TN-507 CONTINUUM OF CARE
2026 RENEWAL PROJECT SCORECARD: PSH - Renewals
Agency: ___________________________________	Project Name: ______________________
Requested Amount: ___________________       Final Score: _______________________
	CoC Thresholds
(Application - parts 1.a. to 1.k.)
	Met
	Not Met

	Applicant meets all eligibility criteria 
	
	

	Agreement to fully participate in Coordinated Entry
	
	

	Agreement to participate with HMIS or Comparable Database
	
	

	Project has certified it does not use racial preferences as defined in section V4.6 of the CoC NOFO
	
	

	Project has certified it does not operate safe injection sites as defined in section V4.6 of the CoC NOFO
	
	

	Project requires supportive services in alignment with the CoC service participation policy.
	
	

	If project application meets all CoC Threshold criteria, please complete the rest of the scorecard. If project fails to meet any Threshold criteria, please do not score as project is not eligible for funding.

	Supportive Services, Partnerships, and Special Populations
	Max Points
	Application Score

	Participation Requirement for Supportive Services: Does the project require program participants to take part in supportive services (e.g., case management, employment training, substance use disorder treatment, etc.) in alignment with the CoC service participation policy? 

Supportive Services Required with a plan to share Supportive Services Agreements before grant ends = 10 points
Supportive Services Required, but no agreements = 7 points
Answered "No" = 0 points 
(Data Source: Application)

	10
	


	Does the project target one or more the CoC's identified high needs populations? (Chronic Homelessness, Disabled, Veterans, Families with Children, Unaccompanied Youth, Domestic Violence) 
Yes = 4,  No = 0 
(Data Source: Application)

	4
	

	Project has partnerships in place for educational supports/services for children ages 0-5, such as Public Pre-K, Head Start, Child Care, or home visiting/MIECHV
Yes = 1,  No = 0 
(Data Source: Application)

	1
	

	Project has partnership to provide specialized supportive services for homeless individuals with a high level of medical needs.
Yes = 1,  No = 0
(Data Source: Application)

	1
	

	Project has partnership to serve aging and elderly individuals experiencing homelessness, such as with a provider of residential care, assisted living, or medical respite services
Yes = 1,  No = 0
(Data Source: Application)

	1
	

	Project has a written agreement with a workforce development organization (such as the Local Workforce Development Board, State Workforce Agency, American Job Center (also known as One-Stop Career Centers), registered apprenticeship program, community or technical college, union training program, adult education provider, or State Vocational Rehabilitation agency) focused on helping participants increase employment income

Application includes written agreements = 2 points
Answered “Yes”, but supplied no written agreements = 1 point
Answered "No" = 0 points 
(Data Source: Application)

	2
	

	Project prioritizes individuals experiencing chronic homelessness. 

To get this 1 point, the application must describe how that project provides on-site behavioral healthcare; has a policy for assessing program participant need for higher level of care (i.e., assisted living, residential treatment); and has a policy for assessing program participant readiness for moving on to unsubsidized or other permanent housing.
(Data Source: Application)

	1
	

	Supportive Services, Partnerships, and Special Populations Section Total
	20

	

	Project and System Level Performance
	
	

	Returns to Homelessness:
Demonstrate the rate at which persons who exited to permanent housing destinations experienced additional spells of homelessness over a 12- month period

< 7% over 12 months = 8 points                                                                            < 11% and ≥7% over 12 months = 6 points
Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcomes or includes explanation for why that is not possible, up to  3 points
(Data Source: APR/Monitoring)
	8
	

	Returns to Homelessness:
Demonstrate the rate at which persons who exited to permanent housing destinations experienced additional spells of homelessness over a 24-month period

< 8% over 24 months = 8 points                                                               
<16% and ≥8% over 24 months = 6 points
Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcomes or includes explanation for why that is not possible, up to 3 points
(Data Source: APR/Monitoring)
	8
	

	Employment Income:
Percentage of adult participants who increased employment income during the most recent grant term?
20% or higher = 10 Points
≥15% and <20% = 7 Points
≥5% and <15% = 4 points
< 5% increased = 0 Points
Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcomes or includes explanation for why that is not possible, up to 3 points
(Data Source: APR)
	10
	

	Total Income:
Percentage of all adult participants remaining in the project (stayers) who increased total income?
≥25% = 5 points
24%-20% = 4 points
19%-15%  = 3 points
14%-10% = 2 points
9%-5% = 1 point
<5% with narrative = 0.5 points
<5% NO narrative = 0 points
(Data Source: APR)
	5
	

	Retention
Percentage of successful retentions
≥93% = 5 Points
≥83 - <93% = 2.5 Points
<83% = 0 Points
Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcomes or includes explanation for why that is not possible = 1 point
(Data Source: Sage Dashboard)

	5
	

	Exits to unsubsidized housing
Of all program exits during the grant term, what percentage are exits to unsubsidized housing?
≥20% = 4 Points
≥15% and <20% = 2 Points
<15% = 0 Points

Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcomes or includes explanation for why that is not possible = 1 point
(Data Source: APR)

	4
	

	Unit Utilization Rates
95% or higher = 3 points
≥90% and <95%= 2 points
≥85% and <90% = 1 point
Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcome or includes explanation for why that is not possible =.5 point
(Data Source: calculated from APR)
	3
	

	Unknown Exits
10% or lower = 2 points
<20% and >10% = 1 point

Optional alternative: applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcome or includes explanation for why that is not possible =.5 point
(Data Source: APR)
	2
	

	Project and System Level Performance Section Total
	45
	

	CoC Participation
	
	

	Does grantee attend at least half of the general CoC Meetings?
Yes: 1  No: 0 
(Data Source: Monitoring) 
	1
	

	Does the grantee regularly participate in at least one CoC Committee?
Yes: 1  No: 0 
(Data Source: Monitoring)
	1
	

	Does the grantee fill anticipated openings through a Coordinated Entry and Case Conferencing systems?
Yes: 2  No: 0
(Data Source: Monitoring)
	2
	

	Did the grantee provide volunteers for the most recent unsheltered PIT count?
Yes: 2  No: 0 
(Data Source: Monitoring)
	2
	

	Accurate and complete HMIS/Comparable Db data entry

Does the project maintain an average of 7 days or less between participants' project start and entry into HMIS/Comparable Db? = 2 points; Applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcome = 1 point; Neither = 0 points

Does your project maintain an average data completeness score of less than 2% missing data? = 2 points; Applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcome = 1 point; Neither = 0 points

Is the total move-in date error less than 5%? = 2 points; Applicant briefly describes a plan for improving outcome = 1 point; Neither = 0 points
(Data Source: ICA)
	6
	

	Did project submit APR on time?
Yes: 3  No: 0
(Data Source: Sage)
	3
	

	CoC Participation Section Total
	15
	

	Cost Effectiveness/Financial Stability
	
	

	Does the project budget adequately ensure appropriate capacity including staffing and other program expenses to support the proposed project in a cost-effective manner? 
Yes= 4  No= 0
(Data Source: Application)
	4
	

	Cost Effectiveness of Project:
0 to 4 points
	4
	

	Drawdowns are completed in ELOCCS at least quarterly?  
Yes: 5  No: 0
(Data Source: ELOCCS Report)
	5
	

	Unspent funds on most recent expired grant
· 100% of grant award spent = 5 points
· ≥95% and <100% of grant award spent = 4 points
· ≥90% and < 95% of grant award spent = 3 point
· ≥85% and < 90% of grant award spent = 2 point
· ≥80% and < 85% of grant award spent = 1 point
· Less than 80% of grant award spent = 0 points

Applications can provide a brief explanation for unspent funds for 1 additional point. PSH or RRH programs where the only unspent funds were rental assistance funds due to the difference between FMR and Rent Reasonableness calculation should be awarded full points. 
(Data Source: Monitoring)

	5
	

	The project has no unresolved HUD Monitoring or OIG Audit finding(s) concerning any previous grant term related to this renewal project request.
Yes: 2  No: 0 
(Data Source: Application)
	2
	

	Cost Effectiveness Section Total
	20
	

	Total
	100
	



	Project Application Score

	Supportive Services, Partnerships, and Special Populations: ____________________
Project and System Level Performance: ____________________
CoC Participation: ____________________
Cost Effectiveness: ____________________
===================
Final Score: ____________________ 



