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The Collaborative is well aware of a few recent publications that have amplified some findings in last 
year’s GAO report on RAD and/or other articles that have focused largely on limited but egregious 
implementation issues including relocation practices, improper right-to-return procedures, poor 
communications and insufficient HUD monitoring.  
 
We do not accept—and strongly urge quickly correcting—any type of deficient RAD implementation 
practice. And we welcome and encourage media in exercising its responsibility to identify issues and 
poor practices associated with RAD regardless if they are intentional or owing to inexperience, limited 
capacity or time pressures. It’s in all stakeholders’ interests—PHAs, their development and management 
partners, financing sources, other practitioners, resident advocates—to assure that RAD works as 
intended. It’s proven too valuable of a resource in preserving, redeveloping and/or recapitalizing 
valuable affordable housing for current and future residents who truly need it to be tarnished by any 
level of shoddy practice. 
 
At the same time, we have found that these articles have mis-characterized various RAD features—such 
as labeling RAD as “privatization,” or suggesting that residents will be “re-screened” for continued 
occupancy similar to the HOPE VI program, or reporting that Section 8 contracts are time limited that 
will lead to increased rents and likely displacement. While none of these statements is true, these 
articles also tend to cross-reference one another without proper fact-checking effecting a circular echo 
of misstatements of how RAD actually works. For example, RAD is now often referred to as 
“privatization” in shorthand references and many article headlines. Yet RAD statutorily requires public 
ownership or control of current public housing and is precluded from ceding ownership and control to 
private hands, which is the very definition of privatization. Even when PHAs are required to form new 
partnership ownership structures to take advantage of Low Income Housing Tax Credits—which they 
have been doing for more than 20 years under the Mixed-Finance program—they must either retain an 
ownership interest or strong control mechanisms through the time-limited duration of the partnership.  
 
Given the prevalence of these misstatements, PHAs increasingly report that their efforts to help 
residents fairly understand the RAD conversion process are hampered by persistent myths about RAD.  
It is equally unfortunate when myths, misunderstandings or repeated misstatements about RAD cloud 
reported practice issues in the minds of policy makers and local officials and—more importantly—what 
may or may not be needed to effectively address them. 
 
To help promote a better understanding of how RAD actually works, the Collaborative has pulled 
together, updated and tried to sort clear facts from a range of myths about RAD that continue to 
circulate, which can be found here. The Collaborative will periodically update this compilation as 
needed. Please send along suggestions for what would be helpful to include in future updates by 
sending an email to: info@radcollaborative.org.  
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