cardinal Capital knows not to 
proceed with spending the money on the rest of the process.  E. Schwenker summarized that they just need to 
know that the BCHA is okay with this in principle and Cardinal Capital is then willing to proceed with the other 
steps and throughout that time there will continue to be a discussion regarding how many Vouchers we can 
set aside and in what time periods.  M. Schampers offered that not having to set Vouchers aside beforehand 
and instead, making them available over several months through natural attrition, would alleviate our financial 
concerns.  E. Schwenker explained that in this regard, this is a different situation from Port Plaza Towers when 
all of the vouchers were needed when the residents relocated.  E. Schwenker explained that it can be handled 
this way because there won’t be a need to market these units, so they can take the money otherwise put 
toward marketing and put it in as a subsidy. 

 
 D. Payne stated that we have VASH Vouchers available which are not being used, yet the numbers presented 

today indicate there are plenty of vets to use them.  General Cocraft explained that VASH Vouchers have 
additional requirements and restrictions that regular Vouchers don’t have, including the disability requirement 
and VA case management.  He stated the project could include a mixture of VASH and Section 8 Vouchers. 

 
 R. Aicher expressed that there is so much unknown with our current economy, that it’s hard to make a promise 

for 2-3 years out.  What if Vouchers are cut back?  We don’t have control over that.  E. Schwenker responded 
that they have done a dozen special need housing projects, which all had the same issue.  He expects that all 
of our documents will state that we will only follow through on the commitment if we are funded.  He knows 
that we can’t take all the risk out of it. 

 
 R. Strong stated that WHEDA will require a market study to show that the need is there.  E. Schwenker 

estimated that the completed market study is 20-30 days away and he’d be happy to share it with us. 
 
 R. Strong inquired how they can restrict the housing to veterans only.  General Cocraft replied that HUD is the 

federal agency that could prevent that, but because they are not using any HUD dollars, it’s permissible. 
 
 D. Payne asked if there will be guidelines regarding criminal background for who is admitted to the 

development?  E. Schwenker explained the guidelines will be the same as they are for Housing Choice 
Voucher Program; the applicants will need to get through the process, of which BCHA’s requirements are a 
part.  He further explained that as the housing provider, they are permitted to maintain the same requirements 
for VASH Vouchers as there is for Section 8.  The Housing Authority is not allowed to do this, but they are.  
This is currently done in Milwaukee. 

 
 M. Welch inquired about the percentage of vets in the Milwaukee development that have a physical disability 

as opposed to a mental disability or are there because of age.  He is concerned that a high rise of 3-4 floors 
versus single story is a concern.  General Cocraft replied that they have units specially designed for people 
with disabilities, with lower counters and lighting, Braille, roll-in showers, etc.  He stated an estimated 10% 
have a noticeable physical disability.  E. Schwenker added that 90% of the Port Plaza population has a 
disability and while the new development is on 3 floors, they are all accessible and comfortable for people with 
disabilities.  General Cocraft explained that specific things, such as different wall colors per floor for quick 
recognition of the floor, were built into the design of the building in Milwaukee.  E. Schwenker invited everyone 
to come to Milwaukee to see the existing building. 

 
 M. Welch stated that after the last meeting, he made a list of concerns that were expressed.  He summarized 

that many of those issues were addressed today, including minimizing the financial impact, the need for a 
market study, where the vet population would be coming from, the percentage of vets who would be eligible to 
know if all 52 units were needed.  He expressed that this was a very good presentation and appreciated the 
information.  He asked if the Authority members agree that the next step would be to wait for the market study.  
They agreed. 

 
 R. Aicher stated he arrived late and therefore did not hear about the location for this.  Chuck Lemine, Brown 

County Planner, stated that it is in proximity to or possibly on the site of the old mental health center.  He 
expressed that it is positive that Cardinal Capital as slowed down the process.  The County has a significant 
issue of the mental health center to deal with, for which they are trying to put a strategy together.  They’ve had 
a Request for Proposals out for over 2 years to find a use for that structure.  He knows that building will have a 
blighting influence over time and it is also costly to maintain it.  He feels this project helps to move forward with 
a strategy for that building.  They have had conversations with various officials in the community about the 
possibility of putting a business park in the area.  They want to find projects that are in cooperation with the 
Veterans Clinic going up there, which this project would fit with very well.  He expressed that the County’s 
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intention is to move forward with a plan for the old mental health center and this project would help to 
accomplish that. 

 
 A motion was made by D. Hallet and seconded by T. Diedrick to return to the regular order of the agenda. 

Motion carried 
 
COMMUNICATIONS: 
2. Email from HUD dated March 7, 2012 regarding District Commissioner Training 
 
 R. Hallet explained that the enclosed email was provided by Mr. John Finger of the Milwaukee HUD Field 

Office offering to do commissioner training by district.  She expressed that a date has not yet been offered. 
 
3. Letter from HUD dated February 24, 2012 regarding prohibition to use federal funds for lobbying activities 
 
 R. Hallet stated that this letter was sent to all Housing Authorities as a reminder that HUD funding cannot be 

used for lobbying activities. 
 
REPORTS: 
4. Report on Housing Choice Voucher Rental Assistance Program  

A.  Preliminary Applications 
D. Payne stated that there were 47 preliminary applications in the month of February. 

 
B. Unit Count 

 D. Payne stated that the unit count was 2,986 for February. 
 

C.  Housing Assistance Payments Expenses 
 D. Payne stated that the HAP expenses for February were $1,216,782. 

 
D. Housing Quality Standard Inspection Compliance 
D. Payne reported that 69.50 percent passed the initial inspection, 15.56 percent passed the re-evaluation, 
and the fail rate was 14.94 percent.  R. Aicher commented there is an increase in total numbers of inspections.  
D. Payne replied that the two new inspectors are now trained and doing inspections all day; plus they are 
doing briefings again, which increases the number of inspections. 

 
E.  Program Activity/52681B (administrative costs, portability activity, SEMAP) 
D. Payne stated that in February, there were 175 port outs and 18 port ins, with one being absorbed and the 
remainder being VASH vouchers.  D. Payne stated that ICS was $38,856 under budget, which is more than 
usual because we received administrative fees for the 147 Tenant Protection Vouchers from Port Plaza 
Towers. 

 
F.  Family Self-Sufficiency Program (client count, escrow accounts, graduates, new contracts, 

homeownership) 
D. Payne stated that there were 101 FSS clients in February, of which 34 have escrow accounts.  There was 
one graduate in February and one new contract.  D. Payne stated that there were 81 clients participating in the 
Home Ownership Option in February.  

 
G.  VASH Reports (active VASH, new VASH) 
D. Payne stated that there were 17 participants and 0 new contracts. R. Aicher asked how many are available, 
to which D. Payne responded that there are 25 and reiterated that to qualify, the vets have to get case 
management from the VA, which some may not want. 

 
H.  Langan Investigations Criminal Background Screening and Fraud Investigations 
D. Payne stated there were ten new investigations assigned, one new closed, one previous that is now closed, 
and twelve active.  There were 62 new applications processed, of which two were denied, which ICS knew 
they would be denied, but they needed the police reports to document it. 

 
 

NEW BUSINESS: 
6. Review and approval of revisions to Chapter 3 (Eligibility) of the Housing Choice Voucher Administrative Plan 
 
 D. Payne explained that they are working on reviewing the entire Administrative Plan.  The items highlighted 

are areas that ICS is requesting for removal.  One is income and asset information on the preliminary 



J:\Hous&CD\BCHA\BCHA Meetings\2012\03-19-12\BCHA_Minutes_031912.doc 

application.  She explained this is not needed at the time of the preliminary application because it may change 
by the time they are pulled off the waiting list.  The other part for which removal is requested is asking 
applicants if they are willing to move and if they live outside Brown County.  ICS knows if they live outside 
Brown County by the address, in which case they are put on the non-preference waiting list.  T. Diedrick stated 
that this may be an issue we’ll need to discuss in regards to the veteran housing.  R. Strong stated that the 
issue is if we don’t have any local veteran on the waiting list, because according to our criteria, local veterans 
are given preference, but what happens if we don’t have any qualified local veterans, but there is a veteran 
from outside of Brown County that wants a Voucher?  We’ll have to look at this. 

 
 D. Payne stated the next page explains use of CCAP, which is used but not to check on child support or 

paternity matters, which clients are required to provide.  She is requesting removal of that language. 
 
 A motion was made by T. Diedrick and seconded by A. Hartman to approve the changes as recommended.  

Motion carried. 
 
7. Authorization to apply for FFY 2013 Family Self Sufficiency Coordinator funding 
 
 D. Payne explained that it’s the time of year again to apply for the FSS Coordinator funding, which is due next 

month, so she’s requesting approval to apply for it.  She stated they would be applying for 3 positions, for a 
total of about $135,000, about $45,000 per position. 

 
 A motion was made by D. Hallet and seconded by R. Aicher to authorize applying for the FSS Coordinator 

funding.  Motion carried. 
 
8. Discussion and approval of Amendment to Housing Choice Voucher Contract between BCHA and ICS to 

address ownership of electronic data held in software programs 
 

 R. Hallet explained that a few months ago we discussed the upcoming software conversion and from that 
discussion came the idea to ensure that BCHA retains ownership of the electronic data in the event of any 
change in the relationship between BCHA and ICS.  The existing contract does not address this, so this 
amendment was drafted.  It was forwarded to Corporate Counsel, but we haven’t yet heard back from them.  
ICS has also reviewed it. 

 

 A motion was made by R. Aicher and seconded by T. Diedrick to approve the Amendment subject to approval 
or recommended changes from Corporate Counsel.  Motion carried. 

 
9.  Discussion and possible action on summons for Foreclosure of Mortgage for a recipient of a BCHA loan for 

down payment and closing costs at 2803 Allouez Avenue, Green Bay 
 

R. Hallet explained that this was the same property that was brought forward to the Authority in May, 2011.  
Shortly after that meeting, the homeowner was able to rectify their situation to avoid foreclosure however they 
are now back in a similar situation.  Updated property information is provided in the agenda packets.  R. Aicher 
asked if staff has any knowledge of the value of the property.  R. Hallet stated there was not an appraisal and 
we don’t have access to any information that lends this information.  R. Aicher stated that this is a piece that is 
generally missing from these conversations and perhaps we should discuss the elements that should be 
presented to give the entire story.  He stated for $150 we could get a broker’s opinion, but do we want to 
spend that, and if so, on all cases or only some.  If only some, we have to determine which.  M. Welch 
explained that last time we discussed this, he drove past the property and the neighboring property appeared 
pretty rough.  R. Aicher inquired if this is a single family surrounded by commercial properties?  M. Schampers 
pointed out that the map states Konop on the adjoining plot, which could be Konop Vending.  R. Aicher said 
he’s not prepared to give a recommendation, but this seems to be a missing piece.  M. Schampers suggested 
we may be able to involve neighborhood staff.  R. Aicher indicated a photo of the property may be helpful.  
Based on the photo we may be able to guess the value and therefore decide if it’s worth getting an appraisal.  
R. Strong explained that staff provides a packet to the RDA when they encounter these issues, so we could 
replicate that packet. 
 

 R. Aicher stated another piece of information that would be helpful would be a date of sheriff’s sale.  D. Hallet 
expressed that these cases generally don’t proceed very quickly.  R. Aicher reviewed the summons paperwork 
which stated that the summons was filed in the end of January and it probably takes 6 months.  Further, it says 
a judgment may become a lien, so this isn’t even a judgment yet.  Once there’s a foreclosure judgment in 
place, we’re looking at another 6-12 months at least, so there is time.  He suggests we get the picture, a street 
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view as well as the surrounding properties.  D. Hallet also requested that staff find out if a date of sheriff’s sale 
is set. 

 
 M. Welch stated we would defer action on this agenda item. 
 
10. Discussion and possible action regarding possible short sale of property with BCHA loan at 811 Jordan Road, 

DePere 
 
 R. Hallet explained that this was brought to the Authority in December as a property facing foreclosure.  At that 

time the Authority agreed to write off the loan from the books.  Since then, R. Hallet has been contacted by the 
realtor of a short sale pending on this property.  She stated that the offer to purchase is not enough to pay off 
even the first mortgage, so they are looking for BCHA’s willingness to forgo collecting on the second 
mortgages.  D. Hallet commented that the provided data sheet indicates that the offer is for $65,000 and the 
value is $130,000.  D. Hallet commented that Jordan Road is a good area of DePere. 

 
 M. Schampers commented that last time this was brought forward it was for our internal purposes.  What they 

are looking for now is the Authority’s approval to forgo any claim on this loan.  R. Aicher commented that they 
could pay the filing fee then. 

 
 A motion was made by R. Aicher and seconded by D. Hallet to write off this loan to allow for the short sale of 

the property.  Motion carried. 
 
 R. Aicher commented on a situation in which a person requesting a short sale had other assets.  It didn’t seem 

right that they are asking to walk away from the loan in that situation.  Then some other money showed up and 
everything got paid off.  That may have been a different kind of borrow that what this situation has, but it points 
to the due diligence that we should take in such situations, that perhaps we should take an extra step to look 
into the borrowers situation. 

 
INFORMATIONAL: 
11. Review of year-end financial statements 
 
 M. Schampers that this is an aggregated report as of December 31, 2011.  He will highlight a few areas: 
 
 The handout shows 2011 versus 2010.  The first page is the income statement.  The big difference is a 

decrease of $450,000 in the HUD operating grants.  Then under expenses, the Housing Assistance Payments 
are at $14.69 million, versus $12.4 the year before, so expenses went up.  Together this lead to an a loss of 
operating income of $1.588.  However this isn’t a true loss because all the HAP expenses can be used for is 
HAP, so it means money was taken out of the HAP reserves. 

 
 Next, under prior period adjustments, M. Schampers explained that while helping D. DeWitt at ICS with the 

end-of-year reconciliation, he and the auditors found extra funds that were categorized incorrectly due to a 
misunderstanding, which resulted in ICS shorting themselves.  This had to be recognized and corrected as a 
prior period adjustment. 

 
 The next page is the balance sheet, the assets.  M. Schampers stated the cash and investments decreased 

$1.7 million, mostly because of spending the money on HAP.  The accounts receivable is up.  Accounts 
receivable is the funds on-hand at ICS.  This is a result of the ICS portion of the HAP reserve, the unspent 
admin and FSS reserves.  BCHA takes back the admin and FSS reserve and holds them and ICS would have 
request the Authority’s approval to access it, as per the Contract.  The amount indicated was as of the end of 
2011, but it’s much less now because they have since transferred back some $180,000 of it. 

 
 M. Welch inquired about the difference in years with cash and investments.  M. Schampers explained that it is 

due to the auditor’s preference.  Normally cash is anything that is liquid within 90 days, which we always are, 
so it really shouldn’t have been under investments in the past, but the auditors never said anything and it had 
always been that way.  This year we switched auditors and they said it really should be in the cash category, 
so we changed it. 

 
 D. Hallet noted that the assets are down.  M. Welch asked if we should be concerned about this.  M. 

Schampers explained that they are already on top of this; it’s a direct reflection of the spend-down of the HAP 
reserves and where our leasing was versus funding, which we’ve been talking about and monitoring.  We were 
having discussion for a while about what would happen if we ran out of funding, as a worse-case scenario, but 
we actually have opposite problem now, as we are now trying to lease-up.  This is because the HUD 
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forecasting spreadsheet we were using projected we’d have $12.7 million in HAP funding and we actually got 
over $14 million.  We had lowered our numbers based on the what was forecasted, so now we’re trying to 
lease ourselves back up, which is important because each year is based on the prior year, so if we don’t get 
leased up again, our funding next year would be negatively impacted. 

 
 D. Hallet commented that we are pulling from the waiting list now, and this is why the Langan report indicates 

more background checks.  M. Schampers explained that ICS added a temporary staff to help try to get more 
Vouchers used now, which results in the waiting list decreasing. 

 
12. Update on fraud recovery efforts. 
 
 R. Hallet explained that a total of 439 cases have gone to small claims since 2007. One hundred and ten (110) 

cases have had money collected the Tax Intercept program, totaling $94,440.  So far in 2012, 23 individuals 
have had tax interceptions, for $42,000.  The next section indicates the satisfactions per year, or cases in 
which the full amount owed has been repaid.  There were 31 cases referred to the DA for criminal prosecution.  
The total recoupment was $407,072.  M. Schampers explained that half gets added to the HAP reserve and 
half to the admin reserve. 

 
 R. Aicher inquired how much of this total is from tax interception.  M. Schampers reminded them that we’ve 

only been doing tax interception for a few years.  Prior to that it was based just on the monthly repayments.  
He commented that there are roughly 15 people right now who are making monthly payments.  T. Diedrick 
commented that the incentive to make the monthly repayments it to get back on the HCV Program.  

 
BILLS: 

A motion was made by T. Diedrick and seconded by D. Hallet to approve the bills as presented.  Motion 
carried. 

 
FINANCIAL REPORT: 
 There were no questions about the financial report.  M. Welch stated we are in receipt of the report.  
 
STAFF REPORT: 
13. Status of BCHA intern position 
 
 R. Hallet explained that Stephanie Hummel, the previous intern, has taken a temporary job at ICS, and we are 

in the process of recruiting a new intern.  She hopes to have someone on board in the next month or so.  She 
explains that the position is mutually beneficial to BCHA and the student. 

 
 R. Strong offered another informational item: He stated that the General Capital proposal for the Broadway 

redevelopment project has been submitted and we should hear by mid-April if their application is accepted.  If 
it is, then we will need to sign contracts for the funding that BCHA committed to. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 4:49 PM. 
 
RH: 


