
 

 

MAMMOTH LAKES HOUSING, INC. 

 Board of Directors Meeting  

 

Monday, April 3, 2017 

Regular meeting at 6:00 p.m. 

 

COUNCIL CHAMBER, 437 OLD MAMMOTH ROAD 

MINARET VILLAGE SHOPPING CENTER, SUITE Z 

 

Agenda 

 

NOTE:  In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to 

participate in this meeting, please contact Mammoth Lakes Housing, Inc. at (760) 934-4740. Notification 

48 hours prior to the meeting will enable Mammoth Lakes Housing, Inc to make arrangements to ensure 

accessibility to this meeting. (28 CFR 13.102-35.104 ADA Title II) 

 

I. Call to Order  

 

II. Roll Call 

Lindsay Barksdale, Larry Johnston, Jiselle Kenny, Kirk Stapp, Bill Taylor, John Wentworth 

 

III. Public Comments 

This is the established time for any member of the public wishing to address the Mammoth Lakes 

Housing, Inc. Board of Directors on any matter that does not otherwise appear on the agenda.   

Members of the public desiring to speak on a matter appearing on the agenda should ask the 

Chairman for the opportunity to be heard when the item comes up for consideration. 

 

IV. Approval of minutes from March 6, 2017 Regular Board meeting 

 

V. Board Member reports 

 

VI. MLH monthly status report 

 

VII. Update on State affordable housing bills, President Trump’s proposed HUD budget and possible 

action to recommend to the Town Council the Town of Mammoth Lakes support California SB2, 

SB3 and AB 71  

 

VIII. Mammoth Lakes Community Housing Action Plan; Live, Work, Thrive update 

 

CLOSED SESSION 

I. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8, the Board will hold a closed session to discuss 

property negotiations and possible staff directions and/or action - APN 205-005-000-000  

 

Property: 1700 Old Mammoth Road, #G105 

Negotiating Parties: Jennifer Halferty representing MLH (prospective buyer); Nathan Taylor 

(Owner) 

Under Negotiation: Terms of sale  

Announcement of action taken in closed session. 

 

II. Adjourn  



 

 

MAMMOTH LAKES HOUSING, INC. 
 Board of Directors Meeting  

 
Monday, March 6, 2017 

Regular meeting at 6:00 p.m. 
 

COUNCIL CHAMBER, 437 OLD MAMMOTH ROAD 
MINARET VILLAGE SHOPPING CENTER, SUITE Z 

 
Minutes 

 
I. Call to Order  

The meeting was called to order at 6:05 PM. 
 

II. Roll Call 
Members: Lindsay Barksdale, Larry Johnston, Jiselle Kenny, Kirk Stapp, Bill Taylor, John 
Wentworth 
Staff: Jennifer Halferty, Executive Director and Patricia Robertson, Grant & Financial 
Associate 
Public: Tom Hodges, Mammoth Mountain Ski Area and Sandra Moberly, Community & 
Economic Development, Planning Manager 

 
III. Public Comments 

There were no comments from the public.  
 

IV. Approval of minutes from February 6, 2017 Regular Board meeting 
Bill Taylor moved to adopt the minutes as amended. Lindsay Barksdale seconded the 
motion. The motion passed 5-0. John Wentworth abstained. 

 
V. Board Member reports 

Lindsay Barksdale reported that she received the housing survey call conducted by BBC 
through Mono County’s Housing Element Update in collaboration with the Town of 
Mammoth Lakes. She said that even though the call was cut-off they called her back. 
The survey was interesting and very long. Jiselle Kenny also took the survey. 
 
Larry Johnston announced that tomorrow at the Board of Supervisors meeting there is 
an item on the agenda to update the General Plan to allow transient rentals in all zones 
through a public hearing process.  
 
Kirk Stapp noted his concerns regarding the federal immigration policy and the local 
Hispanic community, which makes up a large part of the local workforce. He estimated 
that many work crews were probably illegal and that the fear level was rising. Many may 
consider going back to Mexico. While the dynamics of this issue keep evolving, it will 
likely have impacts on our community. 
 
John Wentworth noted that he spoke with a constituent that also took the housing 
survey. He spoke about potentially partnering with the County on transient rental data 
mining. 

 
 



 

 

VI. MLH monthly status report 
Jennifer Halferty, Executive Director, gave an update on activities undertaken by staff 
during the month of February. She noted that there have been no vacancies in our rental 
units and that staff is aware of families that have been displaced by the damage caused 
by snow loads as they have been taking rental applications for the wait list. Losing these 
units is exacerbating the already tight rental market. 
 
She explained that interest in homeownership programs continues and that two deed 
restricted homes are currently in escrow. 
 
The postcard that MLH and the Town mailed out to second homeowners regarding the 
workforce housing shortage received 35 pageviews on the website this month. This is in 
part because the Chamber of Commerce included it in their weekly newsletter. To date, 
only one unit has been listed on the MLH website as a result of the postcard. The rent 
listed on this unit appeared high for the local workforce.  
 
Larry Johnston asked for an update regarding the Accessory Dwelling Unit revision. 
Jennifer Halferty explained that certain obstacles to providing ADUs have been removed 
from the Town zoning code in accordance with State law, effective January 1, 2017. 
John Wentworth stated that an analysis regarding the opportunities for ADUs should be 
conducted. Sandra Moberly, Planning Manager, explained that advertising the changes 
to the public was something the Town may consider. Jennifer Halferty said that through 
the Community Housing Action Plan process, opportunities such as ADUs will be 
addressed. 
 
Lindsay Barksdale asked for an update regarding any data that supported the notion that 
a minimum Floor Area Ratio (FAR) would inevitably result in locals housing. Sandra 
Moberly, Planning Manager, explained that after talking with comparison communities 
none of them saw a direct correlation between a minimum FAR and locals housing. This 
would need to be accomplished through some sort of inclusionary requirement. She 
announced that the Planning & Economic Development Commission would meet on 
Wednesday 3/14 to review the minimum FAR. 
 

VII. Select MLH Board members to participate on the Housing Working Group for the 
Town of Mammoth Lakes Community Housing Action Plan; Live, Work, Thrive  
Jennifer Halferty, Executive Director, explained how the Housing Working Group would 
provide valuable insight, informing the two part process that will develop the Community 
Housing Action Plan for the Town of Mammoth Lakes. The group will comprise key 
stakeholders including representatives from tourism (MLT), transit (ESTA), water 
(MCWD), the mountain (MMSA), the real estate community, and others. The kick-off 
meeting takes place on Wednesday, March 15th from 2-3 in the Town/County 
Conference Room. Mammoth Lakes Housing can have two members on the group in 
addition to John Wentworth. Kirk Stapp volunteered. Bill Taylor also volunteered. Lindsay 
Barksdale, Jiselle Kenny, and Larry Johnston will serve as alternates.  
 

VIII. Update on MMSA offer of property for workforce housing  
Jennifer Halferty gave an update regarding talks with Mammoth Mountain Ski Area 
surrounding a 1 acre piece of land on Arrowhead Drive. She explained that she met with 
Tom Hodges and reviewed the previous plans for the site. Tom Hodges stated the 



 

 

Mountain was not willing to pursue an application for funding at this time, due to the fact 
that public funds cannot be used to restrict the units to MMSA employees.  
 

IX. Discussion of the Town Council’s appointment of a subcommittee for the 
recalibration of NGO funding 
Jennifer Halferty explained that the action taken at the Town Council’s March 1st meeting 
was to appoint two members to a subcommittee that will research funds allocation to 
NGO partners. John Wentworth explained that he and Colin Fernie introduced the topic 
and will serve on the subcommittee.  
 
John Wentworth further explained that the subcommittee’s role will be to put together 
information regarding the political commitments to bring to a workshop for the Town 
Council that will be integrated with budget discussions. The subcommittee will review the 
findings and make recommendations to the Town Council based on the history of the 
political commitments, the timeline regarding funding levels, where we are today, and 
where we may want to be. He noted that just because the political commitments were 
opened up during the lawsuit settlement with MLLA doesn’t necessarily mean that they 
don’t have the same validity that they had when they were passed.  
 
John Wentworth continued that we need to look at where the dollars are now going 
today. He and Stacy Corless held a community conversation about 6 months ago where 
they heard a lot of comments regarding a diminishing quality of life and the impacts that 
are occurring to the product. This process will help the Town Council and the community 
to understand what kinds of options there are to recalibrate the funding levels. 
 
Jiselle Kenny asked whether the subcommittee will be reassessing the current needs in 
relation to funding levels, or putting the funding levels back to where they were originally. 
John Wentworth answered that the subcommittee will look at where we were supposed 
to be, where we are now, and where we think the funding should be going based on 
current needs.  
 
John Wentworth requested an agenda item for the next meeting; for Darin Dinsmore to 
give a presentation on housing types, tiny homes, and policies. Staff will include the item 
on the April 4th meeting agenda.   

 
X. Adjourn  

The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 PM. 
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April 2017 - Mammoth Lakes Housing Status Update 

1) Community Resource 

a) Wait-List Management  

1) 50 low and very low income households currently on the rental waiting list 

b) Application distribution, provide program/project information 

1) Distributed seventeen (17) rental and purchase applications  

2) Answered nine (9) rental inquiries via phone/email/walk-ins  

3) Answered thirteen (13) ownership inquiries via phone/email/walk-ins  

4) Answered one (1) tenant’s rights inquiry.  

 

c) There were 11 page-views of the Housing Shortage webpage in March. 

 

2) Housing Program Development, Management and Maintenance 

a) Processed one (1) rental application, two (2) FTHB applications, and one (1) resale 

restriction application. 

b) Down Payment Assistance- 

i. HOME Programs 

1) The Mammoth Lakes HOME Program has a limited amount of Program Income 

available for lending. 

2) The Bishop HOME Program has expired. 

3) The Mono County HOME Program has funds available through an extension of 

their 2013 award.  

ii. CalHome manufactured home funds are available in Mono County, Mammoth Lakes, 

and in Bishop.  

  
Jan 

2017 

Feb 

2017 

Mar 

2017 

Apr 

2017 

May 

2017 

Jun 

2017 

Jul 

2017 

Aug 

2017 

Sept 

2017 

Oct 

2017 

Nov 

2017 

Dec 

2017 

Total 

Visitors 
1,293 690  831         

 

% New 

Visitor 

Sessions 

74%  70% 69%         

 

Pages 

per Visit 
2.15 2.31  2.36         

 

Length 

of Visit 

(mins) 

1:57 01:52  02:03         

 

% 

Mobile 

Device 

51%  47% 50%         
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3) Deed Restriction Management 

a) The Nordica condominium has closed escrow. The homebuyer is very low income and 
works in the hospitality industry and is self-employed.  

b) The resale restricted Meridian Court unit has closed escrow. The homebuyer works in retail.  
c) One current resale restricted homeowner is looking to refinance their first mortgage. MLH 

staff is working with the owner and their lender to coordinate.  
d) MLH processed an application for a local small business owner to purchase a deed restricted 

condo currently on the market. The potential buyer is now working with their bank for 
financing.  

4) Administration of Local Housing Trust Fund and Other Funding Opportunities   

a) The California Strategic Growth Council, who oversees the AHSC cap and trade program, 

has released updated guidelines. The Guidelines are expected to be considered for adoption 

at the June 1, 2017 Strategic Growth Council meeting. At this same meeting discussion of 

timing for the 2017 NOFA and application release is anticipated.  

b) The State is anticipating releasing a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) NOFA 

this month. The Town of Mammoth Lakes will be ineligible to apply for funds if they do not 

spend a minimum of 50% of their 2014 grant award by the time the application is due.  

5) Market Analysis 
MLH staff tracks the real estate market for the potential sale of deed restricted units and overall 

activity. 

a) One non-deed restricted home in Aspen Village is currently on the market for $275,000.  

b) Median home sales figures for Mammoth Lakes taken from the Mammoth Lakes Multiple 

Listings Service (MLS): 

2012 

 Single family: $575,000 

 Condominiums:  $244,000 

2013 

 Single family: $575,000 

 Condominiums: $260,500 
 

2014 

 Single family: $619,000 

 Condominiums: $292,500 

2015  

 Single family: $860,00 

 Condominiums: $305,000 
 

2016  

 Single family: $714,000 

 Condominiums: $299,750 
 

 

 

2017 Year-to-Date 

 Single family: $675,000 

 Condominiums: $312,500 
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6) Coordination with Town of Mammoth Lakes   

a) Collaborating with the Town and County on the housing needs survey BBC has been 

contracted to perform. MLH is marketing the survey in both English and Spanish. MLH will 

be meeting with Spanish speaking employees from Mammoth Hospital to help gather survey 

responses and to do outreach on the Community Housing Action Plan. 

b) Attended the Planning and Economic Development Commission meeting on the topic of 

minimum floor area ratio (FAR).   

c) Produced the annual Mammoth Lakes Vacancy Rate for 2017 - .22% for the year and .67% 

average vacancy rate over the past three years.  

d) Conducted a kick-off meeting with the members of the Housing Working Group and the 

public for the Mammoth Lakes Community Housing Action Plan; Live, Work, Thrive. Phase 

one is under way. 

e) Attended the Walk, Bike, Ride open house and gave feedback on the draft report.  

f) Watched the Town Council’s 2017-2018 budget workshop. Based on the data provided by 

Town staff, the Town spent less than one-third of 1% of the TOT for housing in the 

fiscal year of 15-16. The current fiscal year is on track for a similar figure. Town staff is 

proposing to allocate the same amount in the 17-18 budget.  

 

 

 



 Agenda Item     VII_  
April 3, 2017 

         

AGENDA BILL 

Subject:   Update on State affordable housing bills, President Trump’s 

proposed HUD budget, and possible action to recommend letters of 

support to the Mammoth Lakes Town Council 

Presented by: Jennifer Halferty, Executive Director 

President Trump HUD Budget: 

During the second week of March, the White House released President Trump’s so-

called “Skinny Budget” for 2018, which proposes cuts of $54 billion to domestic 

programs including more than $6.2 billion (13%) to HUD programs and likely deep cuts 

to USDA’s housing programs. In addition to eliminating the valuable Community 

Development Block Grant (CDBG) program ($357 million for California); the HUD cuts 

would include the long-feared elimination of the last remaining HOME funding ($130 

million), which Mammoth Lakes, Mono and Inyo Counties and developers have used to 

create new affordable housing over the years. 

Some examples of how these two HUD programs have benefited the community of 

Mammoth Lakes:  

 HOME funds have helped to create over 14% of Mammoth Lakes’ rental housing 

stock. 

 20 Mammoth Lakes households have received HOME funds when buying their 

first home in town. 

 CDBG funds have helped to create 4 affordable rentals in Mammoth Lakes 

 CDBG funds funded the bus pull-out and multi-use path that runs along Old 

Mammoth Road from the Aspen Village development to Snowcreek Athletic Club. 

 CDBG funds have funded multiple technical assistance grants for a range of 

studies. 

 13 Mammoth Lakes households have received CDBG funds when buying their 

homes in town.  

 The Glass Mountain Apartments have received CDBG rehabilitation funds.  

 

California Bills: 

As evidence that housing is a top priority for many legislatures there are over 100 

affordable housing related bills that have been introduced in the California legislature. 

With the loss of $1 billion annually from the demise of redevelopment and exhaustion of 

Prop 1C, the State has seen a 66% decrease in public investment in affordable housing. 

These bills are California Coalition for Rural Housing Priority Bills.  



SB2 (Atkins) Building Homes and Jobs Act - Would generate $200 million - $300 

million annually through a $75 fee (capped at $225) on real estate recorded documents, 

excluding those documents associated with real estate sales. As the bill is currently 

written, 50% of collected fees will be distributed directly to local governments to address 

local needs. The remaining funds must be allocated to affordable homeownership 

needs for a growing workforce and 10% of overall funds must be used to meet the 

affordable housing needs of farmworkers and their families.  

SB3 (Beall) – Would enact the Affordable Housing Bond Act of 2018, authorizing 

issuance of $3 billion in bonds. Proceeds would fund existing housing program, as well 

as infill infrastructure financing and affordable- development mating grant programs.  

 Since 1988, Californians have approved five housing bond initiatives. The last 

one was Prop 1C in 2006 and the funds are exhausted. 

 SB 3 places another housing bond on the ballot and lets the voters decide 

whether to authorize additional funding to address the state’s dire housing needs.  

AB 71 (Chiu) Bring California Home Act – Would repeal the State mortgage interest 

deduction for vacation homes and put the money toward a $300 million increase in the 

State housing tax credit. This would be an ongoing funding source.  

 Given the housing crisis, we need to be building much more affordable rental 

housing but the current amount of State Low-Income Housing Tax Credits is 

insufficient to meet the demand. 

 Would not impact second homeowner’s ability to claim a mortgage interest 

deduction from their federal taxes. 

 It is estimated that the average second home mortgage interest deduction is 

$1,000 per year.  According to the California Association of Realtors, roughly 

44% of second homes are bought with cash and would therefore not be impacted 

by AB 71.  

 Only impact vacation homes not used as rentals. 

 

Attachments: 

 Providing Homes To Protect Californians 

 SB 3 (Beall) Affordable Housing Bond Act of 2018 

 Sample support letter for SB 2 

 Sample support letter for SB 3 

 Sample support letter for AB 71 

 



California leaders have pledged to protect our state’s values of inclusion, equity and opportunity as 
the nation ushers in a new political era.  Nothing embodies these principles more than ensuring that 
all Californians have a safe place to live - a sanctuary, where access to employment, health care and 
education is not impeded.

But without affordable homes, no city can be a sanctuary. With no place to get ready for work or 
school, to recover from illness or to age in place, this important pledge of protection cannot reach its full 
potential.

Californians today pay more for a place to live than at any other point in history, forcing many to live in 
unsafe housing or on the streets. When the cost of housing eats up too much of a family’s income, it’s 
more difficult to afford items necessary to their well-being like healthy food, reliable transportation, and 
health care. California has the highest level of poverty in the nation because of the impact of housing 
on our cost of living.

Our leaders have proposals in front of them right now to fix the following bad policies that created this 
situation:

Providing Homes to 
Protect Californians

• We spend $300 million every year to subsidize purchases of 
vacation homes for 195,000 households when more than 3 
million families struggle to keep a roof over their head at all. State 
investment needs to be better targeted to the people struggling to 
stay afloat, not the wealthy few.

• A predictable, ongoing funding source no longer exists to make 
housing developments that target Californians at the lowest income 
levels viable. A new report from the state’s Department of Housing 
and Community Development finds “unstable funding for affordable-
home development is impeding our ability to meet California’s 
housing needs, particularly for lower-income households.” 

“Unstable funding for 
affordable-home development 
is impeding our ability to meet 
California’s housing needs, 
particularly for lower-income 
households.” - HCD

AB 71 and SB 2 address the lack of affordable homes, reverse bad policies and provide 
sustainable revenue streams for California’s future: 

•	 AB 71: Bring California Home Act (Chiu) - to eliminate the vacation home mortgage interest 
deduction and use the $300 million savings to the state to develop and preserve homes for tens of 
millions of Californians.

•	 SB 2: Homes and Jobs Act (Atkins) - to provide predictable, ongoing funding into proven, highly 
utilized state affordable home programs that boost the economy and move toward a California 
where your housing costs don’t leave you without money for food, health care or transportation.

See reverse for more information on these bills.

For more information, contact Tyrone Buckley at Housing California, tbuckley@housingca.org, or Marina Wiant 
at California Housing Consortium, mwiant@calhsng.org.



Author: Senator Toni Atkins

SB 2 creates an ongoing funding source that helps the 
state live within its means. By instating a modest $75 
document recording fee on real estate transactions, 
excluding property sales and capped at $225, SB 
2 would increase California’s supply of affordable 
homes, create jobs, and spur economic growth without 
incurring additional debt.

SB 2 will:
• Generate hundreds of millions of dollars and 

leverage significant federal, local, and private 
investment.

• Create an estimated 29,000 jobs annually for 
every $500 million spent, primarily in construction

• Deploy these dollars throughout California using 
a successful public/private model, generating 
revenue for local governments.

• Build safe and affordable apartments and single-
family homes for struggling Californians, including 
families, seniors, veterans, people with disabilities, 
and people experiencing homelessness.

• Help businesses attract and retain the talent that 
fuels California’s economy.

• Allocate 20% of overall funds generated to 
affordable homeownership opportunities for a 
growing workforce and 10% to meet the housing 
needs of agricultural workers and their families.

SB 2: Building Homes and Jobs Act

Co-Sponsors: Housing California and California Housing Consortium

AB 71: Bring California Home Act
Author: Assemblymember David Chiu

AB 71 is an ongoing funding source created by saving 
an unjustifiable $300 million state tax subsidy for 
vacation homes to expand rental opportunities for the 
most vulnerable Californians.

AB 71 will:
• Expand the successful state Low-Income Housing 

Tax Credit Program (LIHTC) by $300 million 
annually, leveraging an additional $600 million in 
federal funds to build more than 3,000 affordable 
homes each year.

• Build on the successful track record of the LIHTC 
program, which has produced or preserved more 
than 300,000 homes, created 340,000 jobs, and 
generated $32 billion in local income and $12.7 
billion in tax revenues in California since 1986.

• Stop the return of hundreds of millions of dollars 
back to the federal government that could 
otherwise be used to finance additional affordable 
developments in California.

• Incentivize private investment and generate up-
front dollars needed to get developments off the 
ground.

• Only impact vacation homes not used as rentals, 
or vacation homes that are rented out some of 
the time but the owners stay in the home for 14 
days or more than 10% of the number of days of 
the home is rented out. Properties used as rentals 
may continue to deduct mortgage interest from the 
rental income as a rental expense.

• Not impact Californians’ ability to claim a mortgage 
interest deduction for a vacation home on their 
federal taxes.

These two pieces of legislation come at a crucial time for California, when state housing 
investment has plummeted by 69% in the last decade, worsening the unprecedented housing 
affordability crisis in our state. Today, more than 1.7 million Californians are paying more than 
half their income in rent – leaving too few dollars for nutrition, medicine, transportation and other 
fundamentals.
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ISSUE
 

This bill seeks to provide $3 billion through a 
statewide housing bond to fund existing critical and 
successful affordable housing programs in California. 

BACKGROUND 

California is home to 21 of the 30 most expensive 
rental housing markets in the country, which has had 
a disproportionate impact on the middle class and the 
working poor. A person earning minimum wage 
must work three jobs on average to pay the rent for a 
two-bedroom unit. Housing units affordable to low
income earners, if available, are often in serious 
states of disrepair. 

California also faces a housing shortage: 2.2 million 
extremely low-income and very low-income renter 
households are competing for only 664,000 
affordable rental homes. This leaves more than 1.54 
million of California's lowest income households 
without access to housing. 

As a result, low-income families are forced to spend 
more and more of their income on rent, which leaves 
little else for other basic necessities. Many renters 
must postpone or forego homeownership, live in 
more crowded housing, commute further to work, or, 
in some cases, choose to live and work elsewhere. 

California has seen a significant reduction of state 
funding in recent years. The funds from Proposition 
46 of 2002 and Proposition 1C in 2006 -- totaling 
nearly $5 billion for a variety of affordable housing 
programs -- have been expend~d. Combined with the 
loss of redevelopment funds, $1.5 billion of annual 
state investment dedicated to housing has been lost, 
leaving several critical housing programs unfunded. 
Furthermore, California should expect significant 
funding cuts and even the elimination of some 
housing programs funded by the federal government. 

TIDSBILL 

This $3 billion statewide housing general obligation 
bond, similar to Props 46 and 1C, funds existing and 
successful affordable housing programs in California, 
with the intent of addressing the shortage of housing 
stock. 'This bond will fund the following existing 
state programs: 

•	 Multifamily Housing 
•	 CalHome 
•	 Joe Serna Farmworker Housing 
•	 Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant 
•	 Building Equity and Growth in
 

Neighborhoods (BEGIN)
 
•	 Transit-Oriented Development 
•	 Infill Infrastructure Financing 

The programs in this bond specifically fund the 
construction, rehabilitation, and preservation of 
housing for those at risk of or currently experiencing 
homelessness and low-income earners, as well as 
create more homeownership opportunities for low
and moderate-income earners. 

Investing in affordable housing will save Californians 
money. For every $.70 of state investment, 
California can leverage $3 in federal tax credits and 
bonds. Taken together with an additional $11 billion 
in leveraged federal funding, this bond bill will result 
ill: 

•	 147,000 jobs 
•	 More than $9 billion in labor income 
•	 $24.5 billion in economic activity 
•	 $1.1 billion in additional local and state taxes 

& fee revenue 

As demonstrated through Prop 46 and Prop 1C and 
the 183,000 units they created, this bond will have a 
real and lasting impact on the housing shortage and 
match recent local efforts to fund housing through the 
passage of local housing bonds. 

STATVSNOTES 

Introduced-December 5,2016 
Senate T&H Committee (Feb. 28) - 10:2 

SUPPORT 

California Apartment Association 
California Building Industry Association 
California Coalition for Rural Housing 
California Commission on Aging 
California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation 
California Housing Partnership Corporation 
California Housing Consortium 
California State Association of Counties 
Cities Association of Santa Clara County 

Lnst Updated MarcTt 1, 2017 



City of American Canyon
 
City ofBelmont
 
City of Concord
 
City ofDaiy City
 
City of Fort Bragg
 
City of Fremont
 
City of Goleta
 
City of Hayward
 
City of Indio
 
City of Lakeport
 
City of Los Angeles
 
City of Mill VaHey
 
City of Mountain View
 
City ofNapa
 
City of Petaluma
 
City of Sacramento
 
City of San Jose
 
City of San Mateo
 
City of San Rafael
 
City of Santa Monica
 
City of Santa Rosa
 
City of Sunnyvale
 
City of Thousand Oaks
 
City of Union City 
City of Walnut Creek 
City of West Hollywood 
Community Housing Partnership 
Council of Community Housing Organizations 
East Bay Developmental Disabilities Legislative 

Coalition 
East Bay Local Asian Development Corporation 
Eden Housing 
Habitat for Humanity 
Housing California 
The John Stewart Company 
League of California Cities 
League of Women Voters of California 
Leading Age California 
Marin County Council of Mayors and 

Councilmembers 
Mercy Housing 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
National Association of Social Workers 
Non-Profit Housing Association ofNorthern 

California 
San Luis Obispo Housing Trust Fund 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
Silicon Valley Leadership Group 
Southern California Association ofNonprofit 

Housing 
SV@Home 
Town of Danville 
TransForm 

United Ways ofCaJifomia 
Western Center on Law and Poverty 

OPPOSITION 

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association 

FOR MORE INFORMATION 

Staff Contact: 
Alison Hughes, 
Alison.Hughes@sen.ca.gov 
(916) 651-4121 

LltSt Updated Marchi, 2017 



[Place on your letterhead or include your address block] 

 

[Insert Date] 

 

The Honorable Toni Atkins 

California State Senate 

State Capitol, Room 4072 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Dear Senator Atkins, 

 

[Insert your organization's name] is writing to voice our support of SB 2, the Building Homes 

and Jobs Act, which takes a significant step toward creating a permanent source of funding for 

affordable housing development. 

 

[Include one sentence to briefly describe your organization] 

 

Californians are facing a harder time finding a place to live than at any point in our history. 

California’s broken and backward housing policies have contributed to the worsening crisis:  

 A decade of disinvestment has starved local communities of the seed dollars they need to 

bring affordable homes to their neighborhoods. A new report from the state’s own 

Department of Housing and Community Development finds “unstable funding for 

affordable-home development is impeding our ability to meet California's housing needs, 

particularly for lower-income households.” 

 California spends $300 million in tax dollars every year to subsidize purchases of second 

homes for some Californians when millions more struggle to have a roof over their head 

at all. 

 Existing laws that require local governments to plan to accommodate jobs and growth 

haven’t resulted in the promised affordable development. 

SB 2 creates an ongoing funding source that helps the state live within its means. By imposing a 

modest $75 document recording fee on real estate transactions, excluding property sales and 

capped at $225, SB 2 would increase California's supply of affordable homes, create jobs, and 

spur economic growth without incurring additional debt. 

The Building Homes and Jobs Act will: 

 Generate hundreds of millions of dollars in state investment and leverage significant 

additional funding in federal, local, and private investment.  

 Create an estimated 29,000 jobs annually for every $500 million spent on affordable 

housing, primarily in the beleaguered construction sector. 

 Deploy these dollars throughout California using a successful private/public partnership 

model, generating revenue for local governments.  

 Build safe and affordable apartments and single-family homes for Californians in need, 

including families, seniors, veterans, people with disabilities, and people experiencing 

homelessness.  

 Help businesses attract and retain the talent that fuels California’s economy.  



 

This bill comes at a crucial time for California, when state investment in housing has plummeted 

by 69% in the last decade, worsening the unprecedented housing affordability crisis in our state.  

Today, more than 1.7 million Californians are paying more than half their income in rent – 

leaving too few dollars for nutrition, medicine, transportation and other fundamentals. 

 

Thank you for your leadership on this important issue. 

 

Sincerely,  
 

[Insert Your Full Name] 

[Insert Your Title] 

 

Cc:  Tyrone Buckley, Policy Director, Housing California (tbuckley@housingca.org)  

Marina Wiant, Policy Director, California Housing Consortium  (mwiant@calhsng.org)   

 

 

 

 

mailto:tbuckley@housingca.org
mailto:mwiant@calhsng.org


[Place on your letterhead or include your address block] 

 

[Insert Date] 

 

The Honorable Jim Beall  

California State Senate 

State Capitol, Room 2082 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

RE: Support SB 3 

 

Dear Senator Beall, 

 

[The CITY OF CITY supports your SB 3, the Affordable Housing Bond Act of 2018, which authorizes a $3 

billion general obligation bond to fund affordable housing programs and infill infrastructure projects. 

 

Cities are in great need of assistance now that Proposition 46 and Proposition 1C funds have been 

allocated, $1.5 billion in annual redevelopment funding have been eliminated, and federal investments in 

critical housing programs have been slashed 50-77% from 2005 to 2015.  

 

INCLUDE CITY/TOWN SPECIFIC INFO OR ANECDOTE 

 

The lack of construction in the private housing market has resulted in increasing rents and home prices 

well above the national average, while also playing a role in the state’s homeless population climbing to 

116,000 after years of progress.  SB 3 would help mitigate these problems by infusing $3 billion into the 

affordable housing market. 

 

For these reasons, the CITY OF CITY supports SB 3 and applauds your leadership on this important 

matter. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

[Insert Your Full Name] 

[Insert Your Title] 

 

Cc:  Tyrone Buckley, Policy Director, Housing California (tbuckley@housingca.org)  

Marina Wiant, Policy Director, California Housing Consortium  (mwiant@calhsng.org)   

 

 

 

 

mailto:tbuckley@housingca.org
mailto:mwiant@calhsng.org


[Place on your letterhead or include your address block] 

 

[Insert Date] 

 

The Honorable David Chiu  

California State Assembly 

State Capitol, Room 2196 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

RE: Support AB 71 

 

Dear Assemblymember Chiu, 

 

[Insert your organization's name] is writing to voice our support of AB 71, the Bring California Home 

Act, which begins to fix California’s backward housing policy to ensure that more Californians can have 

a safe, affordable place to call home.  Thank you for authoring this important bill.  

 

[Include one sentence to briefly describe your organization] 

 

Californians are facing a harder time finding a place to live than at any point in our history. California’s 

broken and backward housing policies have contributed to the worsening crisis:  

 A decade of disinvestment has starved local communities of the seed dollars they need to bring 

affordable homes to their neighborhoods. A new report from the state’s own Department of 

Housing and Community Development finds “unstable funding for affordable-home development 

is impeding our ability to meet California's housing needs, particularly for lower-income 

households.” 

 California spends $300 million in tax dollars every year to subsidize purchases of second homes 

for some Californians when millions more struggle to have a roof over their head at all. 

 Existing laws that require local governments to plan to accommodate jobs and growth 

haven’t resulted in the promised affordable development. 
 

AB 71 recognizes that state housing policies have contributed to the worsening crisis, and state policies 

have a crucial role in solving it. First, AB 71 protects the mortgage interest deduction that allows 

Californians to achieve the dream of owning a home to raise their families.  This important legislation 

also invests savings from an unjustifiable $300 million state tax subsidy for vacation homes to expand 

rental opportunities for the lowest-wage earning Californians and their families, seniors and people with 

disabilities on fixed incomes, and veterans who are otherwise unable to access the rental market.  

 

AB 71 would expand the successful state Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program by $300 million 

annually, leveraging an additional $600 million in federal funds to build more than 3,000 affordable 

homes each year.  Combined, the federal and state tax credit programs are powerful housing production 

programs because they incentivize private investment and generate the up-front dollars needed to get 

affordable housing developments off the ground. AB 71 builds on the successful track record of these 

programs in California, which have produced or preserved more than 300,000 homes, created 340,000 



jobs, and generated $32.33 billion in local income and $12.73 billion in tax revenues in California since 

1986.  

 

Without the state-matching dollars AB 71 would provide, California returns hundreds of millions of 

dollars back to the federal government that could otherwise be used to finance additional affordable 

housing construction in California. 

 

AB 71 comes at a crucial time for California, when state housing investment has plummeted by 69% in 

the last decade, worsening the unprecedented housing affordability crisis in our state.  Today, more than 

1.7 million Californians are paying more than half their income in rent – leaving too few dollars for 

nutrition, medicine, transportation and other fundamentals.  

 

Thank you for your leadership on this important issue. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

[Insert Your Full Name] 

[Insert Your Title] 

 

Cc:  Tyrone Buckley, Policy Director, Housing California (tbuckley@housingca.org)  

Marina Wiant, Policy Director, California Housing Consortium  (mwiant@calhsng.org)   

 

 

 

 

mailto:tbuckley@housingca.org
mailto:mwiant@calhsng.org
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