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The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has long required that the transportation
impacts of projects be studied, and mitigated if necessary, before approval. Historically,
these studies focused on congestion and delay (e.g., how long a driver might wait at an
intersection), and mitigation typically included the construction of additional
infrastructure, such as additional lanes and expanded intersections. Research has shown
that this type of mitigation often leads to more driving, which leads to even greater
environmental impacts.

Following implementation of SB 743 (Steinberg, 2013), transportation impacts studies
shifted focus to vehicle miles traveled (how much and how far project users may need to
drive). Under this approach, mitigation strategies primarily focus on reducing the amount
of driving through investments in transit service, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure,
transportation demand management strategies, and project design features that support
shorter trips and alternative transportation options.

Building affordable housing is another strategy for reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT).
When affordable housing is built near transit, employment, and daily services, its
residents are more likely to forgo automobile travel, especially compared to market-rate
housing built in the same location. Low- and moderate-income households tend to have
lower rates of vehicle ownership and higher rates of transit use than their higher-income
counterparts, and this pattern is amplified when affordable units are located in accessible,
mixed-use neighborhoods. Adding affordable housing in those locations can serve as VMT
mitigation in two ways: (1) it reduces trip generation, and (2) it reduces displacement that
occurs when lower-income households are priced out of accessible urban

neighborhoods.

While building affordable housing in the right places is a highly effective way to reduce
VMT, it requires investment at a scale that may exceed any one project’s overall VMT
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impact. Even for projects that could mitigate at that scale, it may not be appropriate to
include a residential component.

Assembly Bill 130 (AB 130), which Governor Newsom signed in 2025, addresses both of
those issues by establishing a VMT mitigation program (Mitigation Program) to be
administered by the California Department of Housing and Community Development
(HCD). When the Mitigation Program is operational:

e Developers and lead agencies will continue to study their project’s potential VMT
impacts to determine what amount, if any, needs to be mitigated.

e After considering various mitigation strategies, a lead agency may choose to
participate in the Mitigation Program.

e [falead agency chooses to participate, it would approach HCD to determine the
appropriate contribution amount based on the VMT mitigation credit value for
where the project is located and the amount of VMT the lead agency wants to
reduce.

e Upon depositing that amount into the Mitigation Program, the lead agency’s
obligation to mitigate those VMT impacts under CEQA would be complete.

e HCD would then pool those contributions and award funds to eligible affordable
housing projects.

e Awards from the Mitigation Program will be monitored over time to ensure VMT
reductions.

The Mitigation Program is expected to create more affordable housing and more mitigation
options for new development, leading to reduced adverse environmental impacts across
California.

In addition to establishing the Mitigation Program, AB 130 tasked the Governor’s Office of
Land Use and Climate Innovation (LCI) with developing methodology to guide HCD’s
implementation of the Mitigation Program. Specifically, it tasked LCI with:

e Determining how to set the contribution amounts that would be needed to mitigate
an impacting project’s VMT (see Sections 5.0-7.0);

e I|dentifying where those contributions may be invested (see Sections 3.0-4.0); and

e Developing a process to monitor those investments over time (see Sections 2.0 and
8.0).
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This document, the Statewide Vehicle Miles Traveled Mitigation Program Guidance,
provides those implementation details. It also informs HCD’s Transit-Oriented
Development Program Guidelines, which will guide the distribution of funding to eligible
affordable housing projects.

While these documents are necessary for providing the foundation for the Mitigation
Program, more work remains. LCI will continue to coordinate with HCD on the specific
details of implementation and begin a formal rulemaking process to adopt the CEQA
Guidelines necessary for implementing the Mitigation Program. As part of that process, LCI
will be engaging with interested parties. To ensure that you receive information about
upcoming engagement opportunities, sign up for the CEQA Guidelines email distribution
list at https://www.lci.ca.gov/e-lists/
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1.0 Introduction

OnJune 30, 2025, Governor Gavin Newsom signed California Assembly Bill (AB) 130,
expanding the existing Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Program (TOD
Program), administered by the California Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD). Additionally, AB 130 directed the Governor's Office of Land Use and
Climate Innovation (LCI) to develop guidance for a voluntary, statewide vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) mitigation program (Mitigation Program) under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). Lead agencies that determine a project will have a significant VMT
impact (Impacting Project) under CEQA may use the Mitigation Program as one optional
strategy to mitigate that impact to a less-than-significant level, or to the extent feasible, by
contributing to the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund (TDIF). HCD would
then use contributions collected via the TDIF to award funding for VMT-efficient affordable
housing and related infrastructure projects (Mitigating Projects) through the TOD Program
that would not have otherwise been built but for the contribution of this program.

As established in California Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 21080.43, subdivision (g),
the general working principle of the Mitigation Program is that investments in VMT-efficient
affordable housing will successfully mitigate VMT. The mitigation benefits of location-
efficient affordable housing can be demonstrated with greatest confidence by the VMT
reduction it generates compared with the market-rate housing that would have been builtin
its stead. As such, the reductions in VMT associated with the development of VMT-efficient
affordable housing and related infrastructure, as compared to market-rate housing, can be
used to mitigate the significant VMT impacts of Impacting Projects.

AB 130 directs LCI to issue guidance by July 1, 2026, and at least once every three years
thereafter, for implementing the Mitigation Program. This guidance document establishes
the methodology for determining TDIF contributions, defines “location-efficient” areas, and
provides the methods for estimating and validating the VMT reductions associated with
Mitigating Projects. By calculating the VMT reductions attributable to Mitigating Projects
and providing a mechanism to contribute to those reductions in proportion to the VMT
impacts of Impacting Projects, the Mitigation Program provides project applicants and lead
agencies throughout the state with an additional optional strategy to mitigate significant
VMT impacts generated by their projects.

This LCI guidance document and the TOD Program Guidelines prepared by HCD were
developed concurrently, with the former intended to inform the latter. More detailed
information about the TOD Program and HCD’s associated guidelines are available at
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/funding/tod.
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1.1. Purpose

This document specifically provides guidance for the following items, as directed by PRC
Section 21080.44, subdivision (d):

e Program Validation - Section 2.4 provides information on the validation process such
that lead agencies can rely on Mitigation Program contributions to satisfy applicable

CEQA mitigation requirements.

e Program Regions and Geography — Section 3.0 of this document defines areas where
TDIF contributions can be allocated to fund Mitigating Projects relative to the region
where the Impacting Project is located, including definitions for regions and

establishing a “proximity radius” for adjacent regions.

e Location-Efficient Areas - Section 4.0 defines location-efficient areas for the
Mitigation Program, explains the criteria and methodology used to identify them, and

identifies eligible areas outside of location-efficient areas.

e VMT Reductions — Section 5.0 outlines the methodology used to calculate the VMT
reductions associated with providing mitigation for Impacting Projects.

e Gap Funding — Section 6.0 outlines the approach used to determine the gap funding
needs for Mitigating Projects, as well as the evidence used to develop and support the
approach.

e Mitigation Credit Values — Section 7.0 establishes the methodology used to calculate
the TDIF contributions Impacting Projects would make to mitigate their VMT impacts
through the Mitigation Program.

This guidance was prepared in conjunction with the TOD Program Guidelines, developed by
HCD. Applicable portions of this guidance document informed the development of the TOD
Program Guidelines and ensure that the Mitigation Program satisfies the statutory
requirements of CEQA mitigation measures as defined within the CEQA Statute and
clarified through relevant caselaw.

1.2. Definitions and Terms

The following is a list of key terms and their definitions that are commonly used throughout
this document:

e Mitigation Program: Voluntary statewide VMT mitigation program established
pursuant to PRC Sections 21080.43 and 21080.44, which allows lead agencies to
mitigate a project's significant CEQA VMT impacts by contributing an amount into the
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Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund for purposes of the Transit-
Oriented Development Implementation Program.

e Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund (TDIF): The fund created
pursuant to Section 53561 of the Health and Safety Code (HSC) in which
contributions from Impacting Projects to the Mitigation Program are deposited.

e Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Program (TOD Program): The program
established pursuant to Part 13 (commencing with Section 53560) of Division 31 of
the HSC. This program is administered by HCD and invests the TDIF funds in
affordable housing developments and related infrastructure projects as an optional

strategy to mitigate VMT impacts and achieve the Mitigation Program objectives.
(Note: HCD developed separate guidelines for implementing and administering the
TOD Program, which are available at https://www.hcd.ca.gov/funding/tod.)

e Impacting Project: A project that requires mitigation under CEQA because itis

expected to have a significant VMT impact and its lead agency elects to utilize the
Mitigation Program to reduce its impact. (See Section 2.1 for additional detail.)

e Mitigating Project: An affordable housing development or related infrastructure

project that qualifies for, and is selected to receive funding through, the TOD Program.
(See section 2.2 for additional detail.)

e VMT Mitigation Credit: Mitigation Program credits generated in proportion to the VMT
reductions realized through the implementation of Mitigating Projects. The Impacting

Projects will obtain these credits to mitigate their VMT impacts in exchange for a
contribution to the TDIF. A VMT Mitigation Credit represents the cost to reduce one
mile of travel within the relevant program region, via the development of qualifying
Mitigating Projects.

e Gap Funding: The additional funding needed to make a Mitigating Project viable from
both a pro forma and an initial capital standpoint. Affordable housing developments
generally require the acquisition of funding through a mix of tax credit equity, public
loans or grants, and limited private debt. Developers typically combine low-income
housing tax credits (LIHTC), tax-exempt bonds, state and local subsidy programs, and
sometimes philanthropic or deferred-fee contributions, but may have a remaining
funding gap needed to make the project viable. The Mitigation Program will make gap
funding contributions to Mitigating Projects. However, this gap funding may not fully
finance a project; developers will still generally need to secure LIHTC, tax-exempt
bonds, or other subsidy sources to complete the capital stack.
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e Region: The territory of the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) within which a
projectis located, or the territory of the regional transportation planning agency
(RTPA) within which a project is located if the project is located outside of the
boundaries of an MPO.

e Proximity Radius: The subset of areas where TDIF contributions can be allocated to

fund Mitigating Projects in the regions adjacent to the region where the Impacting
Project is located.

e |ocation-Efficient Area: Areas that will be prioritized in the allocation of VMT
mitigation contributions to Mitigating Projects through the TOD Program pursuant to
PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1) based on a select set of criteria that contribute to VMT
reductions. See Section 4.1, “Location-Efficient Areas,” for more details on what

qualifies as a “location-efficient area.”

1.3. Authorizing Legislation

AB 130 added language to the PRC and the HSC that prescribes the framework for the
Mitigation Program. These code sections are referenced frequently throughout this
document and establish the foundation for the guidance provided herein.

PRC Section 21080.43 identifies the need for the program and establishes that it will utilize
the VMT efficiencies associated with affordable housing and related infrastructure as
mitigation:

(g) Itis the intent of the Legislature that this program serve as one optional strategy
that a project applicant may use to mitigate a significant transportation impact
under CEQA. The program established pursuant Section 21080.44 is intended to
facilitate an existing category of mitigation, specifically, the development of
vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable housing or related infrastructure, by
providing a streamlined and accessible mechanism through which applicants
can contribute to eligible mitigation projects. This approach is consistent with
established practices already used at the local and regional level across the
state and provides project applicants an additional tool to support their
mitigation efforts.

PRC Section 21080.44(a) defines the term “region” which is relevant to how the bill
establishes a geographic priority order for the funding of Mitigating Projects:

(3) “Region” means the territory of the metropolitan planning organization within
which a project is located, or the territory of the regional transportation planning
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agency within which a project is located if the project is located outside of the
boundaries of a metropolitan planning organization.

PRC Section 21080.44(b) establishes that the program is voluntary. It also establishes that
contributions may be deposited into the TDIF on or before July 1, 2026:

(1) (A) If a lead agency determines that a project will have a significant
transportation impact pursuant to the metrics adopted pursuant to
paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) of Section 21099, the lead agency may
mitigate the transportation impact to a less than significant level by helping
to fund or otherwise facilitating vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable
housing or related infrastructure projects, provided the projects meet the
requirements of mitigation measures contained within this division and
Chapter 3 of Division 6 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations,
including by contributing an amount, to be determined pursuant to the
office’s guidance issued pursuant to subdivision (d), to the Transit-Oriented
Development Implementation Fund for purposes of the Transit-Oriented
Development Implementation Program.

(B) This section shall not preclude the lead agency’s use of other mitigation
strategies, including, but not limited to, transportation demand management,
transit improvements, active transportation infrastructure, road diets, or
utilizing local or regional mitigation banks and exchanges.

(2) Moneys may be deposited into the Transit-Oriented Development
Implementation Fund pursuant to paragraph (1) beginning on or before July 1,
2026, as determined by the department.

(3) Consistent with paragraph (1), a project applicant may use the Transit-Oriented
Development Implementation Fund as one optional strategy to mitigate a
significant transportation impact under this division. The ultimate use of this
mitigation option is subject to the discretion of the lead agency that retains full
authority to determine the sufficiency of any proposed mitigation consistent with
this division.

PRC Section 21080.44(c) establishes how the allocation of TDIF contributions will be
prioritized:

(1) Moneys deposited into the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund
pursuant to subdivision (b) shall be available to the department, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, for the purpose of awarding funding for
affordable housing or related infrastructure projects, including infrastructure
necessary for higher density, under the Transit-Oriented Development
Implementation Program in the following priority order:
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(A) First priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects in
location-efficient areas, as defined in the office’s guidance issued pursuant
to subdivision (d), within the same region as the project.

(B) Second priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects within
the same region as the project.

(C) (i) Third priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects in
location-efficient areas that are outside of the originating region but within an
adjacent region, provided the project site is located within a defined proximity
radius established by the office issued pursuant to clause (ii).

(ii) The proximity radius shall be specified in the office’s guidance and may
vary based on regional characteristics such as population density and
travel patterns. The intent of this provision is to support projects in
neighboring regions that offer similar vehicle miles traveled-reducing
benefits due to the project’s location efficiency, including access to high-
quality transit, jobs, and essential services.

PRC Section 21080.44(d) identifies contents that are required to be established through
this guidance:

(D) On or before July 1, 2026, and at least once every three years thereafter, the
office, in consultation with other state agencies, as appropriate, shall issue
guidance related to the implementation of this section. This guidance shall
include all of the following:

(1) A methodology for determining the amounts that are required to be
contributed to the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund
pursuant to subdivision (b) to mitigate the environmental impacts associated
with vehicle miles traveled.

(2) A definition of location-efficient areas that reflects a reasonable nexus
between the location of the transportation impact of the project and the
location of the vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable housing or related
infrastructure project which shall consider the location efficient area’s
consistency with an adopted sustainable communities strategy pursuant
to Section 65080 of the Government Code, alternative planning strategy
pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code, or other adopted
regional growth plan intended to foster efficient land use.

(38) A process for validating a project’s vehicle miles traveled funding
contribution, which shall be designed to provide certainty to the lead agency
and project applicant that the contribution satisfies applicable mitigation
requirements under this division for significant transportation impacts.
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(4) A methodology for estimating the anticipated reduction in vehicle miles
traveled associated with affordable housing or related infrastructure projects
funded pursuant to subdivision (c). This methodology may consider existing
methodologies, but shall be tailored to the specific purposes and structure of
this section, including accounting for relevant factors influencing vehicle
miles traveled reduction, including proximity to transit, job access,
walkability, and the level of affordability, and the length of the affordability
period, of the affordable housing or related infrastructure project.

Finally, HSC Section 53560 established the TOD Program:

(a) There is hereby established the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation
Program, to be administered by the Department of Housing and Community
Development, to provide local assistance to cities, counties, cities and counties,
transit agencies, eligible tribal applicants as defined in subdivision (b) of Section
50651, and developers for the purpose of supporting the development of higher
density vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable housing or related
infrastructure, including projects within close proximity to transit stations or
projects that could increase public transit ridership.

1.4. TOD Program Guidelines

Pursuantto AB 130, HCD and LCI share administrative responsibilities for the Mitigation
Program. HCD is responsible for applying prioritization criteria and awarding Mitigation
Program contributions to eligible Mitigating Projects, while LCl is tasked with defining key
terms, developing methodologies for pricing and VMT reduction assessment, and
evaluating program performance. LCl and HCD will work in partnership to confirm VMT
reductions associated with the affordable housing and related infrastructure projects.

HCD will administer funds in the Mitigation Program based on its own TOD Program
Guidelines, which are informed by LCl’s methodological guidance. As such, LCI prepared
this guidance in conjunction with HCD’s TOD Program Guidelines.

LCIl guidance in this document will be used to set the VMT Mitigation Credit contribution
amounts for Impacting Projects to mitigate their VMT impacts.
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2.0 Program Structure

The Mitigation Program includes two distinct but closely related components: the TDIF and
the TOD Program. Funds are collected in the TDIF and subsequently invested in affordable
housing and related infrastructure projects through the TOD Program.

The basic process by which the Mitigation Program will function is as follows:

e Step 1: Project Impact Determination A lead agency determines whether a project is
an Impacting Project that will have a significant VMT impact under CEQA, and
quantifies the significant VMT impact measured using the VMT metric established
under existing CEQA guidelines.

e Step 2: Selection of Mitigation Program The lead agency for the Impacting Project
considers available VMT mitigation options and elects to use the Mitigation Program as
a mitigation strategy. The lead agency may also utilize other on- or off-site CEQA-
compliant mitigation strategies such as transportation demand management (TDM)
measures, transit improvements, active transportation infrastructure, road diets, or
local and regional mitigation banks and exchanges. The lead agency contacts HCD and
provides the relevant information about the location of the Impacting Project and the
amount of VMT the lead agency would like to mitigate using the Mitigation Program.

e Step 3: Calculating the Contribution Using the methodology established herein,
HCD/LCI calculates the monetary contribution to the TDIF needed to secure the VMT
Mitigation Credits to mitigate the entirety or a portion of an Impacting Project's
significant VMT impact.

e Step 4: Contribution to the TDIF The Impacting Project’s lead agency or applicant
representative, as applicable, deposits the contribution amount into the TDIF,
administered by HCD.

e Step 5: Fund Allocation to Mitigating Projects HCD awards the contributed funds to
Mitigating Projects through the TOD Program. Awards are prioritized based on the criteria
established through the TOD Program and informed by the guidance provided herein.

e Step 6: Monitoring and Reporting The Mitigation Program will provide ongoing
monitoring and reporting, and the program guidance will be updated to ensure the
Mitigation Program’s effectiveness.
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2.1. Impacting Projects

An Impacting Project is a project that requires mitigation under CEQA because itis
expected to have a significant VMT impact and is utilizing the Mitigation Program to reduce
its impact. AB 130 does not restrict the Mitigation Program to any single type of Impacting
Project. Therefore, any CEQA project (e.g., land use, transportation, utility) with a
significant VMT impact is potentially eligible to participate in the Mitigation Program.
However, to allow HCD to manage program demand while aligning it with available
administrative capacity, HCD will focus the initial phase on publicly funded projects.

PRC Section 21080.44 designates the Mitigation Program as one optional strategy that
applicants may use to mitigate significant VMT impacts under CEQA. Lead agencies retain
full authority to determine the significance of VMT impacts and the sufficiency of any
proposed mitigation and may require or accept other mitigation strategies instead of, or in
addition to, a contribution to the TDIF. As stated in AB 130, the program “shall not preclude
the lead agency’s use of other mitigation strategies.” PRC 21080.44(b)(1)(B). Such
alternative strategies expressly preserved within PRC Section 21080.44 include TDM,
transit improvements, active transportation infrastructure, road diets, and local or regional
mitigation banks and exchanges.

2.2. Mitigating Projects

Similar to mitigation for any other CEQA resource area and as defined in statute and
clarified through case law, transportation (i.e., VMT) mitigation must be supported by
substantial evidence; be feasible, enforceable, and monitorable; have a nexus to a
legitimate governmental interest; be roughly proportional to the relevant impact; and not
be improperly deferred. Such mitigation should also be additional, meaning it would not
otherwise occur at that time but for the requirement to mitigate a project’s significant
impacts. Therefore, the Mitigation Program has been designed to ensure that VMT
reductions are additional by providing funding only for Mitigating Projects that would not
have been built “but for” contributions received through this Mitigation Program. For
additional CEQA requirements and details related to CEQA mitigation programs, see
Section 2.4, “CEQA Compliance.”

AB 130 requires that contributions to the Mitigation Program be invested in affordable
housing and related infrastructure projects in the following order of priority locations: (1)
location-efficient areas within the same region as the impacting project; (2) other areas
within the same region as the impacting project; (3) location-efficient areas within an
adjacent region (PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(A)-(C)).
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If there are multiple eligible Mitigating Projects within a prioritization category, additional
prioritization criteria, as detailed in HCS 53560(c) and Section 110 of the TOD Program
Guidelines, would be implemented to inform investment decision-making that furthers
Mitigation Program goals and CEQA compliance. In conjunction with this guidance, HCD
has developed the TOD Program Guidelines, which establish the requirements and
procedures for administering program funds and prioritize which Mitigating Projects will
receive funding.

2.3. Mitigation Lifespan

The affordable housing component of all Mitigation Projects will be deed-restricted for 55
years, legally binding the units to income-eligible buyers over this time. This ensures that
the VMT reductions provided through the Mitigation Program will remain in place for at least
55 years. The 55-year deed restriction and associated VMT reductions will exceed the
typical CEQA standard expectations for mitigation lifespan, which is based on the standard
30-year economic life of a project (SCAQMD 2008) and is the standard horizon applied by
air districts to amortize short-term construction emissions and to calculate total
operational GHG emissions over the life of a project. California courts have upheld lead
agencies’ discretion to use this 30-year horizon as a reasonable limit for environmental
impact modeling. (See, e.g., Sierra Club et al., v. County of San Diego, 50 Cal.App.5th 467
(2020).) Therefore, the duration of preserving the affordability of Mitigating Projects (i.e., 55
years) would exceed the 30-year expectation for mitigation lifespan frequently applied for
the purposes of CEQA mitigation. Additionally, the duration of affordability for Mitigating
Projects would also align and likely often exceed the anticipated lifetime of an Impacting
Project (e.g., land use, transportation, or utility project). To the extent Mitigating Projects
deliver further VMT reductions as a result of location efficiency, these reductions would
also likely continue beyond the deed restriction period for the remaining life of the project,
although they are not counted in the Mitigation Program's methodologies.

2.4. CEQA Compliance

AB 130 instructs LCI to design a “process for validating a project’s VMT funding
contribution...to provide certainty to the lead agency and project applicant that the
contribution satisfies applicable mitigation requirements” (PRC Section 21080.44(d)(3)).
This provision relates specifically to certifying that an Impacting Project’s contribution to
the Mitigation Program is legally sufficient and that the project in question will not be
subject to additional calls for mitigation of the same VMT impacts addressed via the
contributions.
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CEQA Guidelines Section 15370 defines mitigation as actions that avoid, minimize, rectify,
or reduce impacts over time, or compensate for impacts by providing substitute resources.
Specifically, compensatory mitigation is recognized and described as “[c]Jompensating for
the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments” (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15370(e)). The CEQA Guidelines require that mitigation measures be
“fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other legally-binding
instruments” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(2)).

CEQA allows mitigation measures implemented through off-site improvements or
participation in mitigation programs when those measures reduce environmental impacts
and are supported by substantial evidence. In Save Our Peninsula Committee v. Monterey
County Board of Supervisors (2001) 87 Cal. App. 4th 99, the court upheld mitigation
requiring payment of fees to fund regional transportation improvements that address
cumulative traffic impacts. Likewise, in Napa Citizens for Honest Government v. Napa
County Board of Supervisors (2001) 91 Cal. App. 4th 342, the court recognized that a
project may mitigate its impacts by participating in a broader mitigation program that
includes measures capable of reducing the relevant environmental effects. These
principles have supported mitigation banking programs in other environmental contexts,
including habitat conservation banking and wetland mitigation banking, in which mitigation
credits are generated through actions that provide environmental benefits that can mitigate
project impacts.

To ensure consistency with CEQA and the legislative intent of AB 130, the Mitigation
Program implements the following foundational standards:

e Additionality and Substantive Duty: To satisfy CEQA’s substantive duty to mitigate
identified environmental impacts, VMT reductions created by the Mitigation Program
must be surplus to those already captured in the existing environmental baseline. This
means the VMT reductions captured by the Mitigation Program would not have
occurred “but for” the Mitigating Projects funded by the Mitigation
Program’. California is experiencing a major housing shortfall, and more acutely, the
shortage of housing affordable to most Californians (CARB 2022). Currently, HCD only
has the resources to fund one out of every two or three applications that apply for
affordable housing grants or other state funding resources, such as low-interest
loans. Thus, the shortage of capital signifies that affordable housing construction in

" One standard used to assess additionality in protocol development for carbon markets is
whether the carbon offset project type is “common practice” (Haya et al. 2020); see also Our
Children’s Earth Foundation v. State Air Resources Board (2015) 234 Cal.App.4th 870, 881.
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California is not occurring at a sufficient pace to meet the current demand. The TOD
Program will increase the pool of financial resources HCD has to help fund VMT-
efficient affordable housing, which, in turn, will increase the total number of
affordable housing units developed within the state. The construction of these
additional affordable housing units would not have otherwise occurred “but for” the
Mitigation Program. HCD has extensive experience evaluating whether an affordable
housing project would be financially viable without state subsidies, and Mitigating
Projects will be required to affirm the gap funding need.

The existing mismatch between demand for affordable housing and supply in low-VMT
areas often forces low-income households to locate farther from jobs and daily
needs, further contributing to already high and inequitable housing cost burdens for
lower-income groups. Evidence in this Guidance and in the literature supports that
lower-income households drive less than moderate- and high-income households
(CAPCOA 2024; Newmark, G. and Haas, P. 2015). By providing affordable housing in
location-efficient and lower-VMT areas that would not otherwise occur “but for” the
Mitigation Program, and as discussed further in Section 6.0 “Mitigation Project Gap
Funding,” the Mitigating Projects, and their associated VMT reductions, would be
additional.

e Essential Nexus and Rough Proportionality: There must be a clear legal nexus
between the project’s impact and the mitigation provided. Credits must be scaled to
achieve rough proportionality with the project’s specific VMT impact (CEQA
Guidelines 8 15126.4, subd. (a)(4)(A); Nollan v. California Coastal
Commission (1987) 483 U.S. 825 and CEQA Guidelines, 8 15126.4, subd.

(a)(4)(B); Dolan v. City of Tigard (1994) 512 U.S. 374.). See Sections 3 through 7 for a
detailed description of the Mitigation Program’s geography and the methodology used
to identify the value of VMT Mitigation Credits, respectively, which keep investments
in Mitigating Projects as close as possible to Impacting Projects, and keep the amount
of the bank contribution tied to the Impacting Project’s VMT impact. Together these
sections support the Mitigation Program’s nexus and proportionality.

e Enforceability and Certainty: Mitigation must be specific and enforceable. This is
achieved through legally binding agreements, permit conditions, and an active
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). The Mitigation Program will
provide ongoing monitoring and reporting to ensure the Mitigation Program’s
continued compliance and implementation as detailed in Section 8.4, “Mitigation
Monitoring.”
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e Quantifiable Reductions and Substantial Evidence: All VMT reductions must be
real, measurable, and supported by substantial evidence (PRC Section 21080(e)).
Pricing and credit calculations are supported by an evidence-based methodology
demonstrating that program funding will achieve the identified reductions. See
Sections 3 through 7 for a detailed description of the Mitigation Program’s geography,
methodology, and supporting evidence used to quantify the efficacy of location-
efficient affordable housing as a VMT mitigation strategy and the respective value of
VMT Mitigation Credits by region.

e Verification and Anti-Double Counting: The Mitigation Program shall utilize a
centralized, auditable registry. Credits must be retired upon use to prevent multiple
projects from claiming the same reduction. The Mitigation Program will consistently
provide monitoring and verification for CEQA compliance as detailed in Section 8.4,
“Mitigation Monitoring.”

e Timeliness and Performance Standards: To ensure mitigation is not improperly
deferred (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4, subd. (a)(1)(B).), the Mitigation Program shall
establish clear performance standards, ensuring mitigation is implemented in a
timely manner relative to the Impacting Project's impact. See Sections 3 through 8 for
proposed performance standards regarding program geography, definition of location-
efficient areas, Mitigating Project attributes, methodology for establishing
contribution amounts, and program monitoring.

When these conditions are met, mitigation banks and similar credit-based systems are
appropriately situated to provide an effective mechanism for implementing CEQA
mitigation at a regional scale, particularly in situations where multiple funding sources are
necessary to enable a Mitigating Project to move forward, while ensuring that project
impacts are reduced in a manner consistent with CEQA’s requirements.

Validation of VMT Mitigation Funding Contributions

PRC Section 21080.44(d)(3) instructs LCI to “design a process for validating a project’s VMT
funding contribution...to provide certainty to the lead agency and project applicant that the
contribution satisfies applicable mitigation requirements.” This Guidance, along with
forthcoming HCD materials, will collectively provide lead agencies and project applicants
with a basis for determining that program contributions satisfy CEQA mitigation
requirements.
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2.5. Program Administration

As provided in both the Health and Safety Code and the Public Resources Code, HCD will
administer the TOD Program. Additional details will be provided by HCD, such as when
funds will be accepted into the TDIF in relation to identification of a pipeline of potentially
interested Mitigation Projects; development of transaction documents that will allow lead
agencies to demonstrate fulfillment of mitigation obligations, as well as tracking
implementation and avoidance of double-counting; reporting of Mitigating Project
implementation, etc. These implementation details, and HCD's administration of the
Mitigation Program more broadly, are informed by CEQA mitigation requirements and the
statutory authority established for the program in the Health and Safety Code.

Consistent with the HCD Administrative Memorandum dated April 8, 2026, and the phased
implementation approach described in Program Update #1 (December 2025), the initial
phase of the Mitigation Program will focus on publicly funded Impacting Projects. This
approach is intended to support early coordination with public sector partners, align
program demand with available administrative capacity, and build a pipeline of Mitigating
Projects.

This phased approach is administrative in nature and does not alter applicable CEQA
requirements or the underlying structure of the Mitigation Program. Participation remains
voluntary and at the discretion of the lead agency. Nothing in this guidance limits a lead
agency’s authority to determine significance, identify appropriate mitigation measures, or
pursue alternative mitigation approaches.

Lead agencies and project sponsors not participating during the initial phase may continue
to pursue other approaches to addressing transportation impacts, including local or
regional mitigation strategies, affordable housing investments, or other approaches
consistent with applicable law. As implementation progresses, HCD and LCI may revisit
and adjust this phased approach through future guidance updates.
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3.0 Program Geography

Geographic scope and catchment areas are design considerations that define the physical
boundaries of any mitigation bank program. AB 130 includes prioritization criteria directing
how mitigation contributions are to be invested from a geographic perspective. As detailed in
PRC Section 21080.44(c), Mitigation Program contributions are required to be invested in
Mitigating Projects located within the same or an adjacent region as the participating project.

3.1. Regions

For the purposes of this Mitigation Program, PRC Section 21080.44(a)(3) defines “regions”
as the territory of MPOs within which a project is located, or the territory of the RTPA within
which a project is located if the project is located outside of the boundaries of an MPO. In
order to satisfy these statutory requirements, the Mitigation Program will collect and
maintain TDIF contributions within each region separately. The VMT Mitigation Credit
values will vary by region to better reflect each region's characteristics. Finally, the TOD
Program will identify and prioritize Mitigating Projects separately for each region.

The approach being employed will not only ensure that the Mitigation Program is designed in
a manner consistent with the prioritization criteria provided in statute, but it will also help
ensure that CEQA nexus requirements are met by maintaining regional proximity between the
site of Impacting Projects and the Mitigating Projects eligible to receive contributions from
said projects. The MPO/RTPA region is the appropriate scale for this program for the same
fundamental reason it is appropriate for transportation planning generally: it generally
corresponds to the travel shed within which VMT is generated, distributed, and experienced.
The VMT generated by a project reflects travel behavior across an entire regional travel shed,
not just within the local jurisdictional boundary of where a project is located. Because MPO
and RTPA boundaries are drawn to capture these functional travel patterns, the region
represents the appropriate geographic scale for this program.

Figure 1 displays the Mitigation Program’s regional boundaries, and a list of the 39 regions
is provided in Table 1. As dictated by PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1), TOD Program funds are
first prioritized for allocation to Mitigating Projects in the same region as the Impacting
Project. If there are no eligible Mitigation Projects within the same region, TOD Program
funds can then be allocated to Mitigating Projects in adjacent (i.e., bordering) regions,
bounded by the proximity radius (defined below).
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Figure 1 Mitigation Program Regional Boundaries
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Table 1 Mitigation Program Regions

Region Type Region Type
Alpine County Local Transportation Modoc County Transportation
L RTPA Lo RTPA
Commission Commission
Amador County Transportation Mono County Local
L RTPA . L RTPA
Commission Transportation Commission
Association of Monterey Bay Area Nevada County Transportation
MPO . RTPA
Governments Commission
Butte County Association of Plumas County Transportation
MPO L RTPA
Governments Commission
Calaveras Council of Governments Sacramento Area Council of
RTPA MPO
Governments
Colusa County Transportation San Diego Association of
. RTPA MPO
Commission Governments
Del Norte Local Transportation San Joaquin Council of
. RTPA MPO
Commission Governments
Fresno Council of Governments San Luis Obispo Council of
MPO MPO
Governments
Glenn County Transportation Santa Barbara County
- RTPA o MPO
Commission Association of Governments
Humboldt County Association of Shasta Regional
RTPA . MPO
Governments Transportation Agency
Inyo County Local Transportation Sierra County Local
L RTPA . L RTPA
Commission Transportation Commission
Kern Council of Governments Siskiyou County Local
MPO . L RTPA
Transportation Commission
Kings County Association of Southern California
MPO L MPO
Governments Association of Governments
Lake County/City Area Planning Stanislaus Council of
. RTPA MPO
Council Governments
Lassen County Transportation Tahoe Metropolitan Planning
L RTPA L RTPA
Commission Organization
17
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Region Type Region Type

Madera County Transportation Tehama County Transportation
L RTPA o RTPA
Commission Commission
Mariposa County Local Transportation Trinity County Transportation
L RTPA . RTPA
Commission Commission
Mendocino Council of Governments Tulare County Association of
RTPA MPO
Governments
Merced County Association of Tuolumne County
MPO . . RTPA
Governments Transportation Council
Metropolitan Transportation
o MPO
Commission

3.2. Proximity Radius

PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(C) directs investments towards Mitigating Projects in location-
efficient areas in “adjacent regions” to the Impacting Project, as long as those projects are
located within a “Proximity Radius” defined by LCI. This Proximity Radius may vary based
on regional characteristics such as population density and travel patterns, and the intent is
to support projects in neighboring regions that offer similar VMT-reducing benefits due to
the project’s location efficiency, including access to high-quality transit, jobs, and essential
services (PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(C)(ii).) However, this definition should still ensure
adjacency in terms of sharing a regional jurisdictional border and that investments comply
with CEQA requirements by preventing Mitigation Program investments from being directed
to an area that bears no reasonable nexus to an Impacting Project’s location.

Generally, “Proximity Radius” means areas within an adjacent region that share similar
population and travel patterns as those found in the impacting project’s region. For the
initial phase of implementation, proximity radius will be determined on a case-by-case
basis through consultation between LCl and HCD. Subsequent to the consultation, a
determination shall be made when the first two prioritization criteria (i.e., PRC Section
21080.44(c)(1)(A) and PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(B)) cannot be satisfied.

In making this determination, LCI and HCD shall consider the geographic context of both
the Impacting Project and potential Mitigating Projects and one or more of the following
criteria as appropriate to satisfy CEQA nexus requirements:
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e The Mitigating Project’s location within its region and its relative location efficiency,
including access to high-quality transit, jobs, and essential services;

e VMT mitigation credit value amount;

e Total development cost of Mitigating Projects;
e VMT reduction per unit; and

e Population density.

Defining the Proximity Radius based on the comparability of these characteristics between
adjacent regions will maintain the rough proportionality between the TDIF contributions
made by an Impacting Project receiving the anticipated VMT reductions it is credited for, as
required under CEQA. Using these characteristics to determine the Proximity Radius on a
case-by-case basis will also help ensure that CEQA nexus requirements are met by
avoiding scenarios where an Impacting Project is over- or under- mitigated due to
discrepancies between adjacent regions.
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4.0 Statutory Prioritization Criteria

The guidance provided in this section fulfills the requirements established in PRC
Section 21080.44(d)(2).

A definition of location-efficient areas that reflects a reasonable nexus
between the location of the transportation impact of the project and the
location of the vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable housing or related
infrastructure project which shall consider the location efficient area’s
consistency with an adopted sustainable communities strategy pursuant

to Section 65080 of the Government Code, alternative planning strategy
pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code, or other adopted regional
growth plan intended to foster efficient land use.

PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1), specifically governs how contributions to the TDIF are to be
prioritized and distributed via the TOD Program for VMT mitigation purposes.

The prioritization criteria are as follows:

(A) First priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects in location-
efficient areas, as defined in the office’s guidance issued pursuant to subdivision (d),
within the same region as the project. (emphasis added)

(B) Second priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects within the
same region as the project.

(C) (i) Third priority to affordable housing or related infrastructure projects in location-
efficient areas that are outside of the originating region but within an adjacent region,
provided the project site is located within a defined proximity radius established by
the office issued pursuant to clause (ii). (emphasis added)

As detailed in the statutory prioritization criteria above, location-efficiency applies to the
first (PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(A)) and the third (PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(C)) criteria.
Location-efficiency does not apply to the second criteria (PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(B)).
This section establishes the definition of "location-efficient areas" as the primary
geographic prioritization criterion for allocating VMT mitigation contributions to Mitigating
Projects through the TOD Program. Additionally, it establishes Mitigation Program eligibility
requirements for areas outside of location-efficient areas.

It should be noted that implementing Mitigating Projects within location-efficient areas is a
minimum requirement of PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1), for the purposes of CEQA analysis
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VMT reductions facilitated by the Mitigation Program are primarily associated with
constructing affordable housing in lieu of market-rate housing, as established by CAPCOA.
However, the location of those affordable housing projects also influences the magnitude
of the resulting VMT reductions. Requiring Mitigating Projects to be located in location-
efficient or low-VMT areas ensures that the program directs investments to places where
those affordable housing investments can achieve greater VMT reduction benefits.

4.1. Location-Efficient Areas

PRC Section 21080.44(d)(2) directs LCI to establish the definition of location-efficient areas
such that it “reflects a reasonable nexus between the location of the transportation impact of
the project and the location of the VMT-efficient affordable housing or related infrastructure
project which shall consider the location efficient area’s consistency with an adopted
sustainable communities strategy (SCS) pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code,
alternative planning strategy (APS) pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code, or
other adopted regional growth plan intended to foster efficient land use.”

The definition of “location-efficient” will be integral to how VMT mitigation contributions to
the TDIF can be aggregated and distributed to Mitigating Projects through the TOD Program,
and thus, must be developed in a manner that satisfies the statutory requirements of CEQA
mitigation measures as defined within the CEQA Statute and clarified through relevant
caselaw (see Section 2.4, “CEQA Compliance”). Additionally, because PRC Section
21080.44(c)(1) governs how contributions associated with this Mitigation Program are
prioritized and distributed on a program-wide basis, “location-efficient” cannot describe
the locational nexus between specific individual Impacting Projects and Mitigating Projects
because these projects will not be identified until they independently elect to participate in
the Mitigation Program. Therefore, the term “location-efficient” was developed in a manner
such that it can be applied program-wide.

The definition of “location-efficient” has been developed to ensure the reliability of
expected VMT reductions from the program by directing investments to areas where
affordable housing and related infrastructure projects are likely to deliver the highest level
VMT mitigation benefits, and to ensure that Impacting Project contributions to the
Mitigation Program are as effective mitigation as possible under Senate Bill 743 and CEQA
in general. Additionally, the definition has been developed to enable HCD to ensure
reasonable proximity or relationship between the Impacting Project and the Mitigating
Project sufficient to satisfy CEQA requirements. It should be noted that the definition of
“location-efficient” functions independently of but supports the pricing methodology. As
noted above, while VMT reductions for methodological purposes are based primarily on
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affordability, the definition of “location-efficiency” ensures investments are targeted at
VMT-efficient areas.

Table 2 provides the applicable criteria that must be met to qualify as a location-efficient
area pursuant to PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1). If any one of the criteria listed below in Table
2 are met, a location should qualify as being location-efficient.

Table 2 Location-Efficient Areas (PRC 21080.44(c)(1)(A), (C))

Criteria General Metric Specific Metric

In a location that is 15% below the regional

1 Regional VMT per Capita )
average for per-capita VMT.

Within one-half mile of an existing major transit
2 Transit Accessibility stop’ or high-quality transit corridor?, with
unobstructed access.

Served by at least two existing transit routes?,
each with at least one stop within one-half mile of
the Mitigating Project, with unobstructed access.
AND

Mitigating Project is located on a site within an
Transit Accessibility & urban area (as defined by the United States

Infill Census Bureau) that has been previously
developed, or on a vacant site where at least 75%
of the perimeter of the site adjoins, oris
separated only by an improved public right-of-way
from, parcels that are developed with qualified
urban uses.

Notes:

" A “major transit stop” has the same meaning as defined in PRC 21064.3, which includes (a) an existing rail or
bus rapid transit station, (b) a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, and (c) the
intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 20 minutes or less during
the morning and afternoon peak commute periods.

2A “high-quality transit corridor” has the same meaning as defined in PRC 21155, which includes a corridor
with fixed route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15 minutes during peak commute hours.

3 An “existing transit route” is defined as a transit route that is operational at the time the Mitigating Project
applies for TOD Program funds. At a minimum, the transit route must provide service on all five weekdays
and stop near the mitigating site at least five times a day. On-demand/paratransit services within rural
communities will be reviewed and approved by HCD on a case-by-case basis.

Additionally, for a Mitigating Project to qualify as “location-efficient,” it must demonstrate
consistency with an adopted SCS pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code or
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APS pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code. Not all areas of the state will be
covered by an applicable SCS or APS, so this criterion applies where such adopted plans
are in effect.

The 2018 Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impact in CEQA (Technical
Advisory) is a resource from LCI that provides technical recommendations on assessing
VMT, significance thresholds, and mitigation measures. The significance thresholds
recommended in that Technical Advisory have been widely adopted and implemented by
lead agencies across the state. The Technical Advisory recommends that per capita VMT
15% below that of existing development may be a reasonable threshold, based on
substantial evidence. Thus, if a project did not exceed that significance threshold, it may
indicate a less-than-significant transportation impact. Further, the Technical Advisory
notes that residential and office projects that would be located in areas with low VMT, and
that incorporate similar features (i.e., density, mix of uses, transit accessibility), will tend to
exhibit similarly low VMT.

Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.3(b)(1) which describes
criteria for analyzing transportation impacts under CEQA notes that, “[g]enerally, projects
within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high
quality transit corridor should be presumed to cause a less than significant transportation
impact.” Thus, Mitigating Projects built in these areas are presumed to have low VMT and to
inherently be VMT-efficient.

Additionally, it is widely accepted and supported through extensive research that the
provision of housing near transit encourages transit ridership and reduces the number of
single-occupancy vehicle trips; thus, reducing VMT. In 2013, the Center for Neighborhood
Technology analyzed data from over 36,000 surveys conducted through Caltrans’ California
Household Travel Survey. The study found that lower-income households living within one-
half mile of transit drive 25-30% fewer miles than those in non-transit-oriented areas
(California Housing Partnership 2014). These findings highlight that increasing affordable
housing in transit-rich areas is an effective strategy for reducing per-capita VMT.

Furthermore, a key strategy for reducing VMT from residential developments, as outlined in
CAPCOA’s 2024 Handbook for Analyzing Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions, Assessing
Climate Vulnerabilities, and Advancing Health and Equity (GHG Handbook), is increasing
residential density. This approach, detailed in Strategy T-1: Increase Residential Density,
quantifies the VMT reduction achieved when a project features a higher housing density
than the national average. Increased density influences travel behavior by shortening trip
distances and expanding transportation options, ultimately leading to fewer single-
occupancy vehicle trips and lower GHG emissions (CAPCOA 2024).
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Further, the 2017 report, Right Type, Right Place: Assessing the Environmental and Economic
Impacts of Infill Residential Development through 2030, published by UC Berkeley’s Center
for Law, Energy, and the Environment (CLEE) and Terner Center for Housing Innovation,
provides additional insight on the VMT savings that can be produced by shifting residential
development to infill locations across California. According to the study, infill households
drive about 18 fewer miles per weekday than non-infill households (Decker et al. 2017).
Given the current robust demand for homes in infill areas of California, the production of
more infill residential development would likely lower VMT by decreasing travel distances
and increasing the supply of homes for those who want to drive less (Decker et al. 2017). LCI
has determined that meeting any single criterion from Table 2 ensures location-efficiency,
though these criteria often overlap in practice.

4.2. Low-VMT Areas

Several investment decision-making considerations will help ensure that Mitigating
Projects governed by PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(B), which prioritizes projects that are
located in the same region but are not located in location-efficient areas, are not located in
high-VMT areas (in contravention of state climate and transportation policy goals in general
and SB 743 specifically).

The criteria provided within Table 3 would allow PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(B) to facilitate
investment in low-VMT projects that do not meet the strict geographical limits of location-
efficient areas when development opportunities in such areas are scarce (such asin some
rural regions) while still ensuring consistency across categories and CEQA nexus compliance.
If any two of the criteria listed below in Table 3 are met, a location should qualify as being
eligible under the Mitigation Program for the purposes of PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1)(B).

Table3  Low- VMT-Areas (PRC 21080.44(c)(1)(B))

Criteria General Metric Specific Metric
) . In a location that is below the regional average for

1 Regional VMT per Capita .
per-capita VMT.
Within one mile of an existing major transit stop’ or
high-quality transit corridor?, with unobstructed
access.

2 Transit Accessibility OR

Served by at least two existing transit routes?, each
with at least one stop within one mile of the
Mitigating Project, with unobstructed access.
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Criteria General Metric Specific Metric

Mitigating Project is located on a site where at least
50% of the perimeter of the site adjoins oris

3 Infill separated only by an improved public right-of-way
from parcels that are developed with qualified
urban uses.

Notes:

TA“major transit stop” has the same meaning as defined in PRC 21064.3, which includes (a) an existing rail or
bus rapid transit station, (b) a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or (c) the
intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 20 minutes or less during
the morning and afternoon peak commute periods.

2A “high-quality transit corridor” has the same meaning as defined in PRC 21155, which includes a corridor
with fixed route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15 minutes during peak commute hours.

3 An “existing transit route” is defined as a transit route that is operational at the time the Mitigating Project
applies for TOD Program funds. At a minimum, the transit route must provide service on all five weekdays
and stop near the mitigating site at least five times a day. On-demand/paratransit services within rural
communities will be reviewed and approved by HCD on a case-by-case basis.

Additionally, for a Mitigating Project to qualify as “Low-VMT,” it must demonstrate
consistency with an adopted SCS pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code or
APS pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code. Not all areas of the State will be
covered by an applicable SCS or APS, so this criterion applies where such adopted plans
are in effect.

The definitions and criteria described in Section 4.1, “Location-Efficient Areas,” and
Section 4.2, “Low-VMT Areas,” will help inform Mitigation Program determinations for
awarding funding for affordable housing or related infrastructure projects for the Mitigation
Program pursuant to PRC 21080.44(c)(1).
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5.0 VMT Reductions

The guidance provided in this section fulfills the requirements established in PRC
Section 21080.44(d)(4).

A methodology for estimating the anticipated reduction in vehicle miles
traveled associated with affordable housing or related infrastructure projects
funded pursuant to subdivision (c). This methodology may consider existing
methodologies, but shall be tailored to the specific purposes and structure of
this section, including accounting for relevant factors influencing vehicle miles
traveled reduction, including proximity to transit, job access, walkability, and
the level of affordability, and the length of the affordability period, of the
affordable housing or related infrastructure project.

This Mitigation Program is based on the principle that building affordable housing, rather than
market-rate housing that would generate VMT levels consistent with regional averages,
reduces daily VMT. It should be noted that PRC Section 21080.44(c)(1) includes both
location-efficient and low-VMT affordable housing and related infrastructure as eligible
investments for VMT mitigation; thus, the primary common thread is affordability. The criteria
detailed in Section 4, “Statutory Prioritization Criteria,” will ensure low-VMT investment
locations across the Mitigation Program, but the VMT reduction assessment and pricing
methodologies focus on affordability for consistency and data certainty reasons.

The reductions described above can be applied to determine VMT impact mitigations
throughout the state. This chapter outlines the methods and assumptions used to calculate
the daily VMT generated by both Mitigating Projects and comparable market-rate dwelling
units, as well as how the difference in VMT generation between the two housing types is used
to determine the daily VMT reductions that could be realized by the Mitigation Program. This
section provides the methodology used to calculate VMT reductions associated with the
provision of Mitigating Projects through the Mitigation Program.

5.1. Calculating VMT

VMT is a metric that represents the total number of miles driven by vehicles within a given
area over a specific time period. For transportation-related CEQA analyses, VMT is typically
measured based on a daily (24-hour) timeframe. VMT is calculated using the following
formula:
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Formula 1 Calculating VMT
VMT = Number of Trips Generated X Trip Length

Trip lengths tend to vary with each trip made; thus, a typical or average trip length is
generally used for the purposes of calculation. Typical or average trip lengths are generally
calculated or aggregated based on the land use type from which the trip is generated, or
the purpose of the trip.

As noted in Formula 1, VMT has two components, trip generation and trip length. Thus,
overall VMT can be reduced by an Impacting Project by targeting either or both
components.

5.2. Trip Lengths

Vehicular trip lengths can be reduced by increasing the density and diversity of land uses
within an area. A denser land use pattern creates shorter travel distances between
destinations, while providing a diversity of land uses increases the probability that the
traveler’s destination is within a closer proximity. Methodologies commonly used under
CEQA to calculate the trip length reductions associated with land use density and diversity
are included in Chapter 3 of the GHG Handbook. However, because the Mitigation Program
exclusively develops affordable housing instead of market-rate housing that would
generate VMT consistent with regional averages, it cannot receive full credit for the trip-
length reductions typically associated with land use diversity. It should be noted that trip-
length reductions associated with the location of the Mitigating Project site are reflected in
the definition of location-efficient and associated criteria to be applied for all projects
eligible to receive funding through the Mitigation Program.

To determine whether affordable housing typically generates shorter trip lengths than
market-rate housing, an analysis was conducted using the “Big Data” resource, Replica.
Replica uses a sampling of purchased cellphone geolocation data of travelers and
aggregates their travel information to provide trip length, trip purpose, origin and
destination, and mode of travel data that can be queried by location. Replica data were
used to track the average trip lengths associated with vehicles accessing a sampling of
over 500 existing affordable housing development sites throughout the state.

Affordable Housing Trip Lengths

The baseline for affordable housing trip lengths was established based on a sampling of
existing affordable housing development sites (Sample Sites) within each region, or larger
combined areas (see Section 7.3, Regional Pricing,” for additional details). The Sample
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Sites were spread somewhat equally (depending on availability) throughout these areas to
provide an accurate baseline of the average trip lengths that are representative of the
affordable housing sites that have been developed over the last 30 years. The average
affordable housing trip length for these areas was derived based on the average trip lengths
made by private automobiles on typical weekdays from the Sample Sites, in which cell
phone data were available for over a three-month period.

Market Rate Housing Trip Lengths

The baseline for market-rate housing trip lengths was established based on the average trip
length of all home-based trips made within each region. The average trip length for market-
rate housing was derived based on the average of trip lengths made by private automobiles,
on typical weekdays, for all homes within the region, in which cell phone data were
available for over a three-month period in Spring of 2025.

Accounting for the Potential Location Efficiency of Affordable Housing

Average trip lengths from the sampled affordable housing sites were compared to regional
average home-based private vehicle trip lengths. Because this comparison uses regional
averages as the baselineg, it at least partially accounts for the tendency of affordable
housing to be located in more travel-efficient areas, which contributes to its associated
VMT reductions.

As noted above, to ensure that the sampling was not skewed toward only travel-efficient
areas, the sampling of affordable housing sites was spread across the region as a whole
and between 10 to 50 sites were sampled for each region. The affordable housing site
locations, as well as observed trip length data produced by the cell phone data (via
Replica), are provided in Appendix B. The average trip lengths for both affordable and
market-rate housing are provided in Appendix C.

5.3. Trip Generation

Typically, trip generation can be reduced by incorporating TDM measures and strategies. In
the context of VMT reduction, TDM measures and strategies are designed to incentivize
travelers to use modes of travel other than driving and reduce single-occupancy vehicle
trips (e.g., increase carpooling) or eliminate trips altogether. For example, providing
residents with transit pass subsidies and providing enhanced bicycle facilities that connect
residential areas to other destinations can encourage residents to travel by transit or
cycling instead of driving. TDM strategies can also include parking measures that limit the
available supply or unbundle the cost of parking. An added potential co-benefit of limiting
the number of parking spaces at a housing site is that it generally allows for an increase in
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housing density which can potentially result in lower rent and sales costs. Additional TDM
strategies are outlined in Chapter 3 of the GHG Handbook. However, as detailed in AB 130,
the Mitigation Program is specific to the funding of affordable housing and related
infrastructure projects. Thus, TDM measures were not considered for incorporation into the
Mitigation Program, and they were not assumed when conducting the trip generation
reduction calculations.

The GHG Handbook also includes evidence to support and methods to calculate the VMT
reductions associated with land use patterns and the location of projects, such as infill
development and access to transit. However, as detailed in Section 5.2, “Trip Lengths,”
these trip-length reductions associated with location of the Mitigating Project site are
reflected in the definition of location-efficient and associated criteria to be applied for all
projects eligible to receive funding through the Mitigation Program. Therefore, to ensure
that double-counting of VMT reductions associated with location-based characteristics of
Mitigating Projects does not occur, none of these reductions were assumed for the
purposes of the trip generation estimates.

Both the GHG Handbook and the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation
Manual, 12th Edition, identify that affordable housing units generate approximately 26-28%
fewer trips than market-rate housing units. Both sets of data were derived from empirical
trip-generation data collected by ITE. The reduced trip-generation rates associated with
affordable housing were further confirmed in the County of San Diego Affordable Housing
and SB 743 VMT - Screening Considerations Memo (Fehr & Peers 2021). Therefore, ITE trip
generation rates for Affordable Housing (Land Use Code 223), and Multi-Modal Family
(Low-Rise) (Land Use Code 220) were used to capture the trip generation reductions
associated with affordable housing (as discussed further in Section 5.4, “Calculating VMT
Reductions”).

5.4. Calculating VMT Reductions

The VMT reductions used to establish VMT Mitigation Credit values were calculated based
on the difference between the typical daily VMT generated by a market-rate dwelling unit
that would generate VMT consistent with regional averages and the typical daily VMT
generated by an affordable dwelling unit by region/sub-region, as shown in the formula
below:

Formula2 VMT Reduction Between Market Rate and Affordable Housing Units

VMT Reduction = VMT Generated by a Market Rate Housing Unit — VMT Generated by an Af fordbale Housing Unit
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The following identifies the formulas and data inputs used to calculate the VMT generated
for both market-rate and affordable housing units. These calculations were performed for
each region and sub-region.

Market Rate Housing Unit VMT Calculation

The VMT generated by a typical market-rate housing unit was determined based on the
following formula:

Formula 3 VMT Generation — Market Rate Housing
VMT Generated = Trip Generation Rate X Average Trip Length

Formula Inputs:

e Trip Generation Rate = ITE Trip Rate for Multi-Family Housing (Low-Rise): 6.21 daily
trips per unit.

e Average Trip Length = Observed average home-based trip lengths for market-rate
housing by region/sub-region (see Appendix B).

Affordable Housing Unit VMT Calculation

The VMT generated by a typical affordable housing unit was determined based on the
following formula:

Formula4 VMT Generation — Affordable Housing
VMT Generated = Trip Generation Rate X Average Trip Length

Formula Inputs:

e Trip Generation Rate = ITE Trip Rate for Affordable Housing: 4.81 daily trips per unit.

e Average Trip Length = Observed trip lengths for a sampling of affordable housing units
within the region/sub-region (see Appendix B).

Market Rate Housing VMT Generation (by unit), Affordable Housing VMT Generation (by unit),
and Mitigation Program VMT Reductions (by unit) are provided, by region/sub-region in
Appendix D.
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6.0 Mitigating Project Gap Funding

This section provides the methodology used to estimate the cost of affordable housing
units by region and determine the level of gap funding the Mitigation Program is anticipated
to provide, in alignment with HCD practice, Mitigating Project needs, and additionality
requirements.

PRC Section 21080.44(c)(2) states that “[a]ffordable housing or related infrastructure
projects for which funding was applied from other state funding programs, but was not
awarded due to limited program resources, or was awarded but a financing gap still exists,
may be considered for funding pursuant to this subdivision...” (emphasis added). Therefore,
contributions to the TDIF can be awarded to close the funding gap for Mitigating Projects
that have received other federal, state, and local contributions, but require additional
funding to make the project financially viable. TDIF contributions can also be awarded to
qualified Mitigating Projects that were not awarded state contributions due to insufficient
resources and/or the competitive nature of funding opportunities.

Further, full VMT mitigation credit may be granted for partial gap funding for Mitigating
Projects, provided that the TOD Program applicant demonstrates that Mitigation Program
funding is necessary to make the project financially viable; that VMT mitigation credits are
uniquely assigned, tracked, and retired by the Mitigation Program and are not claimed by
another Impacting Project within the Mitigation Program or by any other impact-generating
project outside the Mitigation Program; and that the credits claimed correspond to the
appropriate level of VMT impact requiring mitigation.

Consistent with PRC Section 21080.44(d)(3), which directs LCl to design a process for
validating a project’s VMT funding contribution, the Mitigation Program will post
documentation on the Mitigation Program website, by region, that verifies the contributions
made, the corresponding VMT mitigation value, and the scope of mitigation achieved for
each mitigating project. The Mitigation Program will also post the total VMT Mitigation
Credits that have been issued within each region to provide a balance sheet of the total
credits issued and total mitigation reductions that have been achieved. This Guidance,
together with forthcoming HCD materials, will provide a clear and reliable basis for
determining that such contributions satisfy applicable CEQA mitigation requirements.

6.1. Historical Funding Data

The average per-unit Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) funding
was used to identify the Gap Funding needs for Mitigating Projects. AHSC funding is
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typically awarded to affordable housing development projects that have maximized other
funding resources to try to complete their project’s funding stack. The AHSC program also
prioritizes projects that are ready for construction but need additional funding to close the
project’s remaining funding gap. As such, the AHSC program provides a valid analog for the
TOD Program; thus, it was used to estimate the potential Gap Funding needs of Mitigating
Projects seeking TDIF contributions.

To estimate the potential Gap Funding needs, the previous five years of AHSC funding
application and award data, between 2019 and 2024, were analyzed to determine the
average HCD state funding awarded to affordable housing development of different sizes
throughout the state. To control for project size, the awarded funds were divided by the
total number of affordable units, thus providing the funding awarded per unit. The funding
awarded per unit provides a metric that can be objectively compared with other
developments within the region or the state as a whole. The funding awarded per unit data
were then categorized by region and where data were lacking by combined regions (see
Section 7.3, “Regional Pricing”) and unit type to identify and help isolate funding variations.
Finally, for consistency, the awarded funding amounts were adjusted to 2026 dollars using
the Engineering News Record (ENR) Building Cost Index (BCl). The resulting dollar amounts
from the calculation are used to estimate the Gap Funding needed to ensure that Mitigating
Projects would not have been viable but for the Mitigation Program.

6.2. Gap Funding Calculation

AHSC data are not available in all regions and may fluctuate over time due to changes in
development costs in a region or the state as a whole. Therefore, to normalize the data, allow
it to be applicable to more areas, and allow it to adjust over time with development costs, the
funding award per unit amounts were divided by the total development cost per unit of the
development that was awarded the grant funding, to identify the Percent Funding Awarded.
This analysis identified that the percentage of Funding Awarded can range between 5% and
50%, with a median value of 15% for a sampling of 108 sites. The program funding data from
the 108 sample sites is provided in Appendix E.

The average total development cost to construct an affordable dwelling unit, by region, was
identified using California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC) data, for sites that were
allocated federal tax credits between 2020 and 2024, which provided a sampling of 1,087
affordable housing projects. Total development cost data were only used from sample
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projects that are comprised of 10% or fewer market rate units?. The TCAC data used to
develop the average total development costs per region is provided in Appendix F. It
should be noted that TCAC data were used for the total development costs since it
provides a much larger sample size (almost 10x) than the AHSC data, and TCAC data has
sample sites from every region. Therefore, the Gap Funding will be derived based on the
following formula:

Formula5 Gap Funding Calculation

Gap Funding = Total Development Cost X 15%

Gap Funding calculations by unit for each region are provided in Appendix G.

6.3. Funding Allocation to Mitigating Projects

As noted in the previous section, the median gap funding needed for a Mitigating Project is
15% of the total development cost; however, gap funding needs were observed to range
between 5% and 50%. Therefore, the Mitigation Program will provide a range of gap funding
to meet the needs of the Mitigating Projects. The minimum and maximum gap funding
available to Mitigating Projects will be included in the forthcoming funding announcement
from HCD. The Mitigation Program will also review the average gap funding provided to
Mitigating Projects, as well as the state grant funding awarded to all affordable housing
projects every three years, and adjust the gap funding assumptions accordingly.

6.4. Avoiding Double Counting

To ensure that VMT reductions provided by Mitigating Projects are solely attributed to the
Mitigation Program, every Mitigating Project applicant or lead agency applying for TDIF
contributions will need to attest and verify that they are not receiving funding from regional
or local VMT Mitigation Programs or any other financial or monetary credit based on the
Mitigating Project's estimated VMT reductions. This will ensure that the VMT reductions
associated with the Mitigation Project are not being counted by multiple programs.

2 Most affordable housing sites set aside one or more market-rate units for on-site property
management and other administrative needs. The total number of affordable units and total
number of units overall for each sample site is provided in Attachment F
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7.0 VMT Mitigation Credits

Establishing the VMT Mitigation Credit Values for each region fulfills the
requirements established in PRC Section 21080.44(d)(1) & (3):

(1) A methodology for determining the amounts that are required to be
contributed to the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund
pursuant to subdivision (b) to mitigate the environmental impacts associated
with vehicle miles traveled.

(2) A process for validating a project’s vehicle miles traveled funding
contribution, which shall be designed to provide certainty to the lead agency
and project applicant that the contribution satisfies applicable mitigation
requirements under this division for significant transportation impacts.

This section provides the methodology for calculating the cost of VMT Mitigation Credits for
the Mitigation Program. The Mitigation Program will establish the cost to reduce one mile of
vehicular travel through the implementation of Mitigating Projects (VMT Mitigation Credit).
VMT Mitigation Credits will represent one mile of reduced travel; thus, the Impacting
Project’s contribution to the program will be calculated based on the amount of VMT
elected to be mitigated multiplied by the VMT Mitigation Credit value for the region in which
itis located. This will ensure that enough revenue is contributed to the TDIF to generate
sufficient VMT Reduction Credits to mitigate transportation impacts.

7.1. Cost to Reduce One Mile of Travel

The cost to reduce one mile of travel, within each region, will be determined using the
following formula:

Formula 6 Program Costto Reduce One Mile of Vehicular Travel

Gap Funding Needed (see Section 6.0)

Cost to Reduce One Mil T l=
ost to Reduce One Mile of Trave Total Daily VMT Reduced (See Section 5.0)

The assumptions and methods that will be used to calculate both the numerator and
denominator of Formula 6 were discussed in the previous sections. Section 5, “VMT
Reductions,” discusses how the VMT reductions associated with affordable housing will be
calculated, while Section 6, “Mitigating Project Gap Funding,” explains how the required
gap funding to implement affordable housing was determined. To normalize the associated
VMT reductions and funding amounts across developments of various sizes, all
calculations will be conducted on a per-unit basis.
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7.2. Administrative Cost

A 3-percent administrative cost is included in the VMT Mitigation Credit value to account
for the costs of administering, tracking, reporting, and providing updates to the Mitigation
Program. Administrative costs will be extracted from Mitigation Program contributions
when they are deposited into the TDIF and will be maintained and tracked within one
statewide administrative account. The administrative account would not be divided by
regions, as the funds within the account would be used to administer and update the
program as a whole. The 3-percent administrative cost, in conjunction with the
administrative account balances and typical annual administrative expenses, will be
evaluated and adjusted ,if needed, every three years to account for program demand.

1.3. Regional Pricing

Sub-Areas

As noted previously in Section 3.0, AB 130 defines “regions” as the territory of MPOs, and
for areas located outside of MPOs, as the jurisdictions of RTPAs. However, the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) and the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) regions are disproportionately large compared to other MPOs
throughout the state and are geographically diverse in terms of regional characteristics,
such as population density and travel patterns. Therefore, to satisfy local needs as well as
legal nexus requirements, these areas will be divided into sub-areas strictly for the purpose
of calculating VMT Mitigation Credit values. It should be noted that VMT Mitigation Credit
contributions made to the TDIF within these sub-areas will still be collected, monitored,
and prioritized within each individual region (i.e., SCAG and MTC regions). This approach
will better capture the diversity of the local metropolitan areas within each MPO and, due
to their size and number of potential Mitigating Projects, will enable compliance with the
requirements of AB 130 at a level of greater precision.

While PRC Section 21080.44(c) calls first for allocation of funds within each region, due to
the diversity of land uses and transportation infrastructure that are present over large
areas, developing a single VMT Mitigation Credit value may not properly reflect the nature
of these larger regions. Therefore, the MTC region was divided into five separate sub-areas
(i.e., North Bay, Upper Peninsula, East Bay, and Santa Clara). Figure 2 displays the sub-
area boundaries for the MTC region. Similarly, the SCAG region will be divided into sub-
areas along the existing Council of Governments’ (COG) boundaries. Figure 3 displays the
sub-area boundaries for the SCAG region.
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Combined Areas

The pricing methodology for VMT Credit values is established at the Mitigation Program
region level, but for some parts of the state, a group of regions are assigned the same price.
These larger areas were developed based on the geographic, historic, and financial
comparability characteristics of the areas that are being partnered. The RTPAs located
outside of MPOs have been combined into regionally appropriate groupings to ensure that
adequate data sample sizes are available when determining the unit value of VMT
Mitigation Credits for these areas.
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As part of the VMT Mitigation Credit methodology development, an analysis was conducted
to identify the comparability of development costs and travel patterns between adjacent
regions. During this analysis, it was determined that, due to the limited availability of
affordable housing data within RTPAs outside MPOs, deriving the VMT-related benefits and
development costs needed to determine the cost of VMT Mitigation Credit values was
infeasible at the regional level for certain low-density parts of the state. Therefore, a single
VMT Mitigation Credit value was developed for these areas with insufficient individual data,
combining multiple neighboring regions, each with similar development and travel
patterns. These specific areas are shown in Table 4. It should be noted that VMT Mitigation
Credit contributions made to the TDIF within these larger combined regions will still be
collected, monitored, and prioritized within each individual region. These combined areas
are shown in Table 4. For additional details, see Appendix A.

Table 4 Combined Areas for VMT Mitigation Credits

Combined Area Region

East Sierra Combined Area Inyo County Local Transportation Commission

Mono County Local Transportation Commission

San Bernadino County Association of Governments

Eastern California Area Alpine County Local Transportation Commission

Amador County Transportation Commission

Calaveras Council of Governments

Madera County Transportation Commission

Mariposa County Local Transportation Commission

Tuolumne County Transportation Council
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Combined Area Region

North State Super Region

Butte County Association of Governments

Colusa County Transportation Commission

Del Norte Local Transportation Commission

Glenn County Transportation Commission

Humboldt County Association of Governments

Lake County/City Area Planning Council

Lassen County Transportation Commission

Mendocino Council of Governments

Modoc County Transportation Commission

Nevada County Transportation Commission

Plumas County Transportation Commission

Shasta Regional Transportation Agency

Sierra County Local Transportation Commission

Siskiyou County Local Transportation Commission

Tehama County Transportation Commission

Trinity County Transportation Commission

SACOG Combined Area

Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Tahoe Metropolitan Planning Organization

()
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71.4. VMT Mitigation Credit Value

VMT Mitigation Credit value calculations are provided in Appendix H. Appendix H also
provides the VMT Mitigation Credit values by region or larger combined region (see Section
7.3, “Regional Pricing”). As discussed in Section 8.1, “Credit Value Adjustment,” these
values will be increased annually to account for inflation. Therefore, the credit values
identified in Appendix H may not reflect the current values.

Formula7 VMT Mitigation Credit Value

VMT Mitigation Credit Value = Cost to Reduce One Mile of Vehicular Travel

1.5. Publishing Mitigation Credit Values

VMT Mitigation Credit values and the technical calculations used to derive the values will
be posted on the Mitigation Program’s website. A list of the VMT Mitigation Credit values will
be posted publicly. Additionally, this guidance, including the VMT Mitigation Credit value
calculations contained within the appendices, will be posted publicly.
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8.0 Program Administration

8.1. Credit Value Adjustment

To maintain pace with construction costs, the VMT Mitigation Credit values will be updated
based on the percentage change in the California Department of General Services’
Construction Cost Index (CCCI). The adjustment will take effect on July 1each year and
shall be based on the change in index value between April of the previous year to April of
the year the adjustment takes effect. CCCl increases do not need to be applied for years in
which the VMT Mitigation Credit Values are updated based on the requirements outlined in
PRC Section 21080.44(d) (see Section 8.4, “Program Updates”).

8.2. Program Reporting

To ensure transparency, the Mitigation Program will model its reporting on the guidance
outlined in Government Code Section 66006(b) to document the contributions made to the
program, the fund balances within each region, the contributions made towards Mitigating
Projects, and the status of the Mitigating Projects that received contributions from the TDIF.
Additionally, the current and previous annual credit value reports or the financial reports
for the Mitigation Program will be posted.

8.3. Program Updates

PRC Section 21080.44(d) requires that the Mitigation Program be updated as follows:

On or before July 1, 2026, and at least once every three years thereafter, the office, in
consultation with other state agencies, as appropriate, shall issue guidance related
to the implementation of this section. This guidance shall include all of the
following:

(1) A methodology for determining the amounts that are required to be contributed
to the Transit-Oriented Development Implementation Fund pursuant to
subdivision (b) to mitigate the environmental impacts associated with vehicle
miles traveled.

(2) A definition of location-efficient areas that reflects a reasonable nexus between
the location of the transportation impact of the project and the location of the
vehicle miles traveled-efficient affordable housing or related infrastructure
project which shall consider the location efficient area’s consistency with an
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adopted sustainable communities strategy pursuant to Section 65080 of the
Government Code, alternative planning strategy pursuant to Section 65080 of the
Government Code, or other adopted regional growth plan intended to foster
efficient land use.

(3) A process for validating a project’s vehicle miles traveled funding contribution,
which shall be designed to provide certainty to the lead agency and project
applicant that the contribution satisfies applicable mitigation requirements under
this division for significant transportation impacts.

(4) A methodology for estimating the anticipated reduction in vehicle miles traveled
associated with affordable housing or related infrastructure projects funded
pursuant to subdivision (c). This methodology may consider existing
methodologies but shall be tailored to the specific purposes and structure of this
section, including accounting for relevant factors influencing vehicle miles
traveled reduction, including proximity to transit, job access, walkability, and the
level of affordability, and the length of the affordability period, of the affordable
housing or related infrastructure project.

As such, LCl will review this guidance, as well as the technical data used to calculate the
VMT Mitigation Credit values, every three years to determine whether the methodologies,
processes, data sources, and data values remain accurate and relevant. LCl will also
review the monitoring data and reports discussed in Section 8.4, “Mitigation Monitoring,” to
determine whether the Mitigation Program accurately projected the effectiveness of the
VMT reductions associated with the implementation of affordable housing and will make
adjustments to the VMT Mitigation Credits values accordingly. LCI will also review whether
the average total per-unit development costs of Mitigating Projects have changed at similar
rates to those projected by the CCCl and adjust accordingly. Based on the findings of this
evaluation, LCl will either update this guidance to address the needed changes or produce
a technical memo confirming that the VMT reductions assumed by the Mitigation Program
align with those observed through the monitoring program.

8.4. Mitigation Monitoring

AB 130 requires that beginning the year following the first distributions of funding for the
Mitigation Program, LClI, in consultation with HCD, the Transportation Agency, and regions,
shall evaluate the use of Mitigation Projects. As detailed in PRC Section 21080.44(f), the
evaluation shall assess the distribution of funds across project types, the effectiveness of
supported projects in reducing VMT, the affordability of the housing units produced, and
other relevant metrics that reflect Mitigation Program performance. Based on this
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assessment, HCD, in consultation with the LCl and the California State Transportation
Agency (CalSTA), may revise program guidelines to enhance outcomes (PRC Section
21080.44(f)).

AB 130 also requires that LCl contract with the University of California to evaluate the
mitigation measures used by projects participating in the Mitigation Program to reduce
VMT. As detailed in HSC Section 53568(a), LClI shall, subject to appropriation, and, with the
agreement of the Regents of the University of California, contract with the University of
California to conduct an evaluation of the mitigation measures used by projects
participating in the TOD Program to reduce VMT. This evaluation shall summarize the
different categories of mitigation measures utilized across regions, the types of projects
implementing those measures, the estimated annual VMT reductions achieved, total costs
to construct or implement the mitigation measures, project-level funding contributions,
cost per VMT reduced, and per capita VMT reduction (HSC Section 53568(a)). Finally, this
evaluation shall assess how the mitigation measures used under the TOD Program
complement other VMT mitigation options and strategies (HSC Section 53568(b)). AB 130
also requires LCl to complete this evaluation and submit a report to the Legislature on or
before July 1, 2031 (HSC Section 53568(c)).

As outlined in HSC 53568(a), LCI shall coordinate with HCD on the evaluation of the
Mitigating Projects that receive TOD Program funds and verify the VMT reductions that they
achieve. As part of the three-year Mitigation Program update process discussed in Section
8.4, evaluation of Mitigating Projects could be evaluated based on the following items:

e (Catalog all Mitigating Projects that have received occupancy permits over the last
three-year period, by region.

e Document the total cost to construct and/or implement the cataloged Mitigating
Projects. This data should be obtained from the developer of the Mitigating Project.
Identify if the final total development cost varies from the value on which the gap
funding provided to the Mitigating Project was based.

e Derive the “actual” total development cost per unit, by region, based on the final total
development cost derived under the previous step.

e Observe, calculate, and document the daily and annual VMT each cataloged
Mitigating Project generates.

e Compare the observed VMT reductions associated with the newly occupied Mitigating
Projects to the VMT generated by market rate residential units within the same region
based on the methods outlined in Section 5.0.
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e Calculate the VMT Mitigation Credit Value both daily and annually, using the project-
specific VMT and gap funding data derived from the previous steps (See Section 7.0
for the methodology).

e Compare the observed VMT Credit Values of the newly occupied Mitigating Projects to
the current VMT Mitigation Credit Value and update the VMT Credit Values
accordingly.

The final monitoring criteria and methods would be established and made publicly
available as part of the regular rulemaking process that shall be commenced on or before
January 1, 2028.

LCl will make available the results of this analysis with the updated guidance and VMT
Mitigation Credit Values every three years. LCl will document and summarize these
calculations and findings of this analysis for each Mitigating Project in a technical report
that will be made available with the revised guidance.

8.5. Observing VMT Reductions Generated by
Mitigating Projects

This section describes a potential approach that LCl or its contractor could use to monitor
and update VMT Mitigation Credits generated by the bank. Once Mitigating Projects are
constructed and occupied, the following data could be collected, analyzed, and reported
on to verify that the anticipated VMT reductions associated with the Mitigating Projects,
outlined in Appendix D, are being realized. The following data could be collected for each
Mitigating Project approximately one year after it receives its occupancy permits:

e Conduct daily traffic counts at all driveways that access the Mitigating Project. Traffic
counts would be conducted over Monday through Friday on a typical week when
schools are in session. If a driveway serves multiple uses, in addition to the Mitigating
Project, engineering judgment should be used to allocate the driveway traffic that is
associated with the Mitigating Project. The assumptions used in the judgment would
be included in an appendix of the overall documentation.

e Based on the count data collected under the first step, determine the average number
of daily vehicular trips per dwelling unit the Mitigating Project generates on a typical
weekday.

e Evaluate the average weekday trip lengths for the Mitigating Project site via a select
link analysis, of the Mitigating Project driveway(s), using a “Big Data” transportation
platform such as Replica or Streetlight.
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e [fthe trip length data is not available at the Mitigating Project’s driveway, LClI or its
contractor could collect the data by requesting residents complete a travel log.

e (Calculate the daily VMT generated by the Mitigating Project, on a per dwelling unit
basis, using Formula 4.

e Determine the VMT reductions associated with the Mitigating Project by comparing
the average VMT generated per dwelling unit of the Mitigating Project to the average
VMT generated by a market rate unit in the same region (See Appendix D).

As detailed above, the final monitoring methods would be established and made publicly
available as part of the regular rulemaking process that shall be commenced on or before

January 1, 2028.
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Appendix A Regional Pricing

For the purposes of establishing VMT Mitigation Credit values, it is recommended that the
regional transportation planning agencies (RTPAs) located outside of metropolitan planning
organizations (MPOs) be partnered with an adjacent, more populated region, to ensure that
adequate data sample sizes are available when determining the unit value of vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) Mitigation Credits for these areas. These areas were developed based on the
geographic, historic, and financial characteristics of the areas that are being partnered.

Due to the limited affordable housing data within the RTPAs outside of MPOs, deriving the
VMT related benefits and development costs needed to assess the value of a VMT Mitigation
Credit can be challenging and inaccurate. Therefore, a single VMT Mitigation Credit value will
be developed for these areas. Having a single unit cost within each of these areas will help to
ensure the accuracy of the calculated VMT Mitigation Credits as well as provide a single
value among regions that will most commonly share funds, thus making it easier and more
predictable to maintain the nexus between the regions in these areas.

Funds within these areas will still be collected, monitored, and prioritized within each
individual region even though the value for VMT Mitigation Credits will be calculated for
these combined areas as a whole. Creating the single VMT Mitigation Credit value will allow
for the smaller regions within these areas to pool and share funds with other regions more
easily, while still maintaining the Mitigation Program’s nexus.

North State Super Region

The North State Super Region (NSSR) is an alliance of 16 counties in Northern California
that came together to address common transportation issues and their relationship with
land use, economic development, climate change, equity, and other North State priorities.
The NSSR members work together to formulate unified strategies and advocate for
implementation to the public and implementing agencies. The NSSR was formed on
October 20, 2010, through a memorandum of agreement among RTPAs. The goals of the
NSSR include:

e To collaborate on endorsement of projects, share resources and information, and
bring political attention to the needs of the area, including regional roads, transit, and
goods movement.

e To unite as a larger voice of influence state and federal policy and funding priorities.
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e To coordinate compliance with state and federal requirements, including blueprint
planning and air quality regulation.

e To share and generate innovative ideas for project delivery and funding, among others.

Most areas within the NSSR are outside an MPO. Because the counties and RTPAs within
the NSSR already work together on land use, transportation, and climate change issues it is
natural to group them into a single larger area even though not all of the regions are directly
adjacent. Figure A1 displays the NSSR boundary and the RTPAs and MPOs that are located
within it. Table A1 summarizes the existing affordable housing data for each RTPA/MPO
within the NSSR.

Table A1 North State Super Region Analysis

Average TDC? Per Unit = Average HCD Funding

RIPA/MPO ($2025) Per Unit3 ($2025)
BCAG 66 $471,969 $296,005
Colusa CTC 11 $469,201 N/A
Del Norte LTC 12 $582,208 N/A
Glenn CTC 9 $377,671 $401,873
Humboldt CAG 34 $619,500 $682,242
Lake CCAPC 21 $451,572 $87,294
Lassen CTC 7 $211,822 N/A
Mendocino COG 24 $472,898 N/A
Modoc CTC 1 N/A N/A
Nevada CTC 28 $551,463 N/A
Plumas CLTC 2 N/A N/A
Sierra CLTC 1 N/A N/A
Siskiyou CLTC 12 $500,330 N/A
SRTA 34 $614,877 $411,595
Trinity CTC 0 N/A N/A
Tehama CTC 14 $334,979 $377,045

276 $495,878 $330,199
Total Average Average
Notes

1 Total number of affordable housing development sites that received tax credits since 1989.

2 Total Development Cost (TDC) — Source: California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC), 2020 - 2024
3 Average funding awarded between 2019 and 2025 through HCD programs.
$2025 - Monetary amount has been escalated to 2025 dollars.

N/A: No data available.
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As shown in Table A1, combining the MPOs and RTPAs within the NSSR provides a stronger
sampling of affordable housing units, which is more in line with the other regions
throughout the state. Additionally, combining the RTPAs and MPOS within the NSSR area
provides a more substantial sampling of development costs and HCD funding data to
calculate the Gap Funding needs for Mitigating Projects across the combined area as a
whole. While the cost data does vary between the RTPAs/MPOs within the combined area,
the average cost data for the NSSR will be weighted based on the total number of
affordable dwelling units that have been developed within the region; therefore, the data
still provides an accurate representation of the common Gap Funding needs based on the
frequency in which Mitigating Projects will be available within the NSSR.
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SACOG Combined Area

As shown in Figure A2, there are multiple RTPAs outside an MPO which are adjacent to the
SACOG region. As shown in Table A2, the adjacent RTPAs have experienced limited
affordable housing development over the last 35 years, and as a result, some have no
sample data to calculate VMT reductions, development costs, or the Gap Funding needs of
potential Mitigating Projects within their respective regions. In addition to the adjacent
RTPAs, the Tahoe Metropolitan Planning Organization (TMPO) is recommended for
inclusion within the SACOG Combined Area due to its small size and limited history of
implementing affordable housing development sites. As shown in the table, the typical
HCD funding awarded per unit within TMPO is consistent with the other regions that are
being included within the SACOG Combined Area; thus, it can be assumed that the gap
funding needed for Mitigating Projects would be similar between the TMPO and the other
regions within the larger combined area, and it would not put an additional financial burden
on Participating Projects in the TMPO region if their funding is allocated towards Mitigating
Projects located the SACOG Combined Area. Combining the SACOG and TMPO areas will
provide greater certainty regarding the availability of Mitigating Projects and help ensure
that there will be sufficient demand for VMT Mitigation Credits to provide the Gap Funding
for the Mitigating Projects as they arise.

Table A2 SACOG MPO and the Adjacent RTPA Analysis

Average HCD
RTPA/MPO Av‘i}ﬁﬁi ;ggg;fer FundinggPer Unit3
($2025)
El Dorado CTC 16 $700,720 $296,129
Placer CTPA 61 $455,209 N/A
SACOG 339 $517,515 $351,665
TMPO 13 $790,026 $307,362
429 $520,413 $338,030
Total Average Average
Notes

T Total number of affordable housing development sites that received tax credits since 1989.

2 Total Development Cost (TDC) - Source: California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC), 2020 - 2024
3 Average funding awarded between 2019 and 2025 through HCD programs.

$2025 - Monetary amount has been escalated to 2025 dollars.

N/A: No data available.
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MCTC Combined Area

As shown in Figure A2, there are multiple RTPAs outside an MPO jurisdiction, adjacent to
the Madera County Transportation Commission (MCTC) MPO. As shown in Table A3, the
adjacent RTPAs have experienced limited affordable housing development over the last 35
years, and as a result, have no HCD funding data to calculate potential VMT reductions or
the Gap Funding needs for potential Mitigating Projects within their respective regions.
However, as shown in the table, the development cost data for both the Mariposa County
Local Transportation Commission (LTC) and the Tuolumne County Transportation Council
(CTC) are similar to those for the MCTC. Therefore, it can be assumed that the Gap Funding
needs for affordable housing development projects within these regions may be similar.
Finally, it should be noted that no financial data was available for the Alpine LTC, Amador
CTC and Calaveras COG regions. Therefore, the financial data from the adjacent regions
was used as an analog for these areas.

Table A3 MCTC MPO and the Adjacent RTPA Analysis

Average TDC? Average HCD Funding
Per Unit ($2025) Per Unit3 ($2025)

Alpine LTC 1 N/A N/A
Amador CTC 5 N/A N/A
Calaveras COG 4 N/A N/A
Mariposa LTC 3 $544,632 N/A
MCTC 30 $590,330 $435,615
Tuolumne CTC 10 $545,739 N/A

53 $576,842 $435,615

Total Average Average

Notes

T Total number of affordable housing development sites that received tax credits since 1989.

2 Total Development Cost (TDC) — Source: California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC), 2020 - 2024
3 Average funding awarded between 2019 and 2025 through HCD programs.

$2025 - Monetary amount has been escalated to 2025 dollars.

N/A: No data available.
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East Sierra Combined Area

As shown in Table A4, both Inyo County and Mono County have experienced limited
affordable housing development over the last 35 years. Both regions are located on the
east side of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, limiting their access to the Central Valley and the
western part of the state. Therefore, including these regions within a combined area with
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MPOs or other RTPAs to the west would not make geographic sense. Additionally, due to
the Nevada State Border to the north, there are no MPOs or higher populated RTPAs to the
north with which these regions can be partnered with. Therefore, it is recommended that
these regions be partnered with the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority
(SBCTA), located directly to their south, and connected via SR-395, to create a combined
area (East Sierra Combined Area), which is shown in Figure A3.

Table A4  East Sierra Combined Area Analysis

Average TDC?Per  Average HCD Funding

Unit ($2025) Per Unit3 ($2025)
Inyo LTC 1 N/A N/A
Mono LTC 7 $676,119 N/A
SBCTA 137 $525,704 $200,322
145 $555,787 $235,571
Total Average Average
Notes

1 Total number of affordable housing development sites that received tax credits since 1989.

2 Total Development Cost (TDC) - Source: California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC), 2020 - 2024
3 Average funding awarded between 2019 and 2025 through HCD programs.

$2025 - Monetary amount has been escalated to 2025 dollars.

N/A: No data available.

This combined area will provide a stronger sample of affordable housing data, which is
more consistent with the other regions throughout the state. Additionally, partnering these
regions will provide greater certainty regarding the availability of Mitigating Projects and
help ensure that there will be sufficient demand from Participating Projects for VMT
Mitigation Credits to provide adequate Gap Funding for potential Mitigating Projects as they
arise.
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Appendix B: Observed Trip Lengths for Affordable and
Market-Rate Housing

The trip length data contained within this appendix is organized by Regional Pricing Area.
Each page identifies the average observed home based trip lengths, measured in number
of miles, for a sampling of affordable housing units within the area, as well as the average
trip length for all housing units within the Regional Pricing Area as a whole. The data sample
size based on the total trips observed and total unique trip takers is also provided. All trip
length data were derived from Replica’ using weekday (Thursday) data from the Spring 2025
timeframe. Replica output graphs which display the total trips for an array of trip lengths
are also provided.

The affordable housing data were obtained from a sampling of affordable housing sites
spread through the Regional Pricing Area. Sample sites were identified based on California
Tax Credit Allocation Committee (CTCAC) data?. CTCAC data identifies all of the affordable
housing developments that have received federal tax credits between 1989 and 2025.
Sample data were obtained from affordable housing sites with a driveway or access point
that could be isolated using Replica’s select link feature. The address of the affordable
housing sites that were included within the sampling is listed within the Regional Pricing
Area summary page.

" https://documentation.replicahg.com/docs/disaggregate-trip-tables

2 https://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/annual-reports
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ABAG/MTC (East Bay)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 2,930 2,190,000
Trip Takers 1,440 1,500,000
Distance (miles) 7.9 10.0

5301 Elm Lane, Oakley, CA 94561

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

2425 Shattuck Avenue, Berkeley, CA 94704

6455 Foothill Blvd, Oakland, CA 94605

2437 Eagle Avenue, Alameda, CA 94501

801 14th St, Oakland, California, 94607

727 Buena Vista Ave. Alameda, CA 94501

283 13th St, Oakland, California, 94612

80 W Hookston Rd, Pleasant Hill, CA 94523

510 21st Street, Oakland, CA 94612

1032 Mohr Lane, Concord, CA 94518

540 21st Street, Oakland, CA 94612

1265 Monument Blvd, Concord, CA 94520

1601 Market St, Oakland, CA 94607

2501 Camara Circle, Concord, CA 94520

1060 West Grand Ave., Oakland, CA 94607

2751 Monument Blvd., Concord, CA 94521

3253 Adeline Street, Berkeley, CA 94703

3838 Clayton Road, Concord, CA 94521

3224 Adeline Street, Berkeley, CA 94703
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ABAG/MTC (North Bay)

Metric

Affordable

All

Distance (miles) 8.1

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

535 Coombsville Rd, Napa, California, 94558

Total Trips 4,400 1,160,000
Trip Takers 2,200 787,000
10.8

1200 Petaluma Blvd N, Petaluma, California,

94952

2951 Soscol Ave, Napa, California, 94558

2496 Old Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, CA

95407

3550 Villa Ln, Napa, California, 94558

2542 Old Stony Point Rd Santa Rosa, CA 95407

548 2nd St W, Sonoma, California, 95476

2151 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, CA 95407

94941

115 Shoreline Hwy, Mill Valley, California,

2145 Stony Point Road, Santa Rosa, CA 95407

30 Novato St, San Rafael, California, 94901

5352 Old Redwood Highway, Santa Rosa, CA

95403

5 Hutchins Way, Novato, California, 94949

524 Airport Blvd., Santa Rosa,

CA 95403

359 W Payran St, Petaluma, California, 94952
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ABAG/MTC (Upper Peninsula)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 3,060 1,040,000
Trip Takers 1,520 736,000
Distance (miles) 8.4 9.2

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1555 Turk St, Upper Peninsula, CA, 94115 1340 Hudson Avenue, Upper Peninsula, CA 94124
248 Rey St, Upper Peninsula, CA, 94134 140 Cashmere Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94124
853 Commodore Dr, San Bruno, CA, 94066 479 Natoma Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
1099 Admiral Ct, San Bruno, CA, 94066 88 Sixth Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103

2500 Arelious Walker Dr, Upper Peninsula, CA, |988 Howard Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
94124

2600 Arelious Walker Dr, Upper Peninsula, CA, |474 Natoma Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
94124

2700 Arelious Walker Dr, Upper Peninsula, CA, [1036 Mission Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
94124

2800 Arelious Walker Dr, Upper Peninsula, CA, |[1064 Mission Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
94124

101 A St, Colma, CA, 94014 967 Mission Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
370 F St, Colma, CA, 94014 960 Howard Street, Upper Peninsula, CA 94103
833 Jamestown Avenue, Upper Peninsula, CA
94124
3060 trips by 1520 trip takers « Medium certainty @ | Summaries A || Rankings ] 1.04m trips by 736k trip takers = High certainty @  Summaries A | Rankings v
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ABAG/MTC (Santa Clara)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 5,030 2,190,000
Trip Takers 2,220 1,500,000
Distance (miles) 7.6 10.0

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

955 South Sixth Street, San Jose, CA 95112 360 Meridian Ave, San Jose, CA, 95126

965 South Sixth Street, San Jose, CA 95112 520 N. Sixth Street, San Jose, CA 95112

570 Keyes Street, San Jose, CA 95112 941 Lundy Ave., San Jose, CA 95133

2550 South King Road, San Jose, CA 95122 1410 El Camino Real, Santa Clara, CA 95050

Montecito Vista Dr & Montecito Vista Way, San |662 Garland Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 94086
Jose, CA, 95111

2774 Monterey Highway, San Jose, CA 95111 4355 Renaissance Drive, San Jose, CA 95134

2772 Monterey Road, San Jose, CA 95138 4401 Renaissance Drive, San Jose, CA 95134
200 Lewis Road, San Jose, CA 95111 4501 Renaissance Drive, San Jose, CA 95134
5030 trips by 2220 trip takers + Medium certainty @ | Summaries A Rankings 249m trips by 1.50m trip takers = High certainty @ | Summaries A Rankings |
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AMBAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 5,190 644,000
Trip Takers 2,130 436,000
Distance (miles) 10.3 11.2

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1245 Bedford Ave, King City, CA 93930

1466 Yosemite St, Seaside, CA, 93955

1201 Amherst Dr, King City, CA 93930

301 9th Street, Marina, CA 93933

130 13th Street, Greenfield, CA 93927

3109 Seacrest Ave, Marina, CA, 93933

1120 Heidi Drive, Greenfield, CA 93927

300 Bree Ln, Watsonville, CA, 95076*

1276 Oak Avenue, Greenfield, CA 93927

56 Atkinson Ln, Watsonville, CA, 95076

252 13th Street, Greenfield, CA 93927

131 Landis Ave, Freedom, CA, 95019

250 San Vicente Road, Soledad, CA 93960

485 Holohan Rd, Watsonville, CA, 95076

110 Market St, Soledad, CA, 93960

125 Pajaro Cir, Freedom, CA, 95019

5 Haciendas Pl, Salinas, CA, 93901

110 Lindberg St, Santa Cruz, CA, 95060*

1907 Dartmouth Way, Salinas, CA, 93906

708 Water St, Santa Cruz, CA, 95060

110 Martinez Place, Soledad, CA 93960*

170 Blaine Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060

1333 Monterey Street, Soledad, CA 93960

1030 River Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060*

730 San Pedro Way, Soledad, CA 93960

90 Grandview Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060*

Benito Street Farm Labor Center

1280 Shaffer Road, Santa Cruz, CA 95060

32101 McCoy Rd, Soledad, CA, 93960

*No data were available
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Fresno COG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 1,990 904,000
Trip Takers 911 593,000
Distance (miles) 7.9 9.4

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

541 N Fulton St, Fresno, CA, 93728

3665 North Pleasant Avenue, Fresno, CA 93705

3950 N Del Mar Ave, Fresno, CA, 93704

3460 North Brawley, Fresno, CA 93722

4050 N Fruit Ave, Fresno, CA, 93705

5158 North Ninth Street, Fresno, CA 93710

4085 N Fruit Ave, Fresno, CA, 93705

725 W. Alluvial Avenue, Clovis, CA 93611

6185 N Figarden Dr, Fresno, CA, 93722

2825 West Alamos Avenue, Fresno, CA 93705

15880 W Gateway Blvd, Kerman, CA, 93630

7077 North Millbrook Avenue, Fresno, CA 93720

35820 S Lassen Ave, Huron, CA, 93234

200 N. Salma Avenue Fresno CA, 93727

141 S 3rd St, Coalinga, CA, 93210

4885 N Recreation Ave, Fresno, CA, 93726

1112 S | St, Reedley, CA, 93654

1550 E Church Ave, Fresno, CA, 93706

1110 S| St, Reedley, CA, 93654

1160 E Church Ave, Fresno, CA, 93706

750 2nd St, Orange Cove, CA, 93646

2660 E Clinton Ave, Fresno, CA, 93703

13850 Tuolumne St, Parlier, CA, 93648

2674 E Clinton Ave, Fresno, CA, 93703

13500 Tuolumne Street, Parlier, CA 93648

22150 CA Ave, San Joaquin, CA, 93660

8500 Bella Vista Street, Parlier, CA 93648

22200 W CA Ave, San Joaquin, CA, 93660

13785 East Manning Avenue, Parlier, CA 93648

1625 San Carlos Street, Selma, CA, 93662

3555 North Pleasant Avenue, Fresno, CA
93705

1480 Skelton Street Selma, CA 93662
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East Sierra

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 2,350 1,720,000
Trip Takers 1,050 1,140,000
Distance (miles) 8.9 11.2

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1970 Clary Dr, Needles, CA, 92363

8810 C Avenue, Hesperia, CA 92345

201 N Yucca Ave, Barstow, CA, 92311

9055 Santa Fe Avenue East, Hesperia, CA 92345

200 N Yucca Ave, Barstow, CA, 92311

17906 Valley Boulevard, Bloomington, CA 92316

615 E Virginia Way, Barstow, CA, 92311

18026 Valley Boulevard, Bloomington, CA 92316

16711 Chalon Rd, Victorville, CA, 92395

18028 Valley Boulevard, Bloomington, CA, 92316

15135 Kimberly Dr, Victorville, CA, 92394

16424 Ceres Ave., Fontana, CA 92335

1360 E D St, Ontario, CA, 91764

8845 Citrus Avenue, Fontana, CA 92335

120 Virginia Ave, Ontario, CA, 91764

7360 Sterling Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 92410

955 N Palmetto Ave, Ontario, CA, 91762

25942 E. Baseline Street, Highland, CA 92410

10410 Pradera Ave, Montclair, CA, 91763

177 West South Street, Rialto, CA 92376

10319 Mills Ave, Montclair, CA, 91763

W Bonnie View Dr between S Riverside Ave

942 West Holt Avenue, Pomona, CA 91768

1432 N Willow Ave, Rialto, CA, 92376

16576 Sultana Street, Hesperia, CA, 92345

422 \W Cascade Dr, Rialto, CA, 92376

16599 Muscatel Street, Hesperia, CA 92345

310 W Jackson St, Rialto, CA, 92376

8632 C Avenue, Hesperia, CA 92345

1150 N Willow Ave, Rialto, CA, 92376
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KCAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 581 127,000
Trip Takers 305 84,500
Distance (miles) 8.7 11.0

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1420 North Ave, Corcoran, CA, 93212

1850 Rodgers Road, Hanford, CA 93230

1830 S. Dairy Avenue, Corcoran, CA 93212

1150 Tammy Ln, Lemoore, CA, 93245

920 6 1/2 Avenue, Corcoran, CA 93212*

1217 South 7th Street, Avenal, CA 93204

2502 Hanna Avenue, Corcoran, CA 93212*

1112 East Whitney Street, Avenal, CA 93204-
2029

2600 Olympic Avenue, Corcoran, CA 93212

500 E Alpine St, Avenal, CA, 93204*

804 S. Harris Street, Hanford, CA 93230

13839 Lyn St, Armona, CA, 93202

731 South 11th Avenue, Hanford, CA 93230

1195 E Hanford Armona Rd, Lemoore, CA, 93245

12184 Hanford Armona Road, Hanford, CA
93230

990 Fox St, Lemoore, CA 93245

* Indicates No data were available
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KCOG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 6,030 805,000
Trip Takers 2,420 521,000
Distance (miles) 8.7 9.0

Sample Affordable Housing Developments ‘

1047 Rosamond Boulevard, Rosamond, CA 93560*

2903 Pioneer Drive, Bakersfield, CA 93306

1332 Rosamond Blvd., Rosamond, CA 93560*

3141 Pioneer Dr, Bakersfield, CA, 93306

740 Sycamore Rd, Arvin, CA, 93203*

3345 Bernard Street, Bakersfield, CA 93306

668 Comanche Dr, Arvin, CA, 93203

840 Park Meadows Ave, Bakersfield, CA, 93308

11316 Main St, Lamont, CA, 93241

2400 Goldenrod St, Bakersfield, CA, 93308

7022 Di Giorgio Rd, Lamont, CA, 93241*

6200 Victor St, Bakersfield, CA, 93308

7000 Di Giorgio Road, Lamont, CA 93241*

550 Santa Maria Way, Shafter, CA, 93263

9023 Camino La Jolla, Lamont, CA 93241

225 W Tulare Ave, Shafter, CA, 93263

1885 Madison Street, Bakersfield, CA 93307

455 E Ash Ave, Shafter, CA, 93263

1629 Lotus, Bakersfield, CA 93307

550 Santa Maria Way, Shafter, CA, 93263

1816 Lotus Ln, Bakersfield, CA, 93307

1950 Palm Ave, Wasco, CA, 93280

1601 Lotus Lane, Bakersfield, CA 93307

2650 Spruce Ave, Wasco, CA, 93280

1525 Lotus Lane, Bakersfield, CA 93307

711 Fifth Street, McFarland, CA 93250

1750 Cheatham Avenue, Bakersfield, CA 93307

799 Fifth Street, McFarland, CA 93250

1741 Cheatham Ave., Bakersfield, CA 93307

1020 Kendrea Place, McFarland, CA 93250*

1331 Cottonwood Road, Bakersfield, CA 93307

1030 Kendrea Ave., McFarland, CA 93250*

225 Meyer St, Arvin, CA, 93203

1099 Kendrea Street, McFarland, CA 93250*

1054 Washington St, Bakersfield, CA, 93307

*No data were available
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MCAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 219 217,000
Trip Takers 122 147,000
Distance (miles) 9.6 9.9
21797 S Reynolds Ave, Dos Palos, CA, 93620 777 Lougborough, Merced, CA 95348
2235 Gilbert Gonzales Jr. Drive, Los Banos, CA 93635 | 1001 B Street, Livingston, CA 95334
2125 Gilbert Gonzalez Jr. Drive, Los Banos, CA 93635 | 1000 Front Street, Livingston, CA 95334
340 South Parsons Avenue, Merced, CA 95340* 16240 Delhi Ave, Delhi, CA, 95315
988 D Street, Merced, CA 95340 1985 San Luis Street, Los Banos, CA, 93635
1108 D Street, Merced, CA 95341 1972 Main St, Livingston, CA, 95334
1137 B Street, Merced, CA 95341 13171 Brice St, Le Grand, CA, 95333*No Data
410 Lesher Dr., Merced, CA 95340* 218 S Canal St, Merced, CA, 95341*No Data
2991 Maverick Lane, Merced, CA 93548* 3028 Willowbrook Dr., Merced, CA 95348

*No data were available.
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Eastern California

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 1,190 263,000
Trip Takers 590 181,000
Distance (miles) 9.0 16.8

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

501 Monterey Street, Madera, CA 93637

225 Washington Blvd., Chowchilla, CA 93610*

203 E Lewis St, Madera, CA 93637

420 Greenley Road, Sonora, CA 95370

781 Milano Ln, Madera, CA 93637

100 Greenley Road Sonora, CA 95370

13549 Wood St, Madera, CA 93638

120 W. Adell Street, Madera, CA 93638

13600 Wood Street, Parksdale, CA 93638

297 Myer Dr, Chowchilla, CA, 93610

601 Sunrise Avenue, Madera, CA 93638

300 Myer Dr, Chowchilla, CA, 93610

1601 Creekside, Madera, CA 93638*

5075 Saint Andrews Rd, Mariposa, CA, 95338

1995 North Lake St., Madera, CA 93638

5118 Fournier Rd, Mariposa, CA, 95338

1832 Merced Street, Madera, CA 93637*

10260 Preston Ln, Jamestown, CA, 95327

338 Sherwood Way, Madera, CA 93637*

10330 Preston Ln, Jamestown, CA, 95327

26288 Clark Street, Madera, CA 93638

11439 Columbia Village Dr, Sonora, CA, 95370

701 New York Ranch Road, Jackson, CA 95642

1029 North Main Street, Jackson, CA 95642

*No data were available.
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NSSR

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 4,340 1,010,000
Trip Takers 1,980 671,000
Distance (miles) 8.6 13.1

Sample Affordable Housing Developments ‘

7055 Old Highway 53, Clearlake, CA 95422

1875 Benton Drive, Redding, CA 96003

7145 Old Highway 53 Clearlake, CA 95422

1400 30th Street Arcata, CA 95521

16080 Dam Road, Clearlake, CA 95422

3110 Boyd Road, Arcata, CA 95521

15117 Olympic Drive, Clearlake, CA 95422

3101 Boyd Road, Arcata, CA 95521

1255 Martin Street, Lakeport, CA 95453

1431 Wescott Road, Colusa, CA 95932

1164 Mulberry Street, Ukiah, CA 95482

700 Pinewood Ct, Williams, CA, 95987*

755 Village Circle, Ukiah, CA 95482

1431 Wescott Road, Colusa, CA 95932

210 E. Gobbi Street Ukiah, CA 95482

202 Table Mountain Blvd, Oroville, CA, 95965

548 Ford Street, Ukiah, CA 95482

23 Nelson Ave, Oroville, CA, 95965

610 Orchard Avenue, Ukiah, CA 95482

39 Nelson Ave, Oroville, CA, 95965

600 N. Orchard Ave., Ukiah, CA 95482

421 South St, Fort Bragg, CA, 95437

729 Nord Avenue, Chico, CA 95926

2313 McKinleyville Ave, Mckinleyville, CA, 95519

3428 Esplanade Avenue, Chico, CA 95973

850 Kimball Rd, Red Bluff, CA, 96080

1577 East Lassen Avenue, Chico, CA 95973

226 E Shasta St, Orland, CA, 95963

1290 Notre Dame Blvd., Chico, CA 95928

1003 Newport Ave, Orland, CA, 95963

2796 Native Oak Drive Chico, CA 95928

2401 Shady Lane, Anderson, CA 96007

555 Leila Avenue, Redding, CA 96002

1201 Industrial Street, Redding, CA 96002

*No data were available
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SANDAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 11,400 2,940,000
Trip Takers 5,530 1,970,000
Distance (miles) 9.1 10.1

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

16217 Stonebridge Pkwy, San Diego, CA,
92131*

555 Oxford Street, Chula Vista, CA91911

4140 Bonillo Dr, San Diego, CA, 92115

2100 Hoover Avenue, National City, CA, 91950*

2875 Cowley Way, San Diego, CA, 92110

1317 D Avenue, National City, CA 91950

10210 San Diego Mission Rd, San Diego, CA,
92108*

4914 Logan Avenue, San Diego, CA 92113

2645 Ulric St, San Diego, CA, 92111

4802-4890 Logan Avenue, San Diego, CA 92113

9900 Camino Santa Fe, San Diego, CA, 92121*

4888 Logan Avenue, San Diego, CA 92113

4470 Alvarado Canyon Rd, San Diego, CA,
92120

4720 Logan Avenue, San Diego, CA 92113

5255 Mount Etna Dr, San Diego, CA, 92117

4531 Logan Avenue, San Diego, CA 92113*

5927 Mission Gorge Rd, San Diego, CA, 92120

1455 Second Ave, San Diego, CA 92101

2122 Burdock Way, Chula Vista, CA 91915

4390 University Ave. San Diego, CA 92105

2155 Corte Vista, Chula Vista, CA 91915

6456 El Cajon Boulevard, San Diego, CA 92115

1250 Santa Cora Avenue, Chula Vista, CA
91913

6041 Pacific Place, San Diego, CA 92130

1280 East J Street, Chula Vista, CA 91910

6155 Carmel Valley Rd, San Diego, CA 92130

*No data were available.
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SACOG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 6,170 2,140,000
Trip Takers 2,760 1,450,000
Distance (miles) 8.7 9.9

Sample Affordable Housing Developments ‘

10120 Bruceville Rd, Elk Grove, CA, 95757*

7322 Florin Woods Drive, Sacramento, CA 95823

10070 Willard Pkwy, Elk Grove, CA 95757

6195 66th Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95823

9950 Bruceville Rd, Elk Grove, CA, 95757

7326 Stockton Blvd., Sacramento, CA 95823*

8151 Civic Center Dr, Elk Grove, CA, 95757

5414 Sky Parkway, Sacramento, CA 92882

8280 Geneva Pointe Dr, Elk Grove, CA, 95624*

5500 Sky Parkway, Sacramento, CA 95823*

8120 Power Inn Rd, Sacramento, CA, 95828*

4009 23rd Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95820

6620 Sunnyslope Dr, Sacramento, CA, 95828*

2000 16th Street, Sacramento, CA 95818

6601 Sunnyslope Dr, Sacramento, CA, 95828*

626 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95811*

5545 Sky Pkwy, Sacramento, CA, 95823*

825 Delta Lane, West Sacramento, CA, 95691*

331 12th St, Sacramento, CA, 95814

719 F Street, West Sacramento, CA 95605

1215 D St, Sacramento, CA, 95814

500 7th St, West Sacramento, CA 95691*

815 Bryte Ave, West Sacramento, CA, 95605

2119 W Capitol Avenue, West Sacramento, CA 95691

4500 Tynebourne St, Sacramento, CA, 95834

2455 West Capitol Avenue, West Sacramento, CA 95691*

2900 Channel Ct, Sacramento, CA, 95825

1671 W. El Camino, Sacramento, CA 95833 *

3644 Kings Way, Sacramento, CA, 95821

2201 Northview Drive, Sacramento, CA 95818

3301 Cimmarron Rd, Cameron Park, CA, 95682

7415 Larchmont Drive, North Highlands, CA 95660*

1098 Woodcreek Oaks Blvd, Roseville, CA, 95747*

7330 Watt Avenue, North Highlands, CA 95660

6725 Fiddyment Rd, Roseville, CA, 95747

4400 Elkhorn Blvd., Sacramento, CA 95842*

1655 3rd St, Lincoln, CA, 95648

7473 Holworthy Way, Antelope, CA 95843*

1515 Valdora St, Davis, CA, 95618

4635 Antelope Road, Antelope, CA 95843

3030 Cowell Blvd, Davis, CA, 95618

7840 Walerga Rd, Antelope, CA 95843

3023 Albany Ave, Davis, CA, 95618

*No data were available
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SBCAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 3,250 346,000
Trip Takers 1,510 236,000
Distance (miles) 104 9.7

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1148 W Boone St, Santa Maria, CA, 93458*

220 West North Street, Lompoc, CA 93436*

4202 11th St, Guadalupe, CA, 93434

13 South Soledad St., Santa Barbara, CA 93103

220 Calle Cesar E Chavez, Guadalupe, CA, 93434

211 Sycamore Lane, Santa Barbara, CA 93103

218 Parkview South, Orcutt, CA 93455

424 Rancheria Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93103

200 North T Street, Lompoc, CA 93436

11 Compass Ln, Goleta, CA, 93117

805 West Apricot Ave., Lompoc, CA 93436

6806 Phelps Rd, Goleta, CA, 93117

912 West Apricot Avenue, Lompoc, CA, 93436

4096 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA, 93013*

917 West Ocean Avenue, Lompoc, CA 93436-6527

11 Camino de Vida, Santa Barbara, CA, 93111*

300 W. College Ave., Lompoc, CA 93436

1305 Dahlia Ct, Carpinteria, CA, 93013*

401 W. Pine Avenue, Lompoc, CA 93436

* Indicates No data were available
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SCAG (CVAG)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 8,020 458,000
Trip Takers 3,310 301,000
Distance (miles) 9.4 12.0

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

84500 Avenue 52, Coachella, CA, 92236

410 S. Calle Encilia, Palm Springs, CA 92262

84471 Avenue 51, Coachella, CA, 92236

2950 N. Indian Canyon Dr., Palm Springs, CA,
92262

51250 Mecca Ave, Coachella, CA, 92236

3130 N Indian Canyon Drive Palm Springs, CA
92262

51251 Mecca Ave, Coachella, CA, 92236

3401 North Sunrise Way, Palm Springs, CA 92262

50600 Suncrest St, Coachella, CA, 92236

3601 N. Sunrise Way, Palm Springs, CA 92262

84800 Bagdad Ave, Coachella, CA, 92236

555 Rosa Parks Road, Palm Springs, CA 92202

84851 Bagdad Ave, Coachella, CA, 92236

65010 Dale Kiler Street, Mecca, CA 92274

51075 Frederick St, Coachella, CA, 92236

65100 Date Palm St, Mecca, CA 92254

6th St & Cesar Chavez St, Coachella, CA, 92236

91050 7th Street, Mecca, CA 92254

84900 Bagdad Ave, Coachella, CA, 92236

91098 7th Street, Mecca, CA 92254

83801 Doctor Carreon Blvd, Indio, CA, 92201

46575 Clinton Street, Indio, CA, 92201

69175 Converse Road, Cathedral City, CA 92234*

46725 Clinton Street, Indio, CA 92201

34290 Corregidoe Drive, Cathedral City, CA
92234

46725 Clinton Street, Indio, CA 92201

34160 Rebecca Way, Rancho Mirage, CA 92270

* Indicates No data were available
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SCAG (ICTC)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 1,060 151,000
Trip Takers 531 101,000
Distance (miles) 8.0 11.8
602 Ironwood Dr, Winterhaven, CA, 92283 1735 West Euclid Avenue, El Centro, CA 92243
607 Ironwood Ter, Winterhaven, CA, 92283 2001 North 8th Street, El Centro, CA 92243
950 E 5th St, Holtville, CA, 92250 1586 | Street, Brawley, CA 92227
1100 Avenida de Oro, Calexico, CA, 92231 250 S. Eastern Ave., Brawley, CA 92227
1081 Meadows Drive, Calexico, CA 92231 963 Dominguez Court, Brawley, CA 92227
2301 Meadows Drive, Calexico, CA 92231 650 South International Blvd., Calipatria, CA

92233

1751 Adams Avenue, El Centro, CA 92243 195 Desert Sunrise Ave, Heber, CA, 92249
1725 Adams Ave El Centro, CA 92243
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SCAG (Metro)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 10,300 11,400,000
Trip Takers 4,660 7,590,000
Distance (miles) 8.6 9.0
458 Hartford Ave, Los Angeles, CA, 90017 Bell Avenue and Hudsonia Street, Palmdale, CA 93552
306 Loma Dr, Los Angeles, CA, 90017 11408 South Central Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90059
1438 16th Street, Santa Monica, CA 90404 21611 Saticoy St, Canoga Park, CA, 91304*

1341 South Sepulveda Boulevard, Los Angeles, 7939 Reseda Blvd, Reseda, CA, 91335
CA 90025

3790 Wisconsin St, Los Angeles, CA, 90007 19201 Nordhoff St, Northridge, CA, 91324*
3845 Wisconsin Street, Los Angeles, CA 90037 9555 Reseda Blvd, Northridge, CA, 91324
1250 West Jefferson Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90007 | 9601 Reseda Blvd, Northridge, CA, 91324

1412 W. 12th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90015 14607 Blythe St, Panorama City, CA, 91402*

1300 Plaza Del Sol E, Los Angeles, CA 90033 8146 Van Nuys Blvd, Panorama City, CA, 91402
3929 E 1st St, Los Angeles, CA, 90063 8920 Orion Ave, North Hills, CA, 91343*

754 S Kern Ave, Los Angeles, CA, 90022 14825 Parthenia St, Panorama City, CA, 91402
50 E. Green Street, Pasadena, CA 91105 5415 Sepulveda Blvd, Sherman Oaks, CA, 91411*
274 North Oakland Avenue, Pasadena, CA91101 |2250 Parkside Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90031
515 Pioneer Drive Glendale CA, 91203 2580 Soto Street, Los Angeles, CA 90032

11735 Hamlin Street, North Hollywood, CA 91606 | 929 West Cameron Avenue, West Covina, CA 91790
7507 Simpson Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 91605 1333 W. Garvey Ave. North, West Covina, CA 91790*

7843 Vineland Avenue, Sun Valley, CA 91352 9960 Bessie Ave, El Monte, CA 91731

2111 Williams Street, Long Beach, CA 90810 708 West Corregidor, Compton, CA 90220*

326 N. King Avenue, Wilmington, CA 90744 522 W 127th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90044*
340 Hawaiian Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90744 11515 Budlong Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90044*
1116 West D Street, Los Angeles, CA 90744 601 North Market Street, Inglewood, CA 90302
326-327 King Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90744 541 South Mariposa Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90020
410 Wilmington Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 3210 W Adams Blvd, Los Angeles, CA, 90018*
90744

1737 W Holt Ave, Pomona, CA, 91768 3412 S Victoria Ave, Los Angeles, CA, 90016
2003 S Reservoir St, Pomona, CA, 91766 10150 Grape St, Los Angeles, CA, 90002

12129 El Dorado Ave, Sylmar, CA, 91342 2045 E 101st St, Los Angeles, CA, 90002

12831 San Fernando Rd, Sylmar, CA, 91342 2060 E Century Blvd, Los Angeles, CA, 90002

4160 East Avenue R, Palmdale, CA 93552
*No data were available

CA Governor's Office of 1 9
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SCAG (Orange County)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 9,480 3,000,000
Trip Takers 4,570 1,990,000
Distance (miles) 8.3 8.9

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

644 S Knott Ave, Anaheim, CA, 92804

99 Talisman, Irvine, CA 92620

5201 Lincoln Ave, Cypress, CA, 90630

Harringay and Paramount, Irvine, CA 92618

9501 Cerritos Ave, Anaheim, CA, 92804

1860 West Crescent Street, Anaheim, CA 92801

2555 W Winston Rd, Anaheim, CA, 92804

18992 Florida Street, Huntington Beach, CA
92648

870 S Beach Blvd, Anaheim, CA, 92804

609 E 6th St, Santa Ana, CA, 92701

8720 Valley View St, Buena Park, CA, 90620

317 E 17th St, Santa Ana, CA, 92706

7101 Lincoln Ave, Buena Park, CA, 90620

923 N Santiago St, Santa Ana, CA, 92701

25952 Via Lomas, Laguna Hills, CA, 92653

2237 W 5th St, Santa Ana, CA, 92703

24551 Raymond Way, Lake Forest, CA, 92630

2516 W 1st St, Santa Ana, CA, 92703

1000 Crested Bird, Irvine, CA 92620

7122 Westminster Blvd, Westminster, CA,
92683*

1006 - 2212 Hamal, Irvine, CA 92618

400 W Orangethorpe Ave, Fullerton, CA, 92832

300 Regal Avenue, Irvine, CA 92620

4672 Plumosa Dr, Yorba Linda, CA, 92886*

* No data were available
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SCAG (VCOQG)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 3,840 768,000
Trip Takers 1,640 514,000
Distance (miles) 9.1 10.4

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

1949 Los Feliz Drive, Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

5655 Cypress Rd, Oxnard, CA, 93033

1972 Los Feliz Drive, Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

931 Bismark Way, Oxnard, CA 93033*

2096 East Los Feliz Drive, Thousand Oaks, CA
91362

1250 South Oxnard Boulevard, Oxnard, CA
93030

1379 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., Thousand Oaks,
CA 91362

500 Hobson Way, Oxnard, CA 93030*

211 E. Wilbur Road, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

100 Amelia Court, Oxnard, CA 93030

1770 Heywood Street, Simi Valley, CA 93065*

North of Carmelita Court, Oxnard, CA 93030

4231 Alamo Street, Simi Valley, CA 93063

1924 Camino Del Sol, Oxnard, CA 93030

2804 Tapo Street, 4415 & 4473 Alamo Street Simi
Valley, CA 93063

457 W. Gonzalez Road, Oxnard, CA 93036*

200 S. Glenn Drive, Camarillo, CA 93010

1001 West Gonzales Road, Oxnard, CA 93030

2700 East Ponderosa Drive, Camarillo, CA 93010

3730 Gum Tree Street, Oxnard, CA 93036

2789 Somis Rd, Somis, CA, 93066*

11155 Citrus Drive, Ventura, CA 93004*

381 E Hueneme Rd, Oxnard, CA, 93033

210 W. Santa Barbara Street, Santa Paula, CA
93060

* Indicates no data were available

3840 trips by 1640 trip takers = Medium certainty @ | Summaries A Rankings v

Manage Charts

Summaries

Trips People

[t

Trip Distance (Miles) @

under0smi [ 33ex

0.5-1mi [ kA

1-2mi . 0
2-4mi
4-8mi
8-16mi
16-32mi
32-64mi
Over 64mi

e ———
[
I 0%

I e

.z

[ s

[ 250 500

Average Miles 91 | Median Miles 3.7

Trip lengths for Affordable Housing Sample Sites

CA Governor's Office of
Land Use and
Climate Innovation

(R

768K trips by 514k trip takers « High certainty () = Summaries A Rankings v

Manage Charts

Summaries

Trips People

c3

Trip Distance (Miles) (0]

Under 05mi [ 274%
0.5-1mi I
1-2mi e ————
24mi e
4-gmi e ——— ]
8-16mi e ———————
16-32mi I
32-64mi I
overedmi [l 172%

0 400k 120k

B0.0k 160k

Average Miles 10.4  Median Miles 4.4

Trip lengths for All Home-Based Trips

22



SCAG (WRCOG)

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 4,260 1,510,000
Trip Takers 1,910 1,020,000
Distance (miles) 104 12.6

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

44155 Margarita Road, Temecula, CA 92592

4660 Victoria Ave, Riverside, CA, 92507*

28493 Pujol St, Temecula, CA, 92590

1245 W Linden St, Riverside, CA, 92507*

28673 Pujol St, Temecula, CA, 92590

2750 Topaz Dr, Riverside, CA, 92507

29210 Stonewood Rd, Temecula, CA, 92591

3893 Kirkwood Ave, Riverside, CA, 92501

31300 Auto Center Dr, Lake Elsinore, CA, 92530*

530 Center St, Riverside, CA, 92507

1101 E Menlo Ave, Hemet, CA, 92543

7650 Lincoln Ave, Riverside, CA, 92504

1825 S Santa Fe Ave, San Jacinto, CA, 92583*

9830 County Farm Rd, Riverside, CA, 92503

1692 S Santa Fe Ave, San Jacinto, CA, 92583*

9886 County Farm Rd, Riverside, CA, 92503

1450 S Perris Blvd, Perris, CA, 92570

7850 Cypress Ave, Riverside, CA, 92503

832 S D St, Perris, CA, 92570

5797 Picker St, Riverside, CA, 92503

904 S D St, Perris, CA, 92570

11253 Pierce St, Riverside, CA, 92505

180 E Jarvis St, Perris, CA, 92571

1040 E 6th St, Corona, CA, 92879

87 E Jarvis St, Perris, CA, 92571

121 S Buena Vista Ave, Corona, CA, 92882

24115 Cottonwood Ave, Moreno Valley, CA, 92553

266 Cota Ave, Corona, CA, 92882

22717 Bay Ave, Moreno Valley, CA, 92553

320 W Grand Blvd, Corona, CA, 92882

3250 Panorama Rd, Riverside, CA, 92506

*Indicates No data were available.
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SJCOG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 1,460 625,000
Trip Takers 706 420,000
Distance (miles) 7.9 10.8

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

377 W Mount Diablo Ave, Tracy, CA, 95376

1020 Rosemarie Lane, Stockton, CA 95207*

435 East 6th Street, Tracy, CA 95376

1025 Rose Marie Lane, Stockton, CA 95702*

229 W. Grant Line Road, Tracy, CA 95376

1515 E Bianchi Road, Stockton, CA 95210

2260 S. Netherton Ave., Stockton, CA 95205

5315 Carrington Circle, Stockton, CA 95210*

2172 Dockery Court, Stockton, CA 95206

5358 Carrington Circle, Stockton, CA 95210*

1921 Pock Lane, Stockton, CA 95205, United
States

5506 Tam O Shanter Dr, Stockton, CA

411 South Stanislaus Street, Stockton, CA 95202*

6119 Danny Drive, Stockton, CA 95210*

639 West Worth Street, Stockton, CA, 95206*

8165 Palisades Drive, Stockton, CA 95210

804 North Hunter Street, Stockton, CA 95202*

246 Iris Avenue, Stockton, CA 95210

1625 Rosemarie Lane, Stockton, CA 95207

*Indicates No data were available.
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SLOCOG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 308 248,000
Trip Takers 183 168,000
Distance (miles) 8.6 10.7

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

750 Grande Street, Nipomo, CA 93444

999 Las Tablas Rd, Templeton, CA, 93465

119 Juniper St, Arroyo Grande, CA, 93420

400 Oak Hill Rd, Paso Robles, CA, 93446

150 S Courtland St, Arroyo Grande, CA, 93420

80 Cary St, Paso Robles, CA, 93446

3680 Broad St, San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401

3350 Park St, Paso Robles, CA, 93446

313 South Street, San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401

*No data were available.

308 trips by 183 trip takers * Very low certainty @ = Summaries A Rankings v
/ Summaries Manage Charts
Trips People
Trip Distance (Miles) O &

Underosmi [l 357

0.5-1mi I o
1-2mi I 102
2-4mi .
4-8mi . s
8-16mi |
16-32mi | JRFXA
32-64mi | JRELG
Over64mi [l 130%
0 25 50 75 100

Average Miles 8.6 | Median Miles 2.8

Trip lengths for Affordable Housing Sample Sites

CA Governor's Office of

@ Land Use and
|n.., Climate Innovation

248K trips by 168K trip takers + High certainty (@ | Summaries A Rankings v
Summaries Manage Charts
Trips People
Trip Distance (Miles) (O
Under 0.5mi [ 348%
0.5-1mi I .0
1-2mi &
2-4mi I, 203%
4-gmi I
8-16mi I 0%
16-32mi I 0%
32-64mi | ek
oversami [ &%
0 13.8k 275k 413 55.0k

Average Miles 10.7 | Median Miles 3.6

Trip lengths for All Home-Based Trips
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StanCOG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 1,180 451,000
Trip Takers 712 307,000
Distance (miles) 10.1 9.9
2110 Prince Road, Newman, CA 95360 1101 Carver Road, Modesto, CA 95350
751 Driskell Avenue, Newman, CA 95360 1108 North 9th Street, Modesto, CA 95350-
4724

500 W. Linwood Avenue, Turlock, CA 95380-6222 |1612 Sisk Rd, Modesto, CA 95350*
381 West Hawkeye Avenue, Turlock, CA 95380 2800 Rumble Road, Modesto, CA 95350*

3800 Crowell Road, Turlock, CA 95382 301 Standiford Road, Modesto, CA 95350
2809 Della Drive, Ceres, CA 95307* 4221 Tully Road, Modesto, CA 95356

2004 Evans Road, Ceres, CA 95307~ 6108 Claus Road, Riverbank, CA 95367
800 Paradise Road, Modesto, CA 95351 3952 Patterson Road, Riverbank, CA 95367
733 Maze Blvd, Modesto, CA 95351* 1135 J. Street, Oakdale, CA 95361

*No data were available.

180 trips by 712 trip takers * Medium certainty @  Summaries A Rankings | 451Kk trips by 307Kk trip takers = High certainty @ | Summaries A Rankings v
Summaries Manage Charts Summaries Manage Charts
l Trips People Trips People
} Trip Distance (Miles) O ¢
Trip Distance (Miles) ® b

Under 0.5mi [ :s56%
0.5-1mi I 0.5%

i Under 0.5mi [N 347 1-2mi I cc
0.5-1mi I 0 2-4mi B
1-2mi I 4-8mi I o
2-4mi I 8-16mi __________________JE
4-8mi I 23 6% 16-32mi b3
8-16mi I - 0 32-64mi [ EEEE
16-32mi | R overgdmi [N 28%
32-64mi . e 0 225k 150k 675k 90.0k

overgami [ 347

0 70 1o 210 280 ) ) )
Average Miles .9  Median Miles 3.8

Average Miles 101 | Median Miles 4.2

Trip lengths for All Home-Based Trips

Trip lengths for Affordable Housing Sample Sites

CA Governor's Office of
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TCAG

Metric Affordable All
Total Trips 5,530 385,000
Trip Takers 2,270 258,000
Distance (miles) 8.9 9.9

Sample Affordable Housing Developments

170 North Church Road, Earlimart, CA 93219*

780 Sequoia Ave, Lindsay, CA, 93247

875 E. Terra Bella Avenue, Pixley, CA 93256

400 S Blackstone St, Tulare, CA, 93274

550 West Springville Avenue, Porterville, CA 93257 |414 W Meadow Dr, Tulare, CA, 93274

450 W. Springville Drive, Porterville, CA 93257

1350 W San Joaquin Ave, Tulare, CA, 93274

424 S E St, Porterville, CA, 93257

351 North West Street, Tulare, CA 93274

93 E Date Ave, Porterville, CA, 93257*

955 North A Street, Tulare, CA 93274

131 W Putnam Ave, Porterville, CA, 93257

1526 S. Court St., Visalia, CA 93277

870 N Plano St, Porterville, CA, 93257

31161 Florence Avenue, Goshen, CA 93291*

648 W Mulberry Ave, Porterville, CA, 93257

E Glendale Ave, Visalia, CA, 93291

1085 Pioneer Ave, Porterville, CA, 93257*

1333 Greene Ave, Dinuba, CA, 93618

328 S Harvard Ave, Lindsay, CA, 93247

1400 S Greene Ave, Dinuba, CA, 93618

548 E Honolulu St, Lindsay, CA, 93247

1600 S Greene Ave, Dinuba, CA, 93618

151 N Westwood Ave, Lindsay, CA, 93247

600 N Euclid Ave, Dinuba, CA, 93618

200 N Westwood Ave, Lindsay, CA, 93247

*No data were available.

ﬁﬂo trips by 2270 trip takers « Medium certainty @ ~ Summaries A Rankings v

Summaries Manage Charts

Trips People

Under 0.5mi [ 432%
05-1mi I

1-2mi I 2o 7
2-4mi I 175
4-8mi I 103%

8-16mi I 0
16-32mi I
32-64mi I i
overgdmi [l 177%
] 450 900 1350 1800

Average Miles 8.9 | Median Miles 21

Trip lengths for Affordable Housing Sample Sites

CA Governor's Office of
x Land Use and
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385k trips by 258k trip takers * High certainty @ = Summaries A Rankings v

Summaries

Manage Charts

Trips People

Trip Distance (Miles) @ &

Under 0.5mi [ 299%

0.5-1mi . 0

1-2mi e

2-4mi I 2 0%
a-8mi I .

&-16mi e

16-32mi | JEENA

32-64mi . s

overcami [l 158%

o 225k 45.0k 67.5k 90.0k

Average Miles 9.9 | Median Miles 3.6

Trip lengths for All Home-Based Trips
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Appendix C: Average Trip Lengths

Average
Regional Pricing Affordaile Average Markgt
Area Housing Trip Rate Housm.g Trip
: Length (miles)?
Length (miles)!
ABAG / MTC East Bay 7.9 10.0
ABAG / MTC North Bay 8.1 10.8
ABAG / MTC Upper Peninsula 8.4 9.2
ABAG / MTC Santa Clara 7.6 10.0
AMBAG AMBAG 10.3 11.2
Fresno COG Fresno COG 7.9 9.4
Inyo County LTC East Sierra 8.9 11.2
Mono County LTC East Sierra 8.9 11.2
San Bernadino COG East Sierra 8.9 11.2
Kings CAG KCAG 8.7 11.0
Kern COG KCOG 8.7 9.0
Merced CAG MCAG 9.6 9.9
Alpine County LTC Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
Amador CTC Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
Calaveras COG Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
MCTC Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
Mariposa County LTC Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
Tuolumne CTC Eastern CA 9.0 16.8
Butte CAG NSSR 8.6 13.1
Colusa CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Del Norte LTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Glenn CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Humboldt CAG NSSR 8.6 13.1
Lake CCAPC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Lassen CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Mendocino COG NSSR 8.6 13.1
Modoc CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Nevada CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Plumas CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
SRTA NSSR 8.6 13.1
Sierra County LTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Siskiyou County LTC NSSR 8.6 13.1

CA Governor's Office of 1
E" Land Use and
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Average

Regional Pricing Affordable Average Markett
Area Housing Trip Rate Housm.g Trip
: Length (miles)?
Length (miles)!
Tehama CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Trinity CTC NSSR 8.6 13.1
Sacramento Area COG SACOG 8.7 9.9
Tahoe MPO SACOG 8.7 9.9
SANDAG SANDAG 9.1 10.1
Santa Barbara CAG SBCAG 10.4 9.7
SCAG CVAG 9.4 12.0
SCAG ICTC 8.0 11.8
SCAG Metro 8.6 9.0
SCAG OCCOG 8.3 8.9
SCAG VCOG 9.1 10.4
SCAG WRCOG 10.4 12.6
San Joaquin COG SJCOG 7.9 10.8
San Luis Obispo COG SLOCOG 8.6 10.7
Stanislaus COG StanCOG 10.1 9.9
Tulare CAG TCAG 8.9 9.9
Notes:

Source: Replica, Spring 2025 data, See Appendix B
' Based on private auto trips for a sampling of existing affordable housing developments within the region

2 Based on all home-based trips made by private autos within the region

CA Governor's Office of 2
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Appendix D: VMT Generation Per Unit and Daily VMT
Reductions Per Unit for Market-Rate and Affordable
Housing

Daily VMT Daily VMT Per Daily VMT

PrIi{:iilg;ELa Per Mark.et Afford.able Reducti?n Per
Rate Unit Unit Unit
East Bay 62.1 38.0 24.1
ABAG / MTC North Bay 67.1 39.0 28.1
Upper Peninsula 57.1 40.4 16.7
Santa Clara 62.1 36.6 25.5
AMBAG AMBAG 69.6 49.5 20.1
Fresno COG Fresno COG 58.4 38.0 20.4
Inyo County LTC
Mono County LTC East Sierra 69.6 42.8 26.8
San Bernadino COG
Kings CAG KCAG 68.3 41.8 26.5
Kern COG KCOG 55.9 41.8 14.1
Merced CAG MCAG 61.5 46.2 15.3
Alpine County LTC
Amador CTC
Calaveras COG Eastern CA 104.3 43.3 61.0
MCTC
Mariposa County LTC
Tuolumne CTC
Butte CAG
Colusa CTC
Del Norte LTC
Glenn CTC
Humboldt CAG
Lake CCAPC
Lassen CTC NSSR 81.4 41.4 40.0
Mendocino COG
Modoc CTC
Nevada CTC
Plumas CTC
SRTA
Sierra County LTC

CA Governor's Office of 1
E" Land Use and
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Daily VMT Daily VMT Per Daily VMT

Pr?;?l:‘);ilea Per Mark.et Afford.able Reducti?n Per
Rate Unit Unit Unit
Siskiyou County LTC
Tehama CTC
Trinity CTC
Sacramento Area
COG SACOG 61.5 41.8 19.7
Tahoe MPO
SANDAG SANDAG 62.7 43.8 18.9
Santa Barbara CAG SBCAG 60.2 50.0 10.2
CVAG 74.5 45.2 29.3
ICTC 73.3 38.5 34.8
SCAG Metro 55.9 41.4 14.5
OCCOG 55.3 39.9 15.4
VCOG 64.6 43.8 20.8
WRCOG 78.2 50.0 28.2
San Joaquin COG SJICOG 67.1 38.0 29.1
San Luis Obispo COG SLOCOG 66.4 41.4 25.0
Stanislaus COG StanCOG 61.5 48.6 12.9
Tulare CAG TCAG 61.5 42.8 18.7

CA Governor's Office of 2
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Appendix E: Program Data Used to Determine Gap Funding
Total
Grant
Development Amount Grant
Project County Units Cost (TDC) @iz Amount TDC ($2026)
Original PAVPAS
(Origi Cost) $ )
CA-2024- .
2024 | 70 River Glen Merced 80 $46,327,623 | $3,015,234 | $3,195,213 | $49,092,914 | 7%
CA-2021- | Washington Arts 0
2020 | 70 oottt Los Angeles | 56 $41,498,087 | $3,558,987 | $5,213,133 | $60,785,560 | 9%
2019 - Ocotillo Springs Imperial 75 $28,687,239 | $3,655,562 | $5,501,091 | $43,170,134 13%
2021 - Mills Ranch Monterey 40 | $20,488,274 | $4,381,114 | $5,543,027 | $25,921,960 | 21%
Apartments
CA-2019- .
2019 | 7 Amaya Village Fresno 81 $29,988,194 | $4,582,283 | $6,895,672 | $45,127,882 | 15%
2022 | ©A-2022- | Newmark Village Fresno 72 $29,044,378 | $4,953,437 | $6,195,721 | $36,328,482 | 17%
055 Apartments
2019 | CA2019- | JordanDowns 1) )\ eles | 91 $63,673,061 | $5,456,002 | $8,210,492 | $95,818,721 | 9%
083 Phase S3
CA-2019- | Manzanita Family 0
2019 | 70 Apartmente Napa 24 | $33,457,939 | $5,643,206 | $8,492,207 | $50,349,345 | 17%
A t th St.
2020 - reata 30th S Humboldt 36 | $20,372,924 | $5,799,079 | $8,494,374 | $29,841,848 | 28%
Commons
2022 | CA2023- Grandview Los Angeles | 100 | $82,139,611 | $6,191,421 | $7,744,182 | $102,739,585 | 8%
484 Apartments
CA-2021-
2020 | 70 619 Westlake | Los Angeles | 78 $53,442,697 | $6,199,579 | $9,081,019 | $78,281,784 | 12%
CA-2022- Jordan Downs
0,
2022 | T o LB LosAngeles | 106 | $104,371,838 | $6,203,788 | $7,759,650 | $130,547,481 | 6%

)

CA Governor's Office of
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Total

Grant
Development Amo:nt Grant
Project Units Cost (TDC) .. Amount TDC ($2026)
.. (Original
(Original ($2026)
Cost)
Cost)
CA-2021- Thatcher Yard
0,
2020 | "0 Housing Los Angeles | 98 $75,012,495 | $6,233,388 | $9,130,541 | $109,876,788 | 8%
CA-2020- Hollywood Arts 0
2019 | "0 ool LosAngeles | 152 | $91,042,125 | $6,530,770 | $9,827,861 | $137,005,192 | 7%
Downtown
2019 - Madera- Madera 39 $21,825,186 | $6,783,778 | $10,208,602 | $32,843,739 | 31%
Esperanza Village
CA-2022- Jacaranda
H 0,
2022 | "0 o Imperial 96 $34,479,876 | $6,925,286 | $8,662,094 | $43,127,160 | 20%
2024 : Aspire Ventura 88 $57,744,329 | $6,945,843 | $7,360,440 | $61,191,082 | 12%
Apartments
2020 | CA-2021- | Worthington Del | o) 70 $19,176,365 | $7,323,899 | $10,727,899 | $28,089,152 | 38%
571 Sol Family Apts
2024 CAfGOfS' Palmvéltiffamed Tehama 60 $42,306,656 | $7,360,511 | $7,799,859 | $44,831,936 | 17%
CA-2024- | Arrowhead Grove San
0,
2024 | "0 Y By |92 $65,454,988 | $7,536,807 | $7,986,678 | $69,361,989 | 12%
2024 - 1401 Long Beach | Los Angeles | 153 | $91,375,125 | $7,711,991 | $8,172,319 | $96,829,296 | 8%
2024 | CA2024- Saggio Hills Sonoma 48 $38,636,406 | $7,808,953 | $8,275,069 | $40,942,609 | 20%
644 Phase 1
2020 | CA72021- | Coalinga Pacific Fresno 76 $27.898,588 | $8,196,468 | $12,006,021 | $40,865,288 | 29%
136 Apartments
2020 - Madrone Terrace Alameda 79 $79,272,716 | $8,501,025 | $12,452,130 | $116,117,074 11%
2022 - S”ga;h:]'g:;/:lage El Dorado 60 $49,471,479 | $8,514,772 | $10,650,210 | $61,878,540 | 17%
The Retreat at
2019 - eeen Merced 238 | $49,307,698 | $8,614,693 | $12,963,863 | $74,200,933 | 17%

)

CA Governor's Office of
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Total

Grant
Development Amo:nt Grant
Project Units Cost (TDC) .. Amount TDC ($2026)
.. (Original
(Original ($2026)
Cost)
Cost)
CA-2025- )
2024 473 946 Linden Los Angeles | 100 $77,754,727 | $8,719,879 | $9,240,367 | $82,395,898 1%
CA-2019- Mirasol Village 0
2019 c88 Block B and E Sacramento | 123 $64,699,509 | $8,818,450 | $13,270,488 | $97,363,376 14%
CA-2022-
2022 099 Los Arroyos | Tulare 53 $24,484,203 | $9,067,349 | $11,341,370 | $30,624,650 | 37%
2022 | CA2023- Longfellow Alameda 77 $89,303,424 | $9,090,600 | $11,370,452 | $111,700,026 | 10%
104 Corner
2019 - Berkeley Way Alameda 142 $60,422,538 | $9,140,441 | $13,755,038 | $90,927,155 15%
2019 CA;?O' Arya Santa Clara 87 $66,066,011 | $9,226,172 | $13,884,051 | $99,419,764 | 14%
CA-2020- Gateway at 0
2019 v Millbrae, Site 6A San Mateo 80 $47,287,923 | $9,379,008 | $14,114,047 | $71,161,465 | 20%
2019 - Treasure Island San 138 | $121,938,535 | $9,400,829 | $14,146,884 | $183,499,808 | 8%
Parcel C3.1 Francisco
2019 CA-2019- 555 Larkin Street Sa.” 108 $83,541,677 | $9,480,586 | $14,266,907 | $125,718,106 | 11%
555 Francisco
CA-2025- ) .
2022 470 Lazuli Landing Alameda 81 $91,344,936 | $9,535,529 | $11,926,966 | $114,253,534 | 10%
CA-2020- )
2019 1o Light Tree Two San Mateo 128 | $110,890,873 | $9,553,880 | $14,377,204 | $166,874,679 | 9%
2022 | CA-2022- Escalante Santa 80 $59,617,279 | $9,560,036 | $11,957,619 | $74,568,828 | 16%
006 Meadows Barbara
CA-2024- Meridian at
2023 673 Petaluma North Sonoma 131 $101,342,047 | $9,643,989 | $10,416,417 | $109,458,964 10%
Station
CA-2021- Manchester
0]
2019 od Urban Homes Los Angeles | 120 $88,481,241 | $9,781,557 | $14,719,825 | $133,151,433 | 11%

)
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Project

Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
($2026)

TDC ($2026)

2019 CA;122%20— P“e\?ill‘l’a\;'ejo Riverside 105 | $47,261,828 | $9,781,557 | $14,719,825 | $71,122,196 | 21%
Vermont
CA-2021- Manchester
0,
2019 | 70 Iransit Priority | LOSAngeles | 181 | $90,266,205 | $9,781,557 | $14,719,825 | $135,837,645  11%
Project
2019 | CA2020- | WeingartTower || o)\ oles | 278 | $85,560,097 | $9,781,557 | $14,719,825 | $128,755,535 | 11%
726 LP 1134 Upper
2022 | CA-2023- | ChinatownTOD |\ 96 $94,241,180 | $9,897,489 | $12,379,702 | $117,876,133 | 11%
647 Senior Housing
2023 | ©A72024- | Smith Avenue Kings 108 | $42,461,349 | $9,993,673 | $10,794,109 | $45,862,260 | 24%
022 Apartments
CA-2025-
2024 | "0 BerryessaTOD | SantaClara | 195 | $147,731,748 | $10,045,808 | $10,645,441 | $156,549,840 | 7%
CA-2023- i
2022 | N Colibri Commons | SantaClara | 136 | $138,675,338 | $10,115,313 | $12,652,155 | $173,454,032 | 7%
CA-2024- Century +
2024 | "0 Restorative Care | Los Angeles | 146 | $119,211,915 | $10,181,755 | $10,789,503 | $126,327,661 | 9%
Village PSH
2023 | ©A2025- | Lupinafka 797S. | o ciara | 99 | $114,848,924 | $10,183,816 | $10,999,481 | $124,047.665 | 9%
492 Almaden Ave.
CA-2021- o
2020 | N Mojave View Kern 76 $28,368,498 | $10,188,412 | $14,923,781 | $41,553,603 | 36%
CA-2021- Maudelle Miller
2020 | “ T Shirek Alameda 87 $93,582,112 | $10,229,666 | $14,984,209 | $137,077,188 | 11%
Community
0024 | ©A2025- | Residences at Alameda 119 | $136,250,596 | $10,238,092 | $10,849,203 | $144,383,379 | 8%
450 Liberation Park

)
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Land Use and
Climate Innovation




Project

Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
($2026)

TDC ($2026)

2023 - Kasnlsu\NSil:gsor Sonoma 54 $54,402,467 | $10,497,706 | $11,338,512 | $58,759,793 | 19%
2024 - JOrF‘,jﬁ:SZ%"(‘;’”S LosAngeles | 100 | $99,548,659 | $10,616,160 | $11,249,837 | $105,490,708 | 11%
2022 | CA-2021- | Central Terrace Ventura 87 $45,100,143 | $10,629,185 | $13,294,901 | $56,410,907 | 24%
736 Apartments
CA-2020- )
2020 | 7 Corazén del Valle | Los Angeles | 90 $53,359,531 | $10,672,318 | $15,632,596 | $78,159,964 | 20%
2023 | CA2024- | o050 Turk Street San 91 $95,188,111 | $10,769,672 | $11,632,261 | $102,812,133 | 11%
653 Francisco
2020 - The Grinnell Alameda 63 $48,250,126 | $10,852,948 | $15,897,179 | $70,675,810 | 22%
Parkview
2020 - Affordable LosAngeles | 127 | $82,369,827 | $11,070,092 | $16,215,248 | $120,653,660 | 13%
Housing
West LA VA
CA2020. | Building 156 &
2022 | T2 157 and Big Blue | LosAngeles | 110 | $95,240,363 | $11,309,706 | $14,146,092 | $119,125,903 | 12%
Bus Westside
Expansion
CA-2024-
2024 | 7 Casadelaluz | LosAngeles | 95 $75,133,508 | $11,574,004 | $12,264,855 | $79,618,219 | 15%
CA-2024- | Sunnydale HOPE San 0
2024 | 7720 oF Block 7 Fat 89 | $105,948,607 | $11,916,269 | $12,627,550 | $112,272,668 | 11%
2020 CAé27%20' Rosep';\':lsgf“rts Los Angeles | 89 $63,239,979 | $11,992,091 | $17,565,772 | $92,632,645 | 19%
2022 | ©A2024- | & 1boa Reservoir San 127 | $151,699,485 | $12,476,755 | $15,605,828 | $189,744,533 | 8%
670 Francisco

)
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Total

Grant
Development Amount Grant
Project Units Cost (TDC) .. Amount TDC ($2026)
.. (Original
(Original ($2026)
Cost)
Cost)
2024 CA-2024- 160 Freelon Sa.” 85 $97,504,540 | $12,888,557 | $13,657,873 | $103,324,575 13%
767 Francisco
CA-2022- | Sunnydale HOPE San 0
2022 624 SFE Block 3A Francisco 80 $79,823,971 $12,952,327 | $16,200,670 | $99,843,201 16%
Grand View
2019 CA-2020- Vlllag(.a. San Joaquin 63 $45,430,273 | $13,084,070 | $19,689,627 | $68,365,971 29%
574 Connectivity
Project
CA-2024- HHH New
0,
2023 026 Hampshire Los Angeles 95 $66,786,045 | $13,169,113 | $14,223,884 | $72,135,225 20%
2022 | CA2022- | OnBroadway | o 0 onto | 138 | $93,283,898 | $13,200,861 | $16,511,534 | $116,678,772 | 14%
608 Apartments
2020 - Entrada Riverside 65 $48,734,386 | $13,355,792 | $19,563,294 | $71,385,145 27%
2022 - Cascade Village Shasta 49 $38,490,461 $13,381,723 | $16,737,755 | $48,143,569 35%
2023 CA-2024- Balboa Building A Sah 127 $158,677,715 | $13,740,310 | $14,840,830 | $171,386,891 9%
670 Francisco
CA-2024-
2024 797 Sakura Sacramento 134 $53,900,266 | $13,761,967 | $14,583,417 | $57,117,567 26%
CA-2024-
2022 759 Locke Lofts Los Angeles 146 $59,368,364 | $13,796,238 | $17,256,227 | $74,257,487 23%
2023 | ©A-2023- | Transbay Block2 San 184 | $195,742,754 | $14,053,514 | $15,179,120 | $211,420,627 | 7%
638 Family Francisco
CA-2021- Sherwood Avenue
2020 173 Family Kern 81 $29,026,993 | $14,088,677 | $20,636,810 | $42,518,153 49%
Apartments
CA-2023-
2023 500 Metro at Florence | Los Angeles 158 $101,421,680 | $14,204,204 | $15,341,880 | $109,544,975 14%

)
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Project

Palm Villas at

County

Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
(Original
Cost)

Grant
Amount
($2026)

TDC ($2026)

2024 - State Riverside 109 | $69,292,818 | $14,299,683 | $15,153,230 | $73,428,899 | 21%
2024 CA;i%Z“' A"a”j:i:'j‘:gsan SanDiego | 103 | $101,669,683 | $14,318,333 | $15,172,992 | $107,738,335 | 14%
2020 | CA2020- | 3rdandDangler || o\ oo | 78 | $56,090,420 | $14,455,952 | $21,174,786 | $82,160,115 | 26%
704 Apartments
CA-2021- Santa Monica &
2020 | " Vermont LosAngeles | 187 | $122,961,436 | $14,486,388 | $21,219,369 | $180,111,429 | 12%
Apartments
CA-2024- .
2024 | T 712 Seagaze SanDiego | 179 | $85,802,798 | $14,545,248 | $15,413,453 | $90,924,358 | 17%
2020 | CA-2020- Balboa Park San 131 | $117,505,287 | $14,577,782 | $21,353,240 | $172,119,372 | 12%
737 Upper Yard Francisco
2024 | ©A2024 1 Givic Crossing Contra 93 $89,281,931 | $14,590,203 | $15,461,090 | $94,611,160 | 16%
649 Costa
2020 - Fr“\';i‘{laalzeTlrlaB”s't Alameda 181 | $144,560,059 | $14,598,053 | $21,382,933 | $211,748,656 | 10%
2019 CA;&%ZO' M'SS'OPTaHZz”tage Riverside 72 $49,173,879 | $14,742,612 | $22,185,493 | $73,999,555 | 30%
CA-2024-
2020 | 77 Casa Roseland Sonoma 75 $68,700,851 | $14,787,854 | $21,660,951 | $100,631,620 | 22%
CA-2023-
2023 | "0 440 Arden Way | Sacramento | 122 | $81,943,406 | $14,798,111 | $15,983,355 | $88,506,603 | 18%
CA-2024- Mulberry Gardens
2023 | " Family Riverside 149 | $95,428,269 | $15,093,475 | $16,302,376 | $103,071,527 | 16%
Apartments
2024 - Sa”g‘;ﬁ;flzeat Los Angeles | 120 | $100,322,584 | $15,151,157 | $16,055,528 | $106,310,828 | 15%

)
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Total

Grant
Development Amo:nt Grant
Project County Units Cost (TDC) .. Amount TDC ($2026)
.. (Original
(Original ($2026)
Cost)
Cost)
CA-2020-
2020 | "2 Legacy Square Orange 93 $52,364,850 | $15,280,385 | $22,382,400 | $76,702,975 | 29%
CA-2020- ARCHWAY
i 0,
2020 | 2 COMMONS I Stanislaus 74 $29,802,178 | $15,365,540 | $22,507,133 | $43,653,629 | 52%
2023 - 3900 Thornton Alameda 128 | $120,172,619 | $15,719,177 | $16,978,193 | $129,797,757 | 13%
2022 CA;127°225' Richland Village Sutter 176 | $59,994,412 | $15,728,712 | $19,673,350 | $75,040,543 | 26%
2023 | CA2024- Peak Plaza Los Angeles | 104 | $72,079,587 | $15,729,029 | $16,988,835 | $77,852,749 | 22%
469 Apartments
CA-2024- ,
2023 482 Rosa's Place Los Angeles 98 $81,224,104 | $15,811,249 | $17,077,640 | $87,729,689 19%
CA-2024- Wakeland .
0]
2023 | "= Rvernalk Phase | | S8NDiego | 190 | $154,704,226 | $15,852,022 | $17,121,678 | $167,095,148 | 10%
2020 - Rick Judd Contra 62 $67,419,322 | $15,919,394 | $23,318,407 | $98,754,462 | 24%
Commons Costa
CA-2022- . .
2022 | "7 Tamien Station | SantaClara | 134 | $131,688,615 | $15,947,537 | $19,947,055 | $164,715,093 | 12%
2023 - Metmw"’zlkphase %%r:traa 150 | $130,789,551 | $16,304,593 | $17,610,498 | $141,265,045 | 12%
2019 CA;210721' WeStV'eI‘I’:’V'“age Ventura 105 | $76,621,987 | $16,393,484 | $24,669,815 | $115,304,976 | 21%
2023 | ©A-2024- | DowntownLibrary | o oo | 104 | $98.174,608 | $16,398,877 | $17,712,333 | $106,037,832 | 17%
628 Mixed Use Project
CA-2024- .
2024 | 72 Alveare Parkview | Los Angeles | 105 | $119,939,128 | $16,544,447 | $17,531,983 | $127,098,282 | 14%
CA-2024-
2023 | " Dakota Fresno 114 | $70,864,107 | $16,829,002 | $18,176,908 | $76,539,916 | 24%

)
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Total

Grant
Development Arrfoznt Grant
Project Units Cost (TDC) .. Amount TDC ($2026)
.. (Original
(Original ($2026)
Cost)
Cost)
2024 - NBE::SIEIGE’ Alameda 120 $110,411,103 | $17,493,727 | $18,537,926 | $117,001,530 16%
Seventh Street .
2023 - Village Stanislaus 79 $68,840,710 | $18,373,354 | $19,844,954 | $74,354,456 27%
2020 | CA-2023- Harrington SanDiego | 273 | $142,832,743 | $18,961,172 | $28,182,815 | $212,298,520 | 13%
463 Heights
CA-2025- | ElCerrito Plaza - Contra
0,
2024 483 Parcel A South Costa 69 $69,801,855 | $19,066,478 | $20,204,554 | $73,968,320 27%
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Appendix F: Affordable Housing Total Development Cost Data

Total
Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
Ingraham
2020 | CA-2020-402 Los Angeles Metro 121 120 $60,109,859 | $75,745,500 $631,213
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-406 | Firehouse Square | San Mateo PeLrJ1Fi):seLl|’la 66 65 $59,798,080 $75,352,622 | $1,159,271
2020 | CA-2020-408 | OCOHIO SPMNGS | e oy IcTC 75 | 74 | $26,538,089 | $33,441,117 | $451,907
Apartments
Downtown
2020 | CA-2020-409 | Madera Veterans Madera East CA 48 47 $21,432,756 | $27,007,796 | $574,634
& Family Housing
2020 | CA-2020-410| Foon Lok West Alameda East Bay 130 129 $108,705,279 | $136,981,452 | $1,061,872
Antioch Senior Contra
2020 | CA-2020-413 and Family Costa East Bay 394 390 $152,289,974 | $191,903,299 | $492,060
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-416 1601 Oxford Alameda East Bay 35 34 $25,741,602 | $32,437,450 $954,043
Boyd Street
2020 | CA-2020-417 Family Sonoma North Bay 46 45 $22,168,516 | $27,934,940 $620,776
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-422 | COUWArdsat | gy iqige WRCOG 81 80 | $33,583,355 | $42,318,982 | $528,987
Cottonwood
Hayward Mission
2020 | CA-2020-423 Family Alameda East Bay 140 139 $65,339,604 | $82,335,595 $592,342
Apartments
6th & Cesar . .
2020 | CA-2020-425 Chavez Riverside CVAG 105 104 $46,976,152 | $59,195,483 $569,187
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TCAC #

Project Name

Regional
Pricing Area

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

)

Climate Innovation

2020 | CA-2020-426 | ©O2Kley Senior Contra East Bay 130 | 115 | $47,995,058 | $60,479,424 | $525,908
Apartments Costa

2020 | CA-2020-427 | Ghesterield ) oo angeles|  Metro 43 | 42 | $26,590,730 | $33,507,451 | $797,796
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-429 Meagg’;’:'ew Placer SACOG 56 55 $24,755,001 | $31,194,216 | $567,168

2020 | CA-2020-430 | Doragon @ Fresno Fresno COG | 57 56 $35,466,459 | $44,691,914 | $798,070
Chinatown

2020 | CA-2020-431| Valencia Pointe | San Diego SANDAG 102 | 101 $49,293,906 | $62,116,126 | $615,011
Mission Bay San Upper

2020 | CA-2020-432| (MT0 P SON b 141 140 | $85,238,642 | $107,410,726 | $767,219

2020 | CA-2020-433 Wes;‘;]':‘;ve\f;:lage Ventura VCOG 105 | 104 | $69,619,280 | $87,728,490 | $843,543

2020 | CA-2020-434 | Oty Ranch San Diego SANDAG 175 | 173 | $63,556,098 | $80,088,167 | $462,937
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-437 | Windsor Pointe | San Diego SANDAG 50 48 $33,147,928 | $41,770,292 | $870,214

2020 | CA-2020-438| . nageat Ventura VCOG 99 | 98 | $31,794,687 | $40,065,049 | $408,827
Sycamore
Countryside Il

2020 | CA-2020-440 Family Imperial ICTC 56 55 $19,229,068 | $24,230,890 | $440,562
Apartments
Fairbanks .

2020 | CA-2020-441 b San Diego SANDAG 31 30 $10,942,063 | $13,788,288 | $459,610

2020 | CA-2020-442 | Rosefield Village | Alameda East Bay 92 91 $76,149,615 | $95,957,481 | $1,054,478

2020 | CA-2020-444 | Madera Village | Madera East CA 52 51 $20,923,807 | $26,366,461 | $516,089

2020 | CA-2020-445 | FVErCIVSeNion| g0 s | NorthBay | 54 | 53 | $28,754,910 | $36,234,572 | $683,671
Apartments
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TCAC #

Project Name

County

Regional
Pricing Area

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Total
Development
Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

)

Climate Innovation

2020 | CA-2020-446 M'SS'OPT;:”tage Riverside | WRCOG 72 | 71 | $44,399,760 | $55,948,926 | $788,013
VILLA

2020 | CA-2020-447 | LAKESHORE | San Diego SANDAG 34 33 $12,353,997 | $15,567,491 | $471,742
APARTMENTS

2020 | CA-2020-450| !/ owelen Sonoma | NorthBay | 36 | 35 | $18,225052 | $22,965,712 | $656,163
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-451| VESLLAVA ) oo Angeles Metro 60 59 $33,353,105 | $42,028,840 | $712,353
Building 207

2020 | CA-2020-452 Ala”;::f;lso'”t Alameda East Bay 70 69 $57,369,613 | $72,292,468 | $1,047,717
Worthington La

2020 | CA-2020-453 | Luna Family Imperial ICTC 66 65 $21,183,032 | $26,693,115 | $410,663
Apartments
LakeHouse
Commons

2020 | CA-2020-456 | <20 O Alameda East Bay 91 90 $64,184,307 | $80,879,784 | $898,664
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-482 |  MCSUeEl | g Diego | SANDAG 96 | 95 | $52,210,589 | $65,791,490 | $692,542
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-483 | " ouMAIN VIEW | yertira VCOG 77 | 76 | $52,299,455 | $65,903,472 | $867,151
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-485 | VilagePointe | 4 seles Metro 210 | 208 | $84,424,910 | $106,385,328 | $511,468
Apartments
Wilt t

2020 | CA-2020-487 llton Court o 2 Clara| SantaClara | 59 58 $48,831,279 | $61,533,161 | $1,060,917
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-490 | Veterans Square CC%r:tf East Bay 30 29 $22,477,409 | $28,324,182 | $976,696
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Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2020 | CA-2020-500 | HWop & Euclid o o SANDAG 113 | 111 $49,339,267 | $62,173,286 | $560,120
Family Housing
2020 | CA-2020-503 | Poway Commons | San Diego SANDAG 44 43 $16,358,442 | $20,613,563 | $479,385
2020 | CA-2020-510|  nePlateau | g ocino NSSR 69 68 $27,386,925 | $34,510,750 | $507,511
Housing Project
2020 | CA-2020-511 | Mutual Housing Yolo SACOG 38 37 $23,611,749 | $29,753,584 | $804,151
at 5th Street
2020 | CA-2020-512 | Light Tree Two | San Mateo PeL:lFi’::Jla 128 | 126 | $106,395,292 | $134,070,596 | $1,064,052
2020 | CA-2020-513 | Light Tree Three | San Mateo PeL:fi’::Jla 57 56 $45,068,031 | $56,791,026 | $1,014,125
Fancher Creek
2020 | CA-2020-516 Senior Fresno Fresno COG 180 178 $31,848,797 | $40,133,234 $225,468
Apartments
Childs & B Street
2020 | CA-2020-517 | TOD Affordable | Merced MCAG 119 | 118 | $48,229,305 | $60,774,603 | $515,039
Housing
2020 | CA-2020-519| The Atchison CCc;r:tf East Bay 202 | 200 | $90,115,222 | $113,555,791 | $567,779
2020 | CA-2020-523 | Hope on Avalon | Los Angeles Metro 88 87 $43,946,158 | $55,377,334 $636,521
2020 | CA-2020-524 22:32:2 Los Angeles Metro 60 59 $32,447,373 | $40,887,511 | $693,009
2020 | CA-2020-527| 'heParkway o o ento SACOG 72 71 $28,923,242 | $36,446,691 | $513,334
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-529 | Silva Crossing | Los Angeles Metro 56 55 $30,234,465 | $38,098,986 | $692,709
2020 | CA-2020-530 | 53 Colton San Upper 96 96 $51,210,606 | $64,531,394 | $672,202
Francisco Peninsula
CA Governor's Office of
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Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
Year TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
Bell Creek
2020 | CA-2020-532 Los Angeles Metro 80 79 $49,726,211 | $62,660,881 | $793,176
Apartments
Lavender
2020 | CA-2020-533| Courtyardby |Sacramento|  SACOG 53 52 $26,699,796 | $33,644,887 | $647,017
Mutual Housing
2020 | CA-2020-535 Thztclg:ifl{ds San Diego SANDAG 131 | 130 | $82,605,086 | $104,092,135 | $800,709
2020 | CA-2020-536 | hesedaTheater | ) seles Metro 26 25 $17,261,356 | $21,751,341 | $870,054
Senior Housing
. t
2020 | CA-2020-537 | Beacon Villa %%r;tr: East Bay 54 53 $33,159,987 | $41,785,488 | $788,405
2020 | CA-2020-53g | ONe Lake Family | oo NorthBay | 190 | 188 | $80,031,402 | $100,848,990 | $536,431
Apartments
Hope on
2020 | CA-2020-539 Los Angeles Metro 49 48 $22,148,687 | $27,909,954 | $581,457
Broadway
2020 | CA-2020-540 | ArdeNWay o ramento|  SACOG 120 | 119 | $45,973,124 | $57,931,550 | $486,820
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-541 Amani Los Angeles Metro 54 53 $32,737,106 | $41,252,608 | $778,351
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-542 | 'neRedwood o o North Bay 96 95 $42,936,913 | $54,105,566 | $569,532
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-543 | | rank G Mar Alameda East Bay 119 | 117 | $72,920,842 | $91,888,847 | $785,375
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-545 | 33 Bryant San Upper 146 | 145 | $71,031,902 | $89,508,560 | $617,300
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
2020 | CA-2020-546 | Adams Terrace | Los Angeles Metro 86 84 $60,032,212 | $75,647,656 | $900,567
2020 | CA-2020-547 | -@Prensalibre | 4 seles Metro 63 62 $55,753,462 | $70,255,927 | $1,133,160
Apartments
CA Governor's Office of 5
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Year

TCAC #

Project Name

County

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Regional
Pricing Area

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

2020 | CA-2020-548 | oMM PN | Nevada NSSR 68 | 67 | $29,750,365 | $37,488,963 | $559,537
2020 | CA-2020-550 | Berendo Sage | Los Angeles Metro 42 41 $26,319,326 | $33,165,450 | $808,913
Heritage
2020 | CA-2020-551 | Commons Phase Solano North Bay 44 43 $14,746,000 | $18,581,696 $432,132
i
2020 | CA-2020-552 | 681 Florida San Upper 130 | 129 | $91,180,886 | $114,898,653 | $890,687
Street Francisco Peninsula
2020 | CA-2020-553 | TOWWOOdAItS || 1 seles Metro 152 | 151 | $81,802,701 | $103,081,035 | $682,656
Collective
Sequoia
2020 | CA-2020-556 Tulare TCAG 60 59 $22,404,955 | $28,232,881 | $478,523
Commons
Pueblo del Sol
2020 | CA-2020-557 e | Los Angeles Metro 201 | 200 | $62,128,137 | $78,288,768 | $391,444
2020 | CA-2020-558 Her?ﬁzzgl'luage Orange 0CCOG 112 | 111 | $35,131,567 | $44,269,911 | $398,828
2020 | CA-2020-562 | Hope on Hyde | Los Angeles Metro 98 97 $40,057,844 | $50,477,600 | $520,388
2020 | CA-2020-563 Pasgtiiitgzet SantaClara | SantaClara | 82 | 81 | $54,814,223 | $69,072,375 | $852,745
Alum Rock
2020 | CA-2020-569 ) ‘ | santaClara| SantaClara | 87 85 $66,623,139 | $83,953,000 | $987,682
Family Housing
Casa Del Rio
2020 | CA-2020-571 APAments/ g acruz | AMBAG 103 | 102 | $57,646,438 | $72,641,300 | $712,170
Santa Cruz
Riverfront Ap
2020 | CA-2020-572|  The Groves Orange OCCOG 75 74 $34,104,806 | $42,976,071 | $580,758
2020 | CA-2020-574 Grf/?l‘lja;/'eew Sanloaquin |  SICOG 75 | 74 | $37,219,530 | $46,900,990 | $633,797

)
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Year

TCAC #

Project Name

County

Regional
Pricing Area

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Total
Development
Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

2020 | CA-2020-577 | " VOIS BOK sacramento | sacoG 104 | 103 | $63,972,446 | $80,612,815 | $782,649
Block 7
2020 | CA-2020-579 |  Downtown Shasta NSSR 78 | 77 | $60,987,268 | $76,851,139 | $998,067
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-580| L2° Terrazas san. EastSierra | 112 | 111 | $43,915,962 | $55,339,283 | $498,552
Apartments Bernardino
2020 | CA-2020-582 | Pioneer Cottages Kern KCOG 37 36 $8,637,035 $10,883,681 $302,324
2020 | CA-2020-583 Bzr:t‘z;'gzasrk Kern KCOG 25 | 24 | $8350,394 | $10,522,480 | $438,437
2020 | CA-2020-585 | EssexTower |LosAngeles|  Metro 70 | 69 | $15576,375 | $19,628,067 | $284,465
Grand & Linden Ubber
2020 | CA-2020-588 Family SanMateo | PP | 84 | 82 | $80,755809 | $101,761,828 | $1,240,998
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-589 | 5th Street PSH | Los Angeles |  Metro 149 | 149 | $49,248,811 | $62,059,301 | $416,505
2020 | CA-2020-590 Walnut Mendocino NSSR 56 | 55 | $11,572,654 | $14,582,907 | $265,144
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-594 | 22nd Street Lofts | Kern KCOG 20 | 19 | $6,118,848 | $7,710,469 | $405,814
2020 | CA-2020-595 | Snerman0aks | aseles|  Metro 55 | 54 | $30,336,727 | $38,227,848 | $707,923
Senior Housing
Gateway at
2020 | CA-2020-596 | , NPr@® | gah Mateo Upper 80 | 79 | $46,309,294 | $58,355,163 | $738,673
Apartments (site Peninsula
6A)
2020 | CA-2020-598 Ag”hi%‘:sse”'or SantaClara | SantaClara | 165 | 163 | $90,365,187 |$113,870,776 | $698,594
2020 | CA-2020-600 | GrantHeights Il | SanDiego | SANDAG | 42 | 41 | $16,665,726 | $21,000,777 | $512,214
2020 | CA-2020-601| Legacy Square | Orange OCCOG 93 | 92 | $49,044,692 | $61,802,087 | $671,762
CA Governor's Office of 7
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Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) TDC/Unit
2020 | CA-2020-603 | Sunmy Garden | o angeles Metro 95 94 $32,794,840 | $41,325,360 | $439,631
Apartments
Casa Bonita
2020 | CA-2020-604 Senior Los Angeles Metro 80 79 $22,994,339 $28,975,575 $366,779
Apartments
Villa Del Sol
2020 | CA-2020-605 Los Angeles Metro 103 102 $37,365,091 $47,084,414 $461,612
Apartments
1st and Kern
2020 | CA-2020-606 Santa Clara Santa Clara 120 119 $49,560,199 $62,451,686 $524,804
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-610| Mariposa Lily | Los Angeles Metro 41 40 $25,477,548 | $32,104,710 $802,618
Washington
2020 | CA-2020-611 Court Los Angeles Metro 102 100 $50,651,425 $63,826,760 $638,268
Apartments
St Michael's
2020 | CA-2020-613 Community Riverside WRCOG 50 49 $19,619,425 $24,722,786 $504,547
Housing
2020 | CA-2020-614 Talisa Los Angeles Metro 49 48 $32,833,010 | $41,373,459 | $861,947
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-615 Arya Santa Clara Santa Clara 87 86 $60,531,369 $76,276,652 $886,938
2020 | CA-2020-616 g‘;‘igg; Los Angeles Metro 118 | 117 | $36,821,494 | $46,399,418 | $396,576
2020 | CA-2020-619| West Terrace |Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $34,140,833 | $43,021,470 | $682,880
2020 | CA-2020-621 Serenity Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $47,500,000 | $59,855,593 | $808,859
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-623 Foothill Villas Berr?:rrziino East Sierra 239 237 $91,906,076 | $115,812,478 | $488,660
2020 | CA-2020-624|  l\more san Upper 120 | 118 | $43,025,874 | $54,217,668 | $459,472
Marketplace Francisco Peninsula
CA Governor's Office of 8
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Total
Development
Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Regional
Pricing Area

Project Name TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

2020 | CA-2020-628 JorSs:SIZ%v;/ns Los Angeles Metro 81 80 $58,557,920 | $73,789,874 | $922,373
2020 | CA-2020-629 | ViltaRaymond ) ) oeles Metro 61 60 $30,406,853 | $38,316,215 | $638,604
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-633 Avenue 34 Los Angeles Metro 67 66 $27,597,414 | $34,775,991 $526,909
2020 | CA-2020-634 | ront&Beech o hieso SANDAG 78 77 $36,444,757 | $45,924,685 | $596,424
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-637| AWSBUB | g0 | NorthBay | 90 | 88 | $43,612,803 | $54,957,267 | $624,514
Scattered Site
Vintage at
2020 | CA-2020-638 | 582 | Los Angeles Metro 239 | 237 | $79,696,952 | $100,427,544 | $423,745
Hayes Valley San Upper
2020 | CA-2020-641 . : 84 83 $93,615,862 | $117,967,009 | $1,421,289
North Francisco Peninsula
St. Stephen's
2020 | CA-2020-642 | Retirement | San Diego SANDAG 60 59 $17,060,605 | $21,498,371 | $364,379
Center
2020 | CA-2020-644 | \1AINSUEEt ) (o angeles|  Metro 57 | 56 | $33,187,280 | $41,819,881 | $746,784
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-652 La Veranda Los Angeles Metro 77 76 $62,936,094 | $79,306,889 | $1,043,512
2020 | CA-2020-653| Oatsie's Place | Los Angeles Metro 46 45 $19,777,749 | $24,922,293 $553,829
2020 | CA-2020-657 Sun King Los Angeles Metro 26 25 $15,467,451 | $19,490,810 | $779,632
Apartments
. San Upper
2020 | CA-2020-660 | Ambassador Ritz . : 187 | 187 | $107,254,606 | $135,153,433 | $722,746
Francisco Peninsula
Archway .
2020 | CA-2020-664 Stanislaus | StanCOG 74 73 $30,460,246 | $38,383,497 | $525,801
Commons I
2020 | CA-2020-665 Tﬁgr?é’;;feart Los Angeles|  Metro 264 | 260 | $80,056,764 | $100,880,949 | $388,004
CA Governor's Office of 9
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Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
Year TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) TDC/Unit
2020 | CA-2020-668 | TdwayVilage | o\ oteo Upper 147 | 145 | $120,621,024 | $151,996,693 | $1,048,253
Phase 1 Peninsula
Steinbeck
2020 | CA-2020-669 Monterey AMBAG 100 99 $39,051,665 | $49,209,696 | $497,068
Commons
2020 | CA-2020-670 Rosep';:lsgf”rts Los Angeles Metro 89 84 $62,220,603 | $78,405,286 | $933,396
2020 | CA-2020-671| DldwellPlace | ramento|  SACOG 75 74 $17,781,838 | $22,407,210 | $302,800
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-673 | 'ownesauare | o angeles Metro 51 50 $29,318,451 | $36,944,700 | $738,894
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-675 | South Bay Villa | Los Angeles Metro 80 79 $34,429,115 | $43,384,739 | $549,174
2020 | CA-2020-679 Asante Los Angeles Metro 55 54 $27,559,987 | $34,728,829 $643,126
2020 | CA-2020-680 solaris Los Angeles Metro 43 42 $26,950,000 | $33,960,173 | $808,576
Apartments
Oroville
2020 | CA-2020-683 Butte NSSR 62 61 $7,616,742 | $9,597,992 | $157,344
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-684 | OroviteManor | g g NSSR 72 | 71 $8,625,306 | $10,868,901 | $153,083
Apartments
Willow Oaks
2020 | CA-2020-685 Glenn NSSR 60 59 $8,239,042 | $10,382,163 | $175,969
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-686| Casa Manana |SanlJoaquin SJCOG 163 161 $22,015,054 $27,741,560 $172,308
Harriet Tubman
2020 | CA-2020-688 Terrace Alameda East Bay 91 90 $47,040,757 | $59,276,893 | $658,632
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-690 |  Hacienda %Zr;ttf East Bay 150 | 148 | $73,929,316 | $93,159,643 | $629,457
2020 | CA-2020-691 Corallina San Diego SANDAG 17 16 $5,953,652 | $7,502,303 | $468,894
Lond Use and 10
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Units  Units

Regional

Year TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area TDC/Unit

County

TDC ($2026)

Fruitvale Transit

2020 | CA-2020-692 | (1 0 g | Alameda EastBay | 181 | 179 | $129,259,095 | $162,881,680 | $909,954
2020 | CA-2020-693| o2 Vista Santa SBCAG 56 | 55 | $25184,309 | $31,735,195 | $577,004
Apartments Barbara
11010 Santa
2020 | CA-2020-695 Monica Los Angeles Metro 51 50 $25,210,875 | $31,768,671 $635,373
Boulevard
Immanuel-
2020 | CA-2020-696 Sobrato Santa Clara | Santa Clara 108 106 $71,943,069 | $90,656,738 | $855,252
Community
2020 | CA-2020-703 | Gateway Family | San Mateo Pel:]?::ljla 140 | 139 | $125,839,879 | $158,573,065 | $1,140,813
2020 | CA-2020-704 | 3rd & Dangler | Los Angeles Metro 78 77 $44,459,104 | $56,023,706 $727,581
2020 | CA-2020-705| N CAIMSat 1 gy an, NorthBay | 56 | 55 | $20,822,888 | $26,239,291 | $477,078
Burgess Point
2020 | CA-2020-706 | DOUB1AS ATk oo Angeles | Metro 72 | 71 | $32,041,986 | $40,376,675 | $568,686
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-709 | 4840 Mission san Upper 137 | 135 | $99,992,340 |$126,002,122 | $933,349
Street Francisco Peninsula
2020 | CA-2020-712 | NOrthiake Senior g, o ento | SACOG 191 | 189 | $38,193,382 | $48,128,159 | $254,646
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-714 | Corazon del Valle | Los Angeles Metro 90 | 88 | $47,591,615 | $59,971,039 | $681,489
Pony Express
2020 | CA-2020-716 Senior Solano NorthBay | 60 | 59 | $29,994,100 | $37,796,098 | $640,612
Apartments
95th &
2020 | CA-2020-718 International Alameda East Bay 55 54 $44,896,702 | $56,575,131 | $1,047,688
Apartments
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2020 | CA-2020-721| La Guadalupe |Los Angeles Metro 44 43 $25,989,899 | $32,750,333 | $761,636
2020 | CA-2020-723 | Markham Plaza Il | Santa Clara Santa Clara 152 151 $49,448,680 $62,311,159 $412,657
2020 | CA-2020-724 | Cantamar Villas | Los Angeles Metro 38 36 $15,975,381 $20,130,861 $559,191
2020 | CA-2020-725 | Weingart Tower | | Los Angeles Metro 134 133 $80,494,315 | $101,432,315 $762,649
2020 | CA-2020-726 | Weingart Tower Il | Los Angeles Metro 144 142 $87,181,525 | $109,858,987 | $773,655
2020 | CA-2020-728 SagePointe Los Angeles Metro 56 55 $31,931,542 $40,237,503 $731,591
2020 | CA-2020-729 | Adcockloyner | o eda East Bay 50 49 $24,074,615 | $30,336,850 | $619,119
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-730 | SAKeMoUSE ) (o anseles | Metro 63 | 62 | $36,441,402 | $45,920,457 | $740,653
Apartments
Blossom Hill
2020 | CA-2020-731 Senior Santa Clara | Santa Clara 147 145 $77,962,137 | $98,241,473 $677,527
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-733 | esidencyatthe |y eles Metro 79 78 $66,064,328 | $84,382,938 | $1,081,833
Mayer Hollywood
2020 | CA-2020-734| 1322 O Street |Sacramento SACOG 56 55 $18,469,787 $23,274,106 $423,166
2020 | CA-2020-735 | Mississippi ECB | San Diego SANDAG 61 60 $22,838,857 $28,779,649 $479,661
2020 | CA-2020-737| DawboaPark San Upper 131 | 130 | $120,639,509 | $152,019,987 | $1,169,385
Upper Yard Francisco Peninsula
2020 | CA-2020-739 P”eFE’r:Z:ee:ISOl Los Angeles|  Metro 176 | 175 | $50,867,145 | $64,098,592 | $366,278
6th and San
2020 | CA-2020-741 Julian Los Angeles Metro 94 93 $59,782,492 $75,332,979 $810,032
Central Plaza Santa
2020 | CA-2020-742 SBCAG 112 111 $51,382,695 $64,748,246 $583,318
Apartments Barbara
Glen Loma
2020 | CA-2020-900 Ranch Santa Clara Santa Clara 158 156 $86,986,949 | $109,613,798 | $702,653
Apartments
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Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2020 | CA-2020-901| e Viage At | qo yateq Upper 132 | 117 | $114,888,656 | $144,773,235 | $1,237,378
Burlingame Peninsula
Sepulveda
2020 | CA-2020-902 Los Angeles Metro 356 | 352 | $137,973,160 | $173,862,428 | $493,927
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-903 | SCTPPSMesa o hiao SANDAG 53 53 $24,557,796 | $30,945,715 | $583,881
Apartments
Hilltop Contra
2020 | CA-2020-904|  Commons o East Bay 324 | 321 | $152,540,519 | $192,219,016 | $598,813
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-907 | 1UNIPETCrOve 1 o Angeles Metro 101 99 $52,257,547 | $65,850,663 | $665,158
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-910 | Butterfly Gardens Fresno Fresno COG 75 73 $29,495,063 | $37,167,252 $509,140
2020 | CA-2020-914 Nor\t/?u';;;bor Orange 0CCOG 91 89 $34,631,159 | $43,639,338 | $490,330
Mill View
2020 | CA-2020-002 Lassen NSSR 52 51 $8,572,945 | $10,802,920 | $211,822
Apartments
Villa Hermosa
2020 | CA-2020-003 | Apartments, | Riverside CVAG 100 99 $45,059,263 | $56,779,977 | $573,535
Phase Il
Ruth Teague
2020 | CA-2020-008 | Homes (formerly | Los Angeles Metro 52 51 $32,422,000 | $40,855,538 $801,089
67th & Main)
2020 | CA-2020-010 | HarvestGarden |y ed MCAG 44 43 $8,176,480 | $10,303,328 | $239,612
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-011 Capl_'fc‘;tle'fark Sacramento|  SACOG 134 | 134 | $59,635,401 | $75,147,627 | $560,803
CA Governor's Office of 1 3
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Truckee-Donner

2020 | CA-2020-013 Senior Nevada NSSR 60 59 $10,212,232 | $12,868,615 | $218,112
Apartments
11604 Vanowen
2020 | CA-2020-015 Los Angeles Metro 49 48 $18,518,731 | $23,335,782 | $486,162
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-017 Nor;ho';f:;;'rm Madera East CA 26 25 $15,796,712 | $19,905,717 | $796,229
2020 | CA-2020-019 | Yurok Homes #3 | Humboldt NSSR 36 35 $16,012,048 | $20,177,066 | $576,488
2020 | CA-2020-020 N'pomjose”'or SO"";SL;(')S SLOCOG 40 39 $19,606,195 | $24,706,114 | $633,490
2020 | CA-2020-024 | 9th Street Lofts | Los Angeles Metro 91 90 $53,867,022 | $67,878,791 | $754,209
2020 | CA-2020-025| South Library | Los Angeles Metro 27 26 $15,229,716 | $19,191,235 $738,124
2020 | CA-2020-026 Fouggau'gi\rfzuey Orange 0CCOG 50 49 $29,118,641 | $36,692,916 | $748,835
Airport Inn
2020 | CA-2020-030 Orange 0CCOG 58 57 $18,201,554 | $22,936,101 | $402,388
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-031| Reedley Village | Fresno Fresno COG | 32 31 $11,818,916 | $14,893,226 | $480,427
2020 | CA-2020-032 VaTt?'a\é'sW Fresno Fresno COG | 36 35 $21,125,376 | $26,620,461 | $760,585
2020 | CA-2020-033 Dolf/'lzr':'y:ler Los Angeles Metro 36 35 $20,622,996 | $25,987,403 | $742,497
2020 | CA-2020-034 | Sun Commons | Los Angeles Metro 103 101 $60,243,446 $75,913,836 $751,622
2020 | CA-2020-035 Templetlcl’” Place Sggi:sgs SLOCOG 36 35 $15,516,218 | $19,552,262 | $558,636
Barstow
2020 | CA-2020-038 Fresno Fresno COG 42 41 $23,106,440 | $29,116,835 $710,167
Commons
2020 | CA-2020-039 Pac”:'/‘i:lgoaSt Los Angeles Metro 50 49 $30,614,339 | $38,577,672 | $787,299
CA Governor's Office of 1 4
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Lexington Avenue
2020 | CA-2020-044 Senior San Diego SANDAG 100 99 $28,463,964 | $35,867,946 | $362,302
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-045 | San Mateo Place | San Mateo Peti?:seJla 85 84 $40,105,640 $50,537,829 $601,641
2020 | CA-2020-050 Coastal Santa SBCAG 40 39 $21,715,254 | $27,363,777 | $701,635
Meadows Barbara
2020 | CA-2020-051|  Brunswick Nevada NSSR 41 40 $15,762,668 | $19,862,818 | $496,570
Commons
Jamboree San
Ysidro
2020 | CA-2020-052|  Permanent San Diego SANDAG 65 64 $32,526,938 | $40,987,772 | $640,434
Supportive
Housing
2020 | CA-2020-054| DeachPark 1 o Angeles Metro 42 41 $28,897,412 | $36,414,142 | $888,150
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-056 | San Mateo Senior| San Mateo PeLIJ'l?:seL:la 77 76 $32,887,308 | $41,441,881 | $545,288
Las Flores
2020 | CA-2020-057 Los Angeles Metro 73 72 $52,037,532 | $65,573,418 $910,742
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-058 | -2 Frensatibre 1 oo pnseles|  Metro 42 | 41 | $29,730,951 | $37,464,499 | $913,768
Apartments 9%
Kernwood
2020 | CA-2020-060 Terrace Los Angeles Metro 51 50 $18,892,492 | $23,806,765 $476,135
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-065 | APineFamily 1o hieso SANDAG 38 37 $19,517,900 | $24,594,852 | $664,726
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-066 | Victory Gardens | San Joaquin SICOG 49 48 $26,264,513 | $33,096,379 $689,508
15




Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) TDC/Unit
Parkside
2020 | CA-2020-067 Kern KCOG 40 39 $14,208,252 | $17,904,071 | $459,079
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-068 Avance Alameda East Bay 45 44 $28,980,114 | $36,518,356 | $829,963
2020 | CA-2020-069 | DEMAMManoOr | o islaus | StancOG | 70 | 69 | $17,909,185 | $22,567,682 | $327,068
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-071| Creekside Place |  Butte NSSR 101 | 100 | $44,126,815 | $55,604,983 | $556,050
Orr Creek
2020 | CA-2020-072 | Commons Phase | Mendocino NSSR 40 39 $16,190,183 | $20,401,537 $523,116
I
2020 | CA-2020-073 | Parkside Phase 1| Monterey AMBAG 80 79 $39,738,967 | $50,075,778 | $633,871
2020 | CA-2020-074| Olive Grove Tehama NSSR 32 31 $12,329,888 | $15,537,111 | $501,197
2020 | CA-2020-075 S'egsa"s'g'ﬁhts Butte NSSR 48 47 $16,414,489 | $20,684,189 | $440,089
2020 | CA-2020-076 | Pine Hill Village | Humboldt NSSR 30 29 $8,809,494 | $11,101,000 | $382,793
2020 | CA-2020-077 | Gallup and Mesa | Santa Clara | Santa Clara 46 45 $32,668,139 | $41,165,702 $914,793
2020 | CA-2020-078 | Mill District Lot 7 | Sonoma North Bay 41 40 $29,587,002 | $37,283,106 | $932,078
2020 | CA-2020-079 | OrOVile Helghts | g NSSR 66 | 65 | $23,722,012 | $29,892,528 | $459,885
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-082 | €r-Valey ) oo angeles Metro 53 52 $27,806,826 | $35,039,875 | $673,844
Metro Housing
2020 | CA-2020-083 | Cranfte Ridee |, eda East Bay 73 | 72 | $46,405,741 | $58,476,698 | $812,176
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-084 | DroddStreet | San Luis SLOCOG | 40 | 39 | $21,876,686 | $27,567,200 | $706,851
Place Obispo
2020 | CA-2020-089 | ¢ Crossroads |, 0CCOG 86 | 85 | $41,520,534 | $52,320,762 | $615,538
at Washington
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Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
Creekside
2020 | CA-2020-091 | Terrace (formerly | Mariposa East CA 42 41 $17,720,486 | $22,329,899 $544,632
Mariposa Village)
Veterans Village . .
2020 | CA-2020-094 of Cathedral City Riverside CVAG 60 59 $33,363,501 $42,041,940 $712,575
2020 | CA-2020-100 | "™INBION SN |y 0 eda East Bay 9 | 89 | $62,755,106 | $79,078,823 | $888,526
Apartments
Olive Ranch
2020 | CA-2020-102 Apartments Butte NSSR 81 80 $30,650,580 $38,623,340 $482,792
Phase |
Olive Ranch
2020 | CA-2020-103 Apartments Butte NSSR 80 80 $30,331,815 $38,221,658 $477,771
Phase Il
2020 | CA-2020-104| Druice Village Butte NSSR 60 | 59 | $21,817,703 | $27,492,875 | $465,981
Commons
Kennett Court
2020 | CA-2020-105 Apartments Shasta NSSR 48 47 $18,679,485 $23,538,351 $500,816
Phase Il
Kennett Court
2020 | CA-2020-107 Senior Shasta NSSR 40 39 $15,487,302 $19,515,824 $500,406
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-108 | Sunrise Pointe | Sacramento SACOG 47 46 $20,183,016 | $25,432,977 $552,891
2020 | CA-2020-109 1iSZnF:Ja;k Butte NSSR 59 58 $25,224,825 $31,786,250 $548,039
2020 | CA-2020-111 Towne | Los Angeles Metro 51 50 $27,862,105 $35,109,533 $702,191
2020 | CA-2020-117 | 1819 Pico Blvd | Los Angeles Metro 48 47 $41,016,986 $51,686,232 | $1,099,707
2020 | CA-2020-11g|  Ambrose Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $34,840,568 | $43,903,218 | $696,876
Apartments
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2020 | CA-2020-119 | Stony Point Flats Sonoma North Bay 50 49 $21,717,447 $27,366,540 $558,501

2020 | CA-2020-121| >lestasenior oo North Bay 92 91 $34,250,704 | $43,159,920 | $474,285
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-122| Acme Family Sonoma North Bay 77 76 $33,156,234 | $41,780,759 | $549,747
Apartments

Millview .

2020 | CA-2020-124 Mendocino NSSR 48 47 $21,065,096 | $26,544,501 | $564,777
Apartments
Lemos Pointe at

2020 | CA-2020-127 | 21o° 1O 2 Napa NorthBay | 186 | 184 | $61,349,835 | $77,308,016 | $420,152

2020 | CA-2020-129 | SangerCrossing | FresnoCOG | 36 36 $18,622,195 | $23,466,158 | $651,838
Apartments Il

2020 | CA-2020-130| S@nta Maria Santa SBCAG 160 | 159 | $37,251,371 | $46,941,114 | $295,227

Studios Barbara

2020 | CA-2020-131| Anitastreet o hieso SANDAG 96 95 $36,925,632 | $46,530,644 | $489,796
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-132 | S€natorconness | NSSR 162 | 160 | $51,221,780 | $64,545,474 | $403,409
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-133| Casa Paloma Orange OCCOG 71 69 $38,988,000 | $49,129,471 | $712,021

2020 | CA-2020-135 | Konocti Gardens Lake NSSR 102 | 101 | $32,892,343 | $41,448,225 | $410,378

2020 | CA-2020-136 |  Stony Oaks Sonoma NorthBay | 142 | 140 | $64,080,015 | $80,748,364 | $576,774
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-13g |  -@va Ridge Butte NSSR 98 97 $35,049,042 | $44,165,920 | $455,319
Apartments
North Creek

2020 | CA-2020-139 |  Crossings at Butte NSSR 106 | 105 | $51,883,413 | $65,379,210 | $622,659
Meriam Park

2020 | CA-2020-140 | TatmdaleTerrace || 4 eles Metro 151 | 149 | $59,144,146 | $74,528,588 | $500,192
Apartments

18
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TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

2020 | CA-2020-142 V'Lﬁif:ﬁ”a San Diego SANDAG 85 84 $42,219,171 | $53,201,127 | $633,347

2020 | CA-2020-144 | Brawley Adams 1| Imperial ICTC 60 59 $20,344,638 | $25,636,639 | $434,519

2020 | CA-2020-147 Ve”t“;ao\;e;erans Ventura VCOG 122 | 120 | $60,253,664 | $75,926,711 | $632,723

2020 | CA-2020-14g | foviey Gardens | g ide CVAG 163 | 162 | $19,578,388 | $24,671,074 | $152,291
1R Apartments

San Upper
2020 | CA-2020-152 | Ambassador 9% . : 36 35 $20,318,016 | $25,603,093 | $731,517
Francisco Peninsula

2020 | CA-2020-158 | Cashin's Field | Nevada NSSR 51 50 $28,806,827 | $36,299,994 | $726,000

2020 | CA-2020-160 | TtC@IONSENION | hieso SANDAG 9 8 $4,229,488 | $5,329,653 | $666,207
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-162 | VestMission o hhgeles Metro 57 56 $25,733,700 | $32,427,492 | $579,062
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-165 | ocdmanArleta || eles Metro 104 | 103 | $57,263,389 | $72,158,613 | $700,569
Apartments

2020 | CA-2020-167 | Redwood Views | Sonoma North Bay 52 51 $22,727,148 | $28,638,883 | $561,547

2020 | CA-2020-173 Cargﬁ;;"?* Sonoma North Bay 64 63 $32,207,166 | $40,584,822 | $644,204
Bryson Il HHH

2020 | CA-2020-176 |  Affordable | Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $34,079,355 | $42,944,000 | $681,651

Housing

2020 | CA-2020-179| 1020 N 4th Street | Santa Clara | Santa Clara 94 93 $52,800,439 | $66,534,770 $715,428

2020 | CA-2020-180 Depo;:rtkHyde Los Angeles Metro 43 42 $28,980,065 | $36,518,294 | $869,483

2020 | CA-2020-183 Ch‘i/riﬁ’azgeek Sonoma North Bay 24 23 $18,050,858 | $22,746,207 | $988,966
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2020 | CA-2020-184 o Sonoma North Bay 94 93 $43,909,327 | $55,330,922 | $594,956
2020 | CA-2020-186 Alora San Diego SANDAG 100 99 $42,164,671 | $53,132,450 | $536,691
2020 | CA-2020-192| Do Creek Butte NSSR 156 | 155 | $49,995,700 | $63,000,469 | $406,455
Apartments
Cedar Lane
2020 | CA-2020-194 Family Yuba SACOG 108 | 107 | $33,064,138 | $41,664,707 | $389,390
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-196 |  Ford Oaks Butte NSSR 36 35 $15,383,439 | $19,384,945 | $553,856
Apartments
Mitchell Avenue
2020 | CA-2020-198 Senior Butte NSSR 36 35 $12,323,761 | $15,529,390 | $443,697
Apartments
2020 | CA-2020-199 | Tiverbend Family | o NSSR 72 71 $27,924,953 | $35,188,729 | $495,616
Apartments
Cedar Lane
2020 | CA-2020-200|  Fermanent Yuba SACOG 41 40 $17,430,542 | $21,964,535 | $549,113
Supportive
Housing
2020 | CA-2020-202 | South Western | Los Angeles Metro 57 56 $29,618,802 | $37,323,178 $666,485
2020 | CA-2020-206| 109K gonoma | NorthBay | 48 | 47 | $25,341,252 | $31,932,961 | $679,425
Apartments
Park Crest .
2021 | CA-2021-400 San Diego SANDAG 140 | 139 | $58,621,378 | $69,459,215 | $499,707
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-424| Broadway2 | San Diego SANDAG 52 50 $18,958,772 | $22,463,843 | $449,277
2021 | CA-2021-425| Broadway 1 San Diego SANDAG 161 160 | $73,297,567 | $86,848,717 | $542,804
2021 | CA-2021-430 Pgtsjjiir;a Los Angeles Metro 181 179 | $44,605,631 | $52,852,257 | $295,264
CA Governor's Office of 2 0
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2021 | CA-2021-431| Finca Serena Tulare TCAG 80 78 $31,111,001 | $36,862,759 | $472,599
2021 | CA-2021-436 | Plymouth Place | San Joaquin SJCOG 65 64 $23,011,277 | $27,265,569 | $426,025
2021 | CA-2021-437 A’:/f‘/;‘fr:umt& Los Angeles Metro 88 87 $53,119,065 | $62,939,642 | $723,444
2021 | CA-2021-439 | Maison's Village | | Los Angeles Metro 170 168 $53,775,775 | $63,717,763 $379,272
2021 | CA-2021-443 | Sage at Folsom |Sacramento SACOG 110 109 $31,633,393 | $37,481,730 | $343,869
Allegheny
2021 | CA-2021-452 | Apartments (FKA | Riverside WRCOG 48 47 $24,925,953 | $29,534,228 | $628,388
Beaumont 2)
2021 | CA-2021-453 S“””y"fée Block | santaClara | SantaClara | 90 | 89 | $77,555,764 | $91,894,163 | $1,032,519
2021 | CA-2021-456|  rontwood Kern KCOG 58 | 57 | $23,151,929 | $27,432,225 | $481,267
Crossings
. San Luis
2021 | CA-2021-465| Pismo Terrace Obispo SLOCOG 50 49 $25,703,669 | $30,455,726 $621,545
2021 | CA-2021-467 | 420 AUZerAIS | o Clara| SantaClara | 130 | 128 | $81,883,176 | $97,021,621 | $757,981
Apartments
Sacramento
2021 | CA-2021-468 Street Solano North Bay 75 74 $51,550,058 | $61,080,559 $825,413
Apartments
The Monarch
2021 | CA-2021-474|  Apartment Riverside CVAG 60 59 $28,825,260 | $34,154,433 | $578,889
Homes
2021 | CA-2021-476 | DepotWillows | SantaClara | SantaClara | 39 37 $24,667,427 | $29,227,906 | $789,943
2021 | CA-2021-477 | Sentertown Marin North Bay 60 59 $35,184,716 | $41,689,616 | $706,604
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-478 Oas\'lsilzes”'or Riverside | WRCOG 95 | 93 | $455509,972 | $53,923,791 | $579,826
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Regional Total Income (Original
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2021 | CA-2021-479 | BarrettTerrace | Contra East Bay 115 | 114 | $78,329,328 | $92,810,743 | $814,129
Apartments Costa
2021 | CA-2021-484 | 'iojave View Kern KCOG 76 75 $25,856,912 | $30,637,301 | $408,497
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-48g | Kristen Court Sutter SACOG 32 32 $16,172,111 | $19,161,988 | $598,812
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-489 | Arroyo Crossing Riverside CVAG 184 182 $50,724,669 $60,102,574 $330,234
2021 | CA-2021-491 Thsui?lrgﬁgs’”at Sacramento|  SACOG 108 | 107 | $37,245,991 | $44,131,977 | $412,448
2021 | CA-2021-492 | ELDorado Family | o) ICTC 48 48 $23,879,391 | $28,294,179 | $589,462
Apartments Il
The Salvation
2021 | CA-2021-495 | AmyPasadena | o eles Metro 66 65 $38,328,364 | $45,414,457 | $698,684
Hope Center
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-497 | 803E5thSt | Los Angeles Metro 95 94 $57,562,665 | $68,204,769 | $725,583
2021 | CA-2021-500 Wes\;ifl:::o” Los Angeles Metro 111 | 110 | $62,956,819 | $74,596,186 | $678,147
2021 | CA-2021-501 V'uag";i'lr;foral Sacramento|  SACOG 82 81 $31,659,629 | $37,512,816 | $463,121
Columba
2021 | CA-2021-502 | Apartments (fka | San Diego SANDAG 200 | 198 | $99,889,749 | $118,357,224 | $597,764
Millenia II)
Depot
2021 | CA-2021-504| Community Alameda East Bay 125 | 124 | $79,415,515 | $94,097,742 | $758,853
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-507 | FairOaksSenior o omento|  SACOG 108 | 107 | $28,259,742 | $33,484,363 | $312,938
Apartments
22

CA Governor's Office of
ﬂ‘t Land Use and
)

Climate Innovation




Total
Development
Cost (TDC)

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Regional
Pricing Area

(Original

TCAC # Project Name County Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

CA Governor's Office of
ﬂ‘t Land Use and
)

Climate Innovation

2021 | CA-2021-511 | MutuatHousing | o @ ento|  SACOG 127 | 126 | $58,127,447 | $68,873,967 | $546,619
on the Boulevard
2021 | CA-2021-512| 1SOKErPasS g o Clara| SantaClara | 100 | 99 | $48,854,938 | $57,887,169 | $584,719
Apartments
Aquila
2021 | CA-2021-513 | Apartments f.k.a.| San Diego SANDAG 180 | 178 | $76,231,379 | $90,324,928 | $507,443
3Roots
Junction
2021 | CA-2021-519 Crossing Placer SACOG 80 79 $23,379,297 | $27,701,628 | $350,654
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-529| 619 Westlake | Los Angeles Metro 78 77 $50,733,198 | $60,112,679 | $780,684
2021 | CA-2021-530| o€ o5 Angeles|  Metro 97 | 96 | $55439,888 | $65,689,536 | $684,266
Residential
2021 | CA-2021-531 | McDaniel House | Los Angeles Metro 47 46 $22,042,881 $26,118,137 $567,786
2021 | CA-2021-532 |  NOHOS050 1 o Angeles Metro 40 39 $24,005,515 | $28,443,620 | $729,324
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-534 | Pointe on La Brea | Los Angeles Metro 50 49 $32,100,380 | $38,035,053 | $776,226
2021 | CA-2021-535| The Quincy | Los Angeles Metro 54 53 $33,279,467 | $39,432,128 | $744,002
2021 | CA-2021-536 The Wilcox Los Angeles Metro 62 61 $39,342,044 | $46,615,545 $764,189
2021 | CA-2021-537 Wag;'ﬂict’ir\‘/:rts Los Angeles Metro 56 55 $36,067,708 | $42,735,854 | $777,016
Thatcher Yard
2021 | CA-2021-538 Housing Los Angeles Metro 08 97 $63,366,720 | $75,081,869 | $774,040
2021 | CA-2021-540 | Citrus Crossing | Los Angeles Metro 127 | 126 | $57,496,120 | $68,125,921 | $540,682
2021 | CA-2021-541| Avalon 1355 | Los Angeles Metro 54 53 $30,856,598 | $36,561,322 | $689,836
2021 | CA-2021-542 | Barry Apartments | Los Angeles Metro 61 60 $38,278,805 | $45,355,736 $755,929
2021 | CA-2021-543 | Beacon Landing | Los Angeles Metro 89 88 $44,795,412 | $53,077,124 | $603,149
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Central
2021 | CA-2021-544 Los Angeles Metro 57 56 $35,561,286 | $42,135,806 | $752,425
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-545 Lincoln Los Angeles Metro 40 39 $28,167,704 | $33,375,309 | $855,777
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-546 Lumina Los Angeles Metro 55 54 $30,098,382 | $35,662,928 | $660,425
2021 | CA-2021-547 | Montesquieu | 4 seles Metro 53 52 $29,111,279 | $34,493,331 | $663,333
Manor PSH
2021 | CA-2021-548 My Angel Los Angeles Metro 54 53 $33,022,371 | $39,127,500 | $738,255
Rousseau
2021 | CA-2021-550 | =" "3 | Los Angeles Metro 52 51 $27,644,012 | $32,754,798 | $642,251
Santa Monica &
2021 | CA-2021-551 Vermont Los Angeles Metro 187 185 $114,438,909 | $135,596,212 | $732,952
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-556 | nchoBemardol g, oo | SANDAG | 178 | 175 | $49,741,678 | $58,937,849 | $336,788
Senior Housing
2021 | CA-2021-557 |  ShoreLINE San Diego SANDAG 126 | 124 | $60,947,113 | $72,214,929 | $582,378
2021 | CA-2021-563 | COUeBECreek | g oma | NorthBay | 164 | 163 | $66,275,621 | $78,528,564 | $481,770
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-565| Heritage Park Sonoma North Bay 33 32 $18,398,133 | $21,799,554 $681,236
2021 | CA-2021-567| arnaVilage g, a0, NorthBay | 160 | 159 | $68,030,683 | $80,608,099 | $506,969
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-568 |  Vista Woods %%r:tr: East Bay 179 | 177 | $77,000,791 | $91,236,588 | $515,461
2021 | CA-2021-570| Shiloh Terrace | Sonoma NorthBay | 134 | 133 | $80,692,123 | $95,610,368 | $718,875
Worthington Del
2021 | CA-2021-571|  SolFamily | Santa Cruz AMBAG 48 47 $19,167,204 | $22,710,809 | $483,209
Apartments
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Elm Lane Contra
2021 | CA-2021-573 East Bay 170 | 168 | $68,556,283 | $81,230,871 | $483,517
Apartments Costa
2021 | CA-2021-576 | Kiku Crossing | San Mateo PeL:fi’::Jla 225 | 223 | $167,865,956 | $198,900,775 | $891,932
2021 | CA-2021-580 | Crest on Imperial | San Diego SANDAG 100 99 $40,379,504 | $47,844,809 | $483,281
2021 | CA-2021-588 | o HA Scattered San Upper 69 66 $81,555,757 | $96,633,669 | $1,464,147
Sites Francisco Peninsula
2021 | CA-2021-590 |  Morro Bay san Luis SLOCOG 35 34 $16,512,702 | $19,565,547 | $575,457
Apartments Obispo
Mariposa Place /
2021 | CA-2021-591 | West San Carlos | Santa Clara | SantaClara | 80 79 $62,237,118 | $73,743,428 | $933,461
Residential
2021 | CA-2021-592 Ram‘;r;?n':'e”o Los Angeles Metro 51 50 $30,665,431 | $36,334,812 | $726,696
Bascom
2021 | CA-2021-593 Santa Clara | Santa Clara 79 77 $67,238,991 $79,670,040 | $1,034,676
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-595 Corafggs)elllvaue Los Angeles Metro 90 88 $51,815,767 | $61,395,392 | $697,675
The Salvation
2021 | CA-2021-596 | ArMyAnaheim | ae 0CCOG 72 70 $35,891,998 | $42,527,660 | $607,538
Center of Hope
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-597 Cd?fﬁ:gi'fhts Kern KCOG 29 28 $10,406,035 | $12,329,888 | $440,353
2021 | CA-2021-599 |  Centennial Santa SBCAG 160 | 159 | $65,840,435 | $78,012,921 | $490,647
Gardens Barbara
2021 | CA-2021-600 | ValeyTerrace Tehama NSSR 48 47 $6,694,158 | $7,931,764 | $168,761
Apartments
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2021 | CA-2021-601|  C\eartake Lake NSSR 72 | 71 | $10,525,610 | $12,471,570 | $175,656
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-603 | Vista de La Sierra | Riverside WRCOG 80 79 $45,760,004 $54,220,048 $686,330
Huntington
2021 | CA-2021-609 Beach Senior Orange OCCOG 43 42 $29,366,956 $34,796,277 $828,483
Housing
Maudelle Miller
2021 | CA-2021-613 Shirek Alameda East Bay 87 86 $84,051,499 $99,590,821 | $1,158,033
Community
Orange
2021 | CA-2021-615 Orange OCCOG 62 61 $31,888,331 $37,783,800 $619,407
Corporate Yard
2021 | CA-2021-616| 2eMeWINd g0 biego | SANDAG 89 | 88 | $54,049,758 | $64,042,400 | $727,755
Apartments
Rancho Las
2021 | CA-2021-621 | Bolsas (Rancho Riverside WRCOG 55 54 $29,285,050 $34,699,228 $642,578
Family)
2021 | CA-2021-629 The Meridian Santa Clara Santa Clara 59 58 $58,796,870 $69,667,152 | $1,201,158
2021 | CA-2021-632 | | S04 ELCAMING | o \ateo Upper 39 | 38 | $13,137,244 | $15,566,039 | $409,633
Real Apartments Peninsula
CHISPA East
2021 | CA-2021-634 Garrison Monterey AMBAG 66 65 $45,537,440 | $53,956,337 $830,097
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-639 Loggesii?"h Los Angeles Metro 68 67 $42,665,272 | $50,553,167 | $754,525
2021 | CA-2021-642 L't;;f,vz';yo Los Angeles Metro 301 | 299 | $104,281,636 | $123,561,077 | $413,248
2021 | CA-2021-643 Sango Court Santa Clara | Santa Clara 102 101 $79,824,965 | $94,582,891 $936,464
2021 | CA-2021-647 | Portola Senior Orange OCCOG 58 57 $21,794,074 $25,823,331 $453,041
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2021 | CA-2021-648 Housing Ventura VCOG 200 | 198 | $91,104,824 | $107,948,154 | $545,193
Community

2021 | CA-2021-649| 26 Point2 | Los Angeles Metro 77 76 $39,521,908 | $46,828,662 | $616,167

2021 | CA-2021-650 | otelFresno Fresno | FresnoCOG | 79 | 78 | $30,996,122 | $36,726,641 | $470,854
Apartments
Santa Fe

2021 | CA-2021-651 Tulare TCAG 81 80 $29,803,777 | $35,313,856 | $441,423
Commons |

2021 | CA-2021-652 | Palm Terrace Il Tulare TCAG 54 53 $21,907,473 | $25,957,695 | $489,768

2021 | CA-2021-653 "°f\t/isszt“zort Tulare TCAG 80 79 $31,807,955 | $37,688,564 | $477,070
Osgood

2021 | CA-2021-655 Alameda East Bay 112 | 111 | $75,387,333 | $89,324,836 | $804,728
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-656 | Arroyo Crossing 1| Riverside CVAG 216 | 214 | $56,592,540 | $67,055,288 | $313,342

2021 | CA-2021-660 | TanginiPlace | omento|  SACOG 152 | 150 | $59,713,322 | $70,753,036 | $471,687
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-663 Cor;';i;o”e Sacramento|  SACOG 60 | 60 | $24,106,773 | $28,563,599 | $476,060

2021 | CA-2021-664| CentralCityl |Sacramento SACOG 192 188 $66,518,566 | $78,816,424 $419,236

2021 | CA-2021-667 | Vista Sunrise |l | Riverside CVAG 61 60 $30,410,402 | $36,032,634 | $600,544

2021 | CA-2021-670 Ca\;'itlfarg:ry Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $23,321,104 | $27,632,677 | $438,614

2021 | CA-2021-671| The Gardens | Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $33,396,533 | $39,570,837 | $534,741
Woodward

2021 | CA-2021-673 Family Glenn NSSR 36 35 $19,130,948 | $22,667,850 | $647,653
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-675 | Cathedral Plaza | San Diego SANDAG 225 | 222 | $93,326,438 | $110,580,497 | $498,110
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2021 | CA-2021-677| o2 Creek I pierside | WRCOG | 108 | 107 | $16,356,875 | $19,380,911 | $181,130
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-680 |  lcrracinaat Placer SACOG | 288 | 285 | $94,342,704 | $111,784,649 | $392,227
Whitney Ranch
2021 | CA-2021-682| Poppy Grove | |Sacramento SACOG 144 143 $64,855,464 | $76,845,850 $537,384
2021 | CA-2021-683 | Aspen Wood Contra East Bay 123 | 122 | $52,465,273 | $62,164,978 | $509,549
Apartments Costa
2021 | CA-2021-685 | 2400 Long Beach | Los Angeles Metro 194 | 192 | $92,015,094 | $109,026,714 | $567,847
2021 | CA-2021-686| 308 Sango | SantaClara | SantaClara | 85 84 $64,336,980 | $76,231,509 | $907,518
Sycamore Street
2021 | CA-2021-694 COT:;;‘;:M Santa Cruz AMBAG 68 67 $43,175,104 | $51,157,256 | $763,541
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-700 Msa'tclﬁjrit(:'sur Alameda East Bay 193 | 191 | $67,433,729 | $79,900,781 | $418,329
2021 | CA-2021-701 |  LiPerty Bel Glenn NSSR 32 32 $12,324,424 | $14,602,946 | $456,342
Courtyards
Bear Ridge
2021 | CA-2021-702 Family Yuba SACOG 48 47 $25,555,194 | $30,279,802 | $644,251
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-703 | The Wong Center | Sacramento SACOG 150 149 $53,072,424 $62,884,378 $422,043
2021 | CA-2021-705 | Poppy Grove lll | Sacramento|  SACOG 158 | 157 | $70,312,830 | $83,312,166 | $530,651
2021 | CA-2021-708 | AEarve SantaClara | SantaClara | 91 90 | $63,423,095 | $75,148,667 | $834,985
Apartments
Vista Lane .
2021 | CA-2021-707 i San Diego SANDAG 167 | 165 | $61,103,008 | $72,399,645 | $438,786
Family Homes
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Centennial Santa
2021 | CA-2021-709 Square e SBCAG 184 | 182 | $68,428,041 | $81,078,920 | $445,489
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-712 Le‘éi:ijgir;'or San Diego SANDAG 127 | 126 | $47,659,943 | $56,471,245 | $448,184
2021 | CA-2021-713 | edwoodGlen | o o North Bay 43 42 $17,306,320 | $20,505,888 | $488,235
Apartments
Residency at the
2021 | CA-2021-714| Entrepreneur |Los Angeles Metro 200 198 $98,327,704 | $116,506,390 | $588,416
Hollywood
2021 | CA-2021-715 | Bana at Palmdale | Los Angeles Metro 48 47 $16,726,358 | $19,818,703 | $421,675
2021 | CA-2021-717 Sendero San Diego SANDAG 110 | 109 | $44,393,262 | $52,600,625 | $482,575
2021 | CA-2021-718 K'Legf;:;’r SantaClara | SantaClara | 80 79 $54,529,924 | $64,611,339 | $817,865
2021 | CA-2021-723 | Alamo sStreet Ventura VCOG 271 | 268 | $137,734,257 | $163,198,371 | $608,949
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-724 | Manchester 1, o geles Metro 122 | 120 | $67,653,790 | $80,161,526 | $668,013
Urban Homes
2021 | CA-2021-726 Aviara Sonoma North Bay 136 135 $53,484,159 | $63,372,234 $469,424
2021 | CA-2021-727| MonroeStreet | o o Clara| SantaClara | 65 64 $46,953,568 | $55,634,277 | $869,286
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-729 Mgmas?t‘;r‘fs Monterey AMBAG 142 | 140 | $67,623,959 | $80,126,180 | $572,330
2021 | CA-2021-730 49:;?2‘\’/2':30” Sacramento|  SACOG 200 | 198 | $75,889,274 | $89,919,575 | $454,139
2021 | CA-2021-732 | Kimball Highland | San Diego SANDAG 145 | 143 | $83,715,978 | $99,193,269 | $693,659
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Vermont
2021 | CA-2021-733 Manchester Los Angeles Metro 118 116 $93,061,287 | $110,266,325 | $950,572
Family
Vermont
2021 | CA-2021-734 Manchester Los Angeles Metro 62 60 $51,722,469 $61,284,846 | $1,021,414
Senior
2021 | CA-2021-735 | Northstar Courts Kings KCAG 72 71 $37,135,413 $44,000,956 $619,732
2021 | CA-2021-736 | CENUALTeMACE |y VCOG 87 | 86 | $45023,015 | $53,346,806 | $620,312
Apartments
. Lui
2021 | CA-2021-737 | Tiburon Place Soat?is:;s SLOCOG 68 67 $34,506,827 | $40,886,401 | $610,245
2021 | CA-2021-738 | Oak Apartments | Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $37,787,205 | $44,773,250 $710,687
2021 | CA-2021-739 | Villa Oakland Alameda East Bay 105 104 $44,858,501 $53,151,877 $511,076
2021 | CA-2021-742 | Royal Oak Village | Santa Clara Santa Clara 73 72 $49,429,332 $58,567,757 $813,441
Monterey and
2021 | CA-2021-744 Madrone Santa Clara Santa Clara 249 246 $124,455,933 | $147,465,169 $599,452
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-745 | unipervalley - oo nseles Metro 70 69 $28,308,072 | $33,541,628 | $486,111
Townhomes
McEvoy
2021 | CA-2021-746 Santa Clara Santa Clara 224 222 $132,176,093 | $156,612,621 $705,462
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-747 |  SugarPine El Dorado SACOG 68 67 | $39,936,571 | $47,319,987 | $706,268
Village Phase 1A T T ’
2021 | CA-2021-748 V°lta|'3r§|_\|/ as 1| s Angeles Metro 72 71 $35,808,355 | $42,428,553 | $597,585
2021 | CA-2021-749 | SUNMSE Crossing | o hento|  SACOG 82 81 $23,665,414 | $28,040,642 | $346,181
Apartments
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2021 | CA-2021-750 Thegf;;ynAyer SantaClara | SantaClara | 115 | 113 | $69,232,273 | $82,031,837 | $725,945
2021 | CA-2021-751| Building209 | Los Angeles Metro 55 54 $20,769,536 | $24,609,378 | $455,729
2021 | CA-2021-752| The Banning | Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $41,159,929 | $48,769,518 | $774,119
2021 | CA-2021-753 | Havden Parkway |5 o SACOG 94 93 $34,196,646 | $40,518,873 | $435,687
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-754 2nd & B Ventura VCOG 56 55 $37,956,335 | $44,973,648 | $817,703
2021 | CA-2021-755 | Vintage at Ventura VCOoG 170 | 168 | $66,002,721 | $78,205,210 | $465,507
University Glen
2021 | CA-2021-756 | Westview House | Orange OCCOG 85 84 $46,812,041 | $55,466,585 | $660,316
2021 | CA-2021-757 Lygzg:i?;y Orange 0CCOG 144 | 142 | $65,119,139 | $77,158,273 | $543,368
San Upper
2021 | CA-2021-760 | 600 7th Street . : 221 | 220 | $139,430,851 | $165,208,628 | $750,948
Francisco Peninsula
2021 | CA-2021-762 | _Montecitoll 1) oo A ngeles Metro 64 63 | $41,297,830 | $48,932,914 | $776,713
Senior Housing
Monamas
2021 | CA-2021-763 Terrace Riverside CVAG 139 | 138 | $64,937,469 | $76,943,016 | $557,558
Apartments
Merge 56 .
2021 |CA-2021-765| 2185 " San Diego SANDAG 47 47 $30,522,852 | $36,165,873 | $769,487
2021 | CA-2021-766 | Whittier HHH | Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $32,023,061 | $37,943,439 | $602,277
2021 | CA-2021-767 | Villa St.Joseph | Orange OCCOG 50 49 $29,664,073 | $35,148,325 | $717,313
2021 | CA-2021-771 SOUtEE'::i:ge”'m Los Angeles Metro 50 | 49 | $29,938,897 | $35473,958 | $723,958
2021 | CA-2021-001| -@3Maciendas g0 gide | WRCOG 77 | 76 | $36,307,675 | $43,020,186 | $566,055
Apartments
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Los Lirios
2021 | CA-2021-002 Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $48,194,500 | $57,104,631 | $906,423
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-004 CE‘:_"(TCChiqS' Madera East CA 17 17 $11,456,606 | $13,574,687 | $798,511
2021 | CA-2021-005 | QHA Homes Il | Imperial ICTC 26 26 $10,478,568 | $12,415,831 | $477,532
2021 | CA-2021-00g | CrandAveVilla | @ ento SACOG 18 17 $9,376,337 | $11,109,821 | $653,519
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-010 |  airHaven Solano North Bay 72 71 $37,397,281 | $44,311,237 | $624,102
Commons
2021 | CA-2021-011 Mor\r,'lzen\c/)'fta Tulare TCAG a4 43 $9,356,149 | $11,085,901 | $257,812
2021 | CA-2021-015|  onmonBank o biego SANDAG 60 59 $31,601,152 | $37,443,528 | $634,636
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-016|  CSperanza Fresno Fresno COG | 60 59 $18,011,080 | $21,340,943 | $361,711
Commons
2021 | CA-2021-024 | Lorena Plaza Los Angeles Metro 49 48 $34,153,498 | $40,467,748 $843,078
2021 | CA-2021-027 | The Emerald | Los Angeles Metro 72 71 $45,067,433 | $53,399,436 | $752,105
2021 | CA-2021-028 | Harry's House B‘Z";'S;?a SBCAG 60 59 $27,515,813 | $32,602,897 | $552,591
2021 | CA-2021-032 | CoachellaVvalley | oo (e CVAG 56 55 $35,333,939 | $41,866,427 | $761,208
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-033| Walnut Place | Monterey AMBAG 80 79 $36,673,5673 | $43,453,731 | $550,047
2021 | CA-2021-034 | WalnutTerrace | Monterey AMBAG 63 62 $29.326,297 | $34,748,101 | $560,453
2021 | CA-2021-036 | Mountain View | Orange 0OCCOG 71 70 $37,536,979 | $44,476,762 | $635,382
2021 | CA-2021-041 Nadeau Los Angeles Metro 92 90 $40,224,290 | $47,660,900 | $529,566
2021 | CA-2021-042 | TheApartments | San Luis SLOCOG 38 37 $17,465,316 | $20,694,279 | $559,305
at Toscano Obispo
CA Governor's Office of 3 2
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Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2021 | CA-2021-046 | Vera Cruz Village Bsaft::;‘a SBCAG 29 28 $17,636,908 | $20,897,594 | $746,343
Shasta Garden
2021 | CA-2021-047 Glenn NSSR 49 48 $9,346,531 | $11,074,504 | $230,719
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-048 | Imagine Village Il | Los Angeles Metro 80 78 $42,006,041 | $49,772,058 | $638,103
2021 | CA-2021-050 Vali/ei{l:geg'or SanDiego | SANDAG 50 | 49 | $21,025422 | $24,912,572 | $508,420
2021 | CA-2021-053| oW San Mateo Upper 70 | 68 | $53,902,059 | $63,867,395 | $939,226
Greenridge Peninsula
2021 | CA-2021-054 | Sierra Village Il Tulare TCAG 64 63 $21,662,474 | $25,667,401 | $407,419
2021 | CA-2021-056 (\z’\ﬁ:ft?r::) SantaClara | SantaClara | 48 | 47 | $37,122,256 | $43,985,366 | $935,859
East Lake
2021 | CA-2021-058 Yuba SACOG 71 70 $21,509,568 | $25,486,226 | $364,089
Apartments
Myrtle Avenue
2021 | CA-2021-060 Senior Tulare TCAG 66 65 $22,916,489 | $27,153,257 | $417,742
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-061 L'"ds\aﬁ‘{lie”'or Tulare TCAG 42 41 $6,848,330 | $8,114,440 | $197,913
2021 | CA-2021-063| Sonora Square | SanJoaquin SICOG 38 37 $14,561,851 $17,254,025 $466,325
2021 | CA-2021-065 | Vauey Village Fresno Fresno COG | 72 71 $26,831,985 | $31,792,644 | $447,784
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-066 | Oak Valley Villas Lake NSSR 80 79 $33,969,539 | $40,249,779 | $509,491
Eureka 7th &
2021 | CA-2021-070 | Myrtle Affordable | Humboldt NSSR 36 35 $14,900,680 | $17,655,497 | $504,443
Housing
CA Governor's Office of 3 3
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34320 Fremont
2021 | CA-2021-073 Family Alameda East Bay 54 53 $46,829,491 | $55,487,261 | $1,046,929
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-074 | Sycamore Place %%r:t? East Bay 74 73 $29,226,505 | $34,629,860 | $474,382
2021 | CA-2021-075 | TOnea@ Senior Butte NSSR 104 | 103 | $31,776,749 | $37,651,589 | $365,549
Apartments
Siskiyou S
2021 | CA-2021-080 Siskiyou NSSR 50 49 $19,788,381 | $23,446,829 | $478,507
Crossroads
lri t t .
2021 | CA-2021-087 |  Jtric Stree San Diego SANDAG 60 59 $35,539,301 | $42,109,756 | $713,725
Apartments Il
2021 | CA-2021-084 Thiﬁ:;"j\(fl;vc Los Angeles Metro 90 89 $47,493,331 | $56,273,830 | $632,290
Cornerstone
2021 | CA-2021-086 | North by Mutual | Sacramento|  SACOG 48 47 $17,688,478 | $20,958,699 | $445,930
Housing
2021 | CA-2021-088 Heueg;cnts;mors Sacramento|  SACOG 70 | 69 | $15235809 | $18,052,584 | $261,632
2021 | CA-2021-089 | CEMErofHope | g g NSSR 49 | 48 | $22,161,649 | $26,258,863 | $547,060
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-090 | “arthanPlace - pons | FresnoCOG | 81 80 | $22,519,242 | $26,682,567 | $333,532
Apartments Il
2021 | CA-2021-091 Burney Shasta NSSR 30 29 $13,476,570 | $15,968,099 | $550,624
Commons
Olive Ranch
2021 | CA-2021-092 Senior Butte NSSR 51 50 $17,274,408 | $20,468,076 | $409,362
Apartments
CA Governor's Office of 3 4




Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original

TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

2021 | CA-2021-093 Mono Butte NSSR 47 46 | $17,407,066 | $20,625,260 | $448,375
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-094 | Lucena on Court | Los Angeles Metro 46 45 | $23,722,417 | $28,108,184 | $624,626

2021 | CA-2021-095 | 78 Haight Street | __>°" Upper 63 | 63 | $54,385,206 | $64,439,972 | $1,022,857

Francisco Peninsula

2021 | CA-2021-096 | 12 APAIMENY | 6 5nge OCCOG | 60 | 59 | $34,455,854 | $40,826,003 | $691,966

2021 | CA-2021-097 | People's Place Ventura VCOG 69 68 $35,437,856 | $41,989,556 $617,493

2021 | CA-2021-099 | COM@ZONdEValle | oo | FresnocoG | e 60 | $35,040,685 | $41,518,957 | $691,983
Commons
The Arthur at

2021 | CA-2021-100 Fresno Fresno COG 41 40 $24,417,974 | $28,932,334 | $723,308
Blackstone

2021 | CA-2021-101|  Sun Lodge Fresno | FresnoCOG | 64 63 | $28,941,151 | $34,291,750 | $544,313

2021 | CA-2021-102 | Live Oak Redding|  Shasta NSSR 39 38 | $17,982,622 | $21,307,224 | $560,716

2021 | CA-2021-104| 414 Petaluma | Sonoma North Bay 44 43 | $35,165,028 | $41,666,288 | $968,983

2021 | CA-2021-107 | Anaheim Midway | Orange 0CCOG 86 85 | $44,662,215 | $52,919,302 | $622,580

2021 | CA-2021-108 Entrada Riverside WRCOG 65 64 | $41,225,670 | $48,847,413 | $763,241
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-110 | SoneraGarden | o, imne East CA 34 33 $6,686,382 | $7,922,551 | $240,077
Apartments

2021 | CA-2021-111| 1482 Freedom | Santa Cruz AMBAG 53 52 | $36,232,949 | $42,931,645 | $825,609

2021 | CA-2021-115|  The Laurel | Los Angeles Metro 58 57 | $35,603,474 | $42,185,794 | $740,102

2021 | CA-2021-116|  Woodland Yolo SACOG 72 71 $30,265,481 | $35,860,920 | $505,083

2021 | CA-2021-117 WeStV'el"IVV'uage Ventura VCOG 50 | 49 | $35,121,118 | $41,614,260 | $849,271

2021 | CA-2021-118| Los Arroyos I Tulare TCAG 54 53 | $21,097,051 | $24,997,444 | $471,650

2021 | CA-2021-119 Nes\t/ﬁ[azzn'or SanDiego | SANDAG 74 | 73 | $31,478,890 | $37,298,662 | $510,941

CA Governor's Office of 3 5
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County

TDC ($2026)

North Creek
Crossings at

2021 | CA-2021-121 . Butte NSSR 54 53 $27.873,772 | $33,027,035 | $623,152
Meriam Park
(Phase 2)
2021 | CA-2021-124 | HHErtage House &1\ North Bay 90 88 $48,114,421 | $57,009,747 | $647,838
Valle Verde
2021 | CA-2021-126 | TourthComer o hiego SANDAG 75 74 $40,754,636 | $48,289,295 | $652,558
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-127| 1200Capitola | o iz AMBAG 57 56 $43,316,858 | $51,325,217 | $916,522
Road Housing
2021 | CA-2021-12g | Hiatto Metrolink san. EastSierra | 55 54 | $28,368,975 | $33,613,791 | $622,478
South Bernardino
2021 | CA-2021-130| Madera Place Madera East CA 32 31 $10,474,567 | $12,411,090 $400,358
2021 | CA-2021-131 K?fr'“:;"c’ile Lake NSSR 69 68 $24,736,050 | $29,309,216 | $431,018
2021 | CA-2021-132 Ba‘frgfaa;‘iner Sonoma NorthBay | 101 | 100 | $36,534,578 | $43,289,039 | $432,890
2021 | CA-2021-133 | Clinton Avenue Fresno Fresno COG | 78 77 $26,756,277 | $31,702,939 | $411,726
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-134 |  Deer Creek Butte NSSR 48 47 $17,198,232 | $20,377,817 | $433,571
Apartments Il
2021 | CA-2021-136 | CO2UNgaPacific | Fresno COG | 76 75 $26,163,878 | $31,001,019 | $413,347
Apartments
Sunrise Village
2021 | CA-2021-138 Senior Butte NSSR 37 36 $14,831,344 | $17,573,342 | $488,148
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-140 | Tverbend Family | 0o NSSR 48 48 $18,847,631 | $22,332,154 | $465,253
Apartments Il
CA Governor's Office of 3 6
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Regional
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Units  Units
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Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

Mitchell Avenue
2021 | CA-2021-141 Senior Butte NSSR 35 35 $11,894,274 | $14,093,270 | $402,665
Apartments Il
2021 | CA-2021-142| FroSPect View Yolo SACOG 40 | 39 | $16,825,077 | $19,935673 | $511,171
Apartments
Magnolia Place
2021 | CA-2021-144 Senior Monterey AMBAG 32 32 $14,866,361 | $17,614,833 | $550,464
Apartments Il
Stanton
2021 | CA-2021-146 |  Apartment Orange 0CCOG 72 71 $27,489,379 | $32,571,576 | $458,755
Homes
2021 | CA-2021-147 | Kern County Kern KCOG 116 | 112 | $17,465,241 | $20,694,190 | $184,770
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-148 |  Sagewood Kern KCOG 72 71 $23,264,094 | $27,565,127 | $388,241
2021 | CA-2021-150| B9 1 5o Mateo Upper 38 | 37 | $19,048,666 | $22,570,356 | $610,010
Apartments Peninsula
2021 | CA-2021-151 | Casasonoma | ICTC 68 67 $9,971,055 | $11,814,489 | $176,336
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-153 | Harrower Village | Los Angeles Metro 40 39 $28,313,707 | $33,548,305 | $860,213
2021 | CA-2021-154| Slorabrive o amento|  SACOG 32 31 $22,011,003 | $26,080,366 | $841,302
Apartments
Calexico .
2021 | CA-2021-155 Imperial ICTC 60 59 $20,878,240 | $24,738,179 | $419,291
Meadows
PARLIER PLAZA /
2021 | CA-2021-156 | GARDEN VALLEY |  Fresno Fresno COG | 88 86 $14,306,955 | $16,952,004 | $197,116
HOMES II
2021 | CA-2021-157 | [neoinAvenue 1, NorthBay | 78 | 77 | $34,633,362 | $41,036,329 | $532,939
Apartments
Lond Use and 37
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(Original
Cost)
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Regional
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Year TCAC # Project Name TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

Pacific Station

2021 | CA-2021-158 St Santa Cruz AMBAG 70 69 $48,898,354 | $57,938,612 | $839,690
Paradise
2021 | CA-2021-159 Butte NSSR 48 47 $21,727,715 | $25,744,704 | $547,760
Gardens Il
2021 | CA-2021-160 | Pippin Phase Il | Santa Cruz AMBAG 80 79 $56,977,157 | $67,511,013 | $854,570
2021 | CA-2021-161 Pioneer Tulare TCAG 68 | 67 | $17,971,413 | $21,293,942 | $317,820
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-163 | 4507 Main St. | Los Angeles Metro 61 60 $32,632,104 | $38,665,081 | $644,418
2021 | CA-2021-164 | i valon Healthy 1y i NorthBay | 67 | 66 | $47,504,043 | $56,286,523 | $852,826
Aging Campus
2021 | CA-2021-165 | Village Greenll | Sonoma North Bay 34 33 $10,740,975 | $12,726,751 | $385,659
Lowden Lane
2021 | CA-2021-166 Senior Shasta NSSR 61 60 $29,504,188 | $34,958,880 | $582,648
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-169| MilesLane | Santa Cruz AMBAG 72 71 $51,214,881 | $60,683,415 | $854,696
2021 | CA-2021-170 Sa&;an‘;'?to Riverside WRCOG 66 65 $12,052,601 | $14,280,869 | $219,706
Cedar Street
2021 | CA-2021-171 Family Santa Cruz AMBAG 65 64 $30,211,579 | $35,797,053 | $559,329
Apartments
Sherwood
2021 | CA-2021-173 | Avenue Family Kern KCOG 81 80 $28,021,180 | $33,201,696 | $415,021
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-175 | 3272 Mendocino g | NorthBay | 38 | 37 | $24,015,084 | $28,454,959 | $769,053
Avenue Phase Il
2021 | CA-2021-176 Jofraer;a‘;"xns Los Angeles Metro 76 61 $46,742,700 | $55,384,424 | $907,941
CA Governor's Office of 3 8
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2021 | CA-2021-177 He”tgiif’hq“are Los Angeles Metro 70 69 $40,436,257 | $47,912,055 | $694,378
Saybrook
2021 | CA-2021-180 Sacramento|  SACOG 88 87 $30,280,185 | $35,878,343 | $412,395
Apartments
2021 | CA-2021-183|  \apacove Napa NorthBay | 66 | 65 | $36,445998 | $43,184,082 | $664,370
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-001 | Bellarmino Place | Santa Clara Santa Clara 116 115 $97,893,417 | $106,487,055 | $925,974
Paseo Adelanto
2022 | CA-2022-003 | 70120 S | Orange 0CCOG 50 49 $36,081,566 | $39,249,010 | $801,000
2022 | CA-2022-005| Bi'du Khaale Sonoma North Bay 25 24 $21,489,679 | $23,376,165 | $974,007
2022 | CA-2020-008 |  ocalante santa SBCAG 80 | 77 | $62,232,693 | $67,695,831 | $879,167
Meadows Barbara
2022 | CA-2022-008 | Citrus Gardens Fresno Fresno COG 30 29 $12,604,029 | $13,710,482 $472,775
2022 | CA-2020-010 | ONe!Beach | Sanluls g 5006 | 26 | 25 | $10,256,986 | $11,157,402 | $446,296
Senior Obispo
2022 | CA-2022-012| Coloma Woods | Sacramento SACOG 29 28 $15,211,741 $16,547,114 $590,968
2022 | CA-2022-014 | SMMeY Chisholm |- San Upper 35 | 34 | $33,884,568 | $36,859,147 | $1,084,093
Village Francisco Peninsula
Norwalk
2022 | CA-2022-017 Veterans Los Angeles Metro 60 59 $24,590,477 | $26,749,168 | $453,376
Housing
North 40 Market
2022 | CA-2022-020 Hall Senior Santa Clara Santa Clara 50 49 $45,715,722 $49,728,907 | $1,014,876
Housing
2022 | CA-2022-022| Los Arroyos | Tulare TCAG 54 53 $23,639,270 | $25,714,459 | $485,178
2022 | CA-2022-025 | Red Tail Crossing | Los Angeles Metro 102 | 100 | $63,250,360 | $68,802,835 | $688,028
2022 | CA-2022-028 | NOOINAVENUE || (o prgeles | Metro 71 70 | $36,058,171 | $39,223,561 | $560,337
Senior Housing
39




Total

Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
Year TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2022 | CA-2022-029 Ba“\;?l‘?:;ej”er Sonoma North Bay 59 58 $43,329,676 | $47,133,400 | $812,645
2022 | CA-2022-032 | Alvaradokent | o\ seles Metro 81 80 $43,198,000 | $46,990,165 | $587,377
Apartments
Greenbrier .
2022 | CA-2022-033 Villags San Diego SANDAG 60 59 $25,428,066 | $27,660,286 | $468,818
Park Villa .
2022 | CA-2022-034 San Diego SANDAG 38 37 $17,477,900 | $19,012,209 | $513,843
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-035 | Miramar Gold | Los Angeles Metro 94 93 $46,029,148 | $50,069,847 | $538,385
2022 | CA-2022-037 | NugentSauare | o ateo Upper 32 31 $22,004,064 | $23,935,705 | $772,120
Apartments Peninsula
2022 | CA-2022-038 ACOFr,[‘a\Z/:“ey Mendocino NSSR 71 70 $32,429,179 | $35,275,996 | $503,943
Kettner Crossing
2022 | CA-2022-040 | (aka Cedar& | San Diego SANDAG 64 63 $45,248,001 | $49,220,127 | $781,272
Kettner)
2022 | CA-2022-041 Heueg;cntseer”'ors San Diego SANDAG 70 69 $34,439,965 | $37,463,300 | $542,946
2022 | CA-2022-042 | 12Pte Mountain San. East Sierra 48 47 $21,818,517 | $23,733,870 | $504,976
Apartments Il Bernardino
2022 | CA-2022-043 | Emporia Place I Ber::rr:jmo East Sierra 50 49 $30,679,156 | $33,372,346 | $681,068
2022 | CA-2022-045 | 6th Street Grand | Los Angeles Metro 63 62 $43,589,571 | $47,416,110 | $764,776
2022 | CA-2022-047 | Orchard View Butte NSSR 48 47 $25,223,389 | $27,437,641 | $583,780
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-048 Vista Ventura VCOG 60 59 $43,815,900 | $47,662,308 | $807,836
Campanario
2022 | CA-2022-050 | Step Up on 99 Orange 0OCCOG 63 62 $36,215,432 | $39,394,628 | $635,397
CA Governor's Office of 40
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Development
Low Cost (TDC)
Regional Total Income (Original
TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2022 | CA-2022-051| Caglepointe Butte NSSR 43 42 $20,650,313 | $22,463,114 | $534,836
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-052 Bgogatf]"é?eae:d Sacramento|  SACOG 43 42 $24,768,254 | $26,942,552 | $641,489
2022 | CA-2022-053 | Orehard View 1) o i ngeles Metro 66 65 $26,092,683 | $28,383,246 | $436,665
Senior Gardens
WISEPlace
2022 | CA-2022-054| Fermanent Orange 0CCOG 48 47 $28,691,758 | $31,210,483 | $664,053
Supportive
Housing (PSH)
2022 | CA-2022-055 | NewmarkVillage | Fresno COG | 72 71 $28,444,074 | $30,941,056 | $435,790
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-056| 'osemite San Upper 32 31 $29,709,639 | $32,317,719 | $1,042,507
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
2022 | CA-2022-059 | ChapelAvenue | i seles Metro 44 43 $35,420,975 | $38,530,429 | $896,056
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-060 | Remington Villas |  Tulare TCAG 60 59 $28,545,379 | $31,051,254 | $526,292
2022 | CA-2022-061 Sa”tsiﬁzgsee”'or San Diego SANDAG 54 53 $24,499,268 | $26,649,952 | $502,829
2022 | CA-2022-064 P'peL?j;::”'or Fresno | FresnoCOG | 60 | 59 | $33,377,474 | $36,307,538 | $615,382
2022 | CA-2022-065| River Grove | Madera East CA 70 69 $32,262,776 | $35,094,985 | $508,623
2022 | CA-2022-066 | Guardian Village |  Fresno Fresno COG | 48 47 $22,090,379 | $24,029,598 | $511,268
2022 | CA-2022-067 Parkside Riverside WRCOG 37 36 $12,147,168 | $13,213,515 | $367,042
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-070 H”Sr:l';;g;o” Los Angeles Metro 48 47 | $32,424,958 | $35,271,404 | $750,455
2022 | CA-2022-071| Garden Estates |  Tulare TCAG 44 43 $9,239,702 | $10,050,815 | $233,740
CA Governor's Office of 4 1
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2022 | CA-2022-072 | '1/30Ramona | 4 seles Metro 39 38 $29,601,707 | $32,200,312 | $847,377
Boulevard
Avalon
2022 | CA-2022-073| Commons - Fresno Fresno COG | 60 59 $37,156,358 | $40,418,153 | $685,053
Phase |
LaJoya
2022 | CA-2022-074 Los Angeles Metro 68 67 $41,296,863 | $44,922,135 | $670,480
Commons
2022 | CA-2022-075| _>amare Sanbuls | gio0co6 | 57 | 56 | $25418,554 | $27,649,939 | $493,749
Commons I Obispo
2022 | CA-2020-076 | TS Verde | oo angeles|  Metro 32 | 31 $6,792,630 | $7,388,926 | $238,352
Apartments
Lincoln Street
2022 | CA-2022-077 Family Butte NSSR 61 60 $33,981,497 | $36,964,585 | $616,076
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-078 | Collier Avenue Lake NSSR 40 39 $21,301,167 | $23,171,104 | $594,131
2022 | CA-2022-079| COUWAMdSaAt | pieiside | WRCOG 32 | 32 | $16,277,012 | $17,705,900 | $553,309
Cottonwood Il
2022 | CA-2022-080 | Baden Station | San Mateo PeL:]‘i’::Jla 36 35 $28,611,040 | $31,122,679 | $889,219
2022 | CA-2022-081| Third Thyme | Los Angeles Metro 104 | 102 | $50,680,579 | $55,129,607 | $540,486
2022 |CA-2022-082|  ‘varado Contra East Bay 50 | 49 | $28,203,669 | $30,679,547 | $626,113
Gardens Costa
2022 | CA-2022-087 | Katella Terrace | Riverside WRCOG 74 73 $37,802,080 | $41,120,561 | $563,295
2022 | CA-2022-089 Estrella San Diego SANDAG 96 94 $50,907,291 | $55,376,221 | $589,109
2022 | CA-2022-090 Ba”\‘/?lrlgspark Los Angeles Metro 61 60 $33,750,565 | $36,713,381 | $611,890
River Walk .
2022 | CA-2022-091 ot San Diego SANDAG 79 78 $70,527,927 | $76,719,268 | $983,580
CA Governor's Office of 4 2




Total
Development
Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Regional

TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area TDC/Unit

County

TDC ($2026)

2022 | CA-2020-092 | ANdersonHotel | Sanluls | g 5005 | g5 | 66 | $50,755,121 | $55,210,693 | $836,526
Apartments Obispo

2022 | CA-2022-095 | Sunrise Villas | San Diego SANDAG 69 68 $36,475,896 | $39,677,957 | $583,499

2022 | CA-2022-096 | Cypress & 7th BSa?l:;?a SBCAG 15 | 14 | $10,732,980 | $11,675,182 | $833,942

2022 | CA-2022-097 Messina Los Angeles Metro 79 78 $41,119,294 | $44,728,978 $573,448

2022 | CA-2022-425 | 2350 S. Bascom | Santa Clara | SantaClara | 123 | 122 | $91,351,816 | $99,371,196 | $814,518

Osgood
2022 | CA-2022-426 |  Apartments Alameda East Bay 100 99 $65,707,909 | $71,476,121 | $721,981
South

River Oaks

2022 | CA-2022-427 Family Yuba SACOG 48 47 $26,478,114 | $28,802,513 | $612,819
Apartments

2022 | CA-2022-42g | SmokeTree Kern KCOG 36 35 $17,093,807 | $18,594,398 | $531,269
Apartments

2022 | CA-2022-431 The Lyla Sacramento|  SACOG 294 | 291 | $110,595,624 | $120,304,334 | $413,417

2022 | CA-2020-432|  V"eCTEEK | pierside WRCOG 60 | 59 | $33,356,683 | $36,284,921 | $614,999
Apartments

2022 | CA-2022-433 Vitalia Riverside CVAG 269 | 266 | $85,127,533 | $92,600,510 | $348,122
Apartments

Rancho Sierra

2022 | CA-2022-438 Senior Ventura VCOG 50 49 $35,707,216 | $38,841,798 | $792,690
Apartments

2022 | CA-2022-439| MarjaAcres | San Diego SANDAG 47 46 $18,769,318 | $20,416,995 | $443,848

2022 | CA-2022-442 | Poppy Grove Il | Sacramento|  SACOG 82 81 $41,792,842 | $45,461,654 | $561,255

2022 | CA-2022-444| AVIAAEASL g bieso | SANDAG 70 | 69 | $31,990,786 | $34,799,118 | $504,335
Apartments
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. Contra
2022 | CA-2022-445| Nevin Plaza | ot East Bay 140 | 138 | $81,178,423 | $88,304,725 | $639,889
Miramar
2022 | CA-2022-447 Los Angeles Metro 137 | 136 | $69,391,418 | $75,482,989 | $555,022
Development
2022 | CA-2022-449 | Vendra Gardens | Ventura VCOG 200 | 198 | $121,352,377 | $132,005,376 | $666,694
2022 | CA-2022-451 | 2400 Willow Pass %‘(’;:tf East Bay 181 | 179 | $109,702,201 | $119,332,481 | $666,662
Morgan Hill
2022 | CA-2022-453 . " |santaClara| SantaClara | 82 81 $50,006,745 | $54,396,620 | $671,563
Senior Housing
Cortez Hill .
2022 | CA-2022-456 San Diego SANDAG 88 87 $40,047,939 | $43,563,574 | $500,731
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-458| 2 Vista Alameda EastBay | 176 | 174 | $95,182,214 | $103,537,848 | $595,045
Residential
2022 | CA-2022-460 MaCArtgurF'eld Los Angeles|  Metro 75 | 74 | $43,960,549 | $47,819,655 | $646,212
2022 | CA-2022-461| 8181 Allison | San Diego SANDAG 147 | 146 | $61,588,651 | $66,995,251 | $458,872
2022 | CA-2020-462 | MAineNoMth | g o Clara | SantaClara | 151 | 150 | $72,194,393 | $78,532,025 | $523,547
Apartments
Fiddyment
2022 | CA-2022-463 Placer SACOG 330 | 326 | $119,364,334 | $129,842,811 | $398,291
Apartments
The Meadows
2022 | CA-2022-464 Seniors Orange 0CCOG 65 64 $28,039,668 | $30,501,149 | $476,580
Apartments
West Los
Angeles VA
2022 | CA-2022-465 *" | Los Angeles Metro 120 | 118 | $64,261,551 | $69,902,794 | $592,397
Campus Building
402
2022 | CA-2022-466 | West Carson Los Angeles Metro 230 228 $112,413,628 | $122,281,933 | $536,324
44
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2022 | CA-2022-467| VESLLAVA- 1) oo Angeles Metro 73 72 $46,666,725 | $50,763,394 | $705,047
Building 404
Somis Ranch
Farmworker
2022 | CA-2022-470 Housing Ventura VCOG 160 | 158 | $75,710,667 | $82,356,978 | $521,247
Community -
Phase |
2022 | CA-2022-472 | Anton Power Inn | Sacramento SACOG 194 192 $67,776,784 | $73,726,614 $383,993
2022 | CA-2022-475 Serra Alameda East Bay 179 | 177 | $89,508,258 | $97,365,800 | $550,089
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-477| LunaVista | Los Angeles Metro 73 71 $46,391,459 | $50,463,964 | $710,760
2022 | CA-2022-479| Alvesltane Contra EastBay | 100 | 99 | $58,441,783 | $63,572,134 | $642,143
Apartments Costa
Beth Asher
2022 | CA-2022-480 Senior Alameda East Bay 49 48 $33,920,344 | $36,898,064 | $768,710
Apartments
515 Pioneer
2022 | CA-2022-481 Al Los Angeles Metro 340 | 337 | $149,480,811 | $162,603,083 | $482,502
2022 | CA-2022-4g2 | Harvard Adams | ) seles Metro 48 47 $25,839,480 | $28,107,816 | $598,039
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-484 | SAANSCOUM | b0 | FresnoCOG | 120 | 119 | $33,838,299 | $36,808,816 | $309,318
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-485 | Shiloh Crossing Sonoma North Bay 173 171 $79,371,994 | $86,339,717 $504,911
2022 | CA-2020-486 | C2UTOTMaManor | Sanluls | g 6005 | 76 | 75 | $23,030,623 | $25,052,381 | $334,032
Il Apartments Obispo
2022 | CA-2022-489|  VillaVerde | Los Angeles Metro 34 33 $18,835,861 | $20,489,380 | $620,890
2022 | CA-2020-494 | SCrAldFord gy side CVAG 150 | 149 | $57,588,381 | $62,643,815 | $420,428
Apartments
CA Governor's Office of 4 5
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Year TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
Monamos
2022 | CA-2022-495 Terrace Riverside WRCOG 139 | 138 | $62,478,773 | $67,963,513 | $492,489
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-496 Albggﬁ;irg"'ly Alameda East Bay 62 61 $61,804,396 | $67,229,936 | $1,102,130
2022 | CA-2022-498 Vista Terrace Los Angeles Metro 102 101 $68,611,246 $74,634,330 $738,954
2022 | CA-2022-504| -@Avenida o iaClara| SantaClara | 100 98 $63,630,458 | $69,216,300 | $706,289
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-505 M'raleglC\k/'gage Sacramento|  SACOG 116 | 115 | $62,125,034 | $67,578,721 | $587,641
2022 | CA-2022-507 | Havden Parkway | o o SACOG 94 93 $38,569,707 | $41,955,574 | $451,135
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-508 | Sitvey Villas at Solano North Bay 72 71 $26,723,694 | $29,069,651 | $409,432
Homestead
2022 | CA-2022-510| 710 Broadway | Los Angeles Metro 57 57 $29,834,861 | $32,453,934 | $569,367
2022 | CA-2022-512 | Northview Pointe | Sacramento SACOG 67 66 $33,279,369 | $36,200,820 $548,497
2022 | CA-2022-513| River City Trio | Sacramento SACOG 56 53 $16,608,194 | $18,066,155 | $340,871
2022 | CA-2022-516|  The Aspire Riverside WRCOG 33 32 $22,369,023 | $24,332,702 | $760,397
2022 | CA-2022-517 Reé’::zi”rzyl 8t | Los Angeles Metro 148 | 145 | $119,073,007 | $129,525,910 | $893,282
2022 | CA-2022-518 | QCK Apartments | Los Angeles Metro 36 35 $27,229,520 | $29,619,881 $846,282
2022 | CA-2022-536 7770\/: ‘:lztssa” SantaClara| SantaClara | 154 | 153 | $136,203,207 | $148,159,896 | $968,365
Twentynine San
2022 | CA-2022-537 Palms . East Sierra 48 47 $9,884,448 | $10,752,161 | $228,769
Bernardino
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-539 | Drake Avenue Marin North Bay 74 73 $56,822,593 | $61,810,802 | $846,723
Apartments
Loand Use and 46
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Hunters Point San Unbper
2022 | CA-2022-540 | Shipyard Block . PP 112 | 112 | $118,892,041 | $129,329,057 | $1,154,724
Francisco Peninsula
52 and 54
2022 | CA-2022-548 | Western Landing | Los Angeles Metro 81 80 $47,981,184 | $52,193,244 | $652,416
2022 | CA-2022-549 | Ralston Tower Stanislaus StanCOG 178 177 $53,866,089 | $58,594,759 $331,044
2022 | CA-2022-550 ngar;ae”n‘ia Imperial ICTC 96 95 $33,351,832 | $36,279,644 | $381,891
2022 | CA-2022-552 Ta;‘\qf'fzrr' ds;;‘lt:” Santa Clara | SantaClara | 135 | 134 | $127,135,246 | $138,295,898 | $1,032,059
Cartwright
2022 | CA-2022-553 Family Orange 0CCOG 60 59 $41,825,683 | $45,497,378 | $771,142
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-556| Marple Manor Stanislaus StanCOG 146 145 $44,867,942 | $48,806,704 $336,598
Tres Lagos
2022 | CA-2022-557 |  Apartments Riverside WRCOG 89 88 $53,208,433 | $57,879,370 | $657,720
Phase |
2022 | CA-2022-559 | 5256 Naranja | San Diego SANDAG 138 | 137 | $50,234,684 | $54,644,569 | $398,865
2022 | CA-2022-561 Modica San Diego SANDAG 94 93 $55,974,152 | $60,887,880 | $654,708
2022 | CA-2022-562 Taormina San Diego SANDAG 136 | 135 | $81,690,221 | $88,861,451 | $658,233
2022 | CA-2022-566| ElCamino Real | San Mateo Peli]?::ljla 134 | 133 | $75,097,731 | $81,690,235 | $614,212
2022 | CA-2022-568 Junipers San Diego SANDAG 81 80 $28,086,099 | $30,551,655 | $381,896
2022 | CA-2022-569 | 0080 Gateway | Contra East Bay 50 | 49 | $29,704,966 | $32,312,636 | $659,442
Apartments Costa
2022 | CA-2022-571| PennettValey g, oma | NorthBay | 62 | 61 | $46,162,486 | $50,214,890 | $823,195
Apartments
Ambrosia
2022 | CA-2022-573 Los Angeles Metro 90 89 $56,106,019 | $61,031,323 | $685,745
Apartments
CA Governor's Office of 4 -Z
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2022 | CA-2022-574| 730 Stanyan San Upper 160 | 159 | $155,217,860 | $168,843,762 | $1,061,910
Francisco Peninsula
Lakeland
2022 | CA-2022-575 Los Angeles Metro 102 101 $59,863,366 $65,118,511 $644,738
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-578 | oL Village santa SBCAG 49 | 48 | $32,027,290 | $34,838,827 | $725,809
Apartments Barbara
2022 | CA-2022-587 Confianza Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $41,675,636 | $45,334,159 | $719,590
2022 | CA-2022-589 | '°" & P °%%°™ | Santa Clara | SantaClara | 271 | 267 | $159,517,385 | $173,520,724 | $649,890
Hunters Point San Ubper
2022 | CA-2022-590| Shipyard Block . PP 73 72 $68,883,893 | $74,930,911 | $1,040,707
56 Francisco Peninsula
Contra
2022 | CA-2022-591| 811 San Pablo Costa East Bay 33 32 $29,450,822 $32,036,182 | $1,001,131
2022 | CA-2022-592| |rosperaat Solano NorthBay | 108 | 107 | $35,400,952 | $38,508,648 | $359,894
Homestead
2022 | CA-2022-593 Tripoli Riverside CVAG 108 107 $60,228,832 $65,516,060 $612,300
2022 | CA-2022-594|  ubyStreet Alameda East Bay 72 71 $59,629,492 | $64,864,107 | $913,579
Apartments
Murrieta
2022 | CA-2022-597 Apartments Riverside WRCOG 119 118 $62,348,965 | $67,822,310 | $574,765
Phase |
2022 | CA-2022-598 | Alosta Gardens | Los Angeles Metro 61 60 $62,462,720 | $67,946,051 | $1,132,434
Vintage at
2022 | CA-2022-600 Lockwood Ventura VCOG 341 337 $119,200,413 | $129,664,500 | $384,761
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-601| Adelante Vista Kern KCOG 142 139 $44,645,272 $48,564,487 $349,385
2022 | CA-2022-603 | 2111 Firestone | Los Angeles Metro 85 83 $41,983,286 $45,668,817 $550,227
48
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2022 | CA-2022-606 | " TO8 Los Angeles Metro 119 | 106 | $96,649,713 | $105,134,172 | $991,832
2022 | CA-2022-608| OnBroadway fo . omento|  SACOG 140 | 138 | $89,647,297 | $97,517,044 | $706,645
Apartments
2022 | CA-2022-615| -2 BrUChene e ial IcTC 96 | 95 | $35449,287 | $38,561,226 | $405,908
Apartments
2022 |CA-2022-616| Delano RAD Kern KCOG 112 | 106 | $33,564,532 | $36,511,017 | $344,444
2022 | CA-2022-617 F”e”:z:'g:ge”'or Alameda East Bay 50 49 $45,973,060 | $50,008,835 | $1,020,588
Alum Rock
2022 | CA-2022-618 Multifamily Santa Clara | Santa Clara 60 59 $58,012,583 | $63,105,256 | $1,069,581
2022 | CA-2022-624 | SUNNydale HOPE San Upper 80 79 $85,469,097 | $92,972,058 | $1,176,861
SF Block 3A Francisco Peninsula
West LA VA-
2022 | CA-2022-625 | Building 156 & | Los Angeles Metro 112 | 110 | $80,682,811 | $87,765,605 | $797,869
157
2022 | CA-2022-626 | Sunnyview Villa | Riverside CVAG 44 43 $20,207,082 | $21,980,974 | $511,185
2022 | CA-2022-627| unters View san Upper 118 | 117 | $133,030,881 | $144,709,085 | $1,236,830
Phase 3 Francisco Peninsula
2022 | CA-2022-628| Casa Aliento Ventura VCOG 70 69 $41,686,916 | $45,346,429 | $657,195
2022 | CA-2022-630| Rancho Colus Colusa NSSR 49 48 $21,460,000 $23,343,880 $486,331
2022 | CA-2022-631| CentralCityll | Sacramento SACOG 183 | 179 | $80,269,569 | $87,316,086 | $487,799
2022 | CA-2022-633 The Charles Santa Clara Santa Clara 99 97 $86,980,914 $94,616,591 $975,429
2022 | CA-2022-636 Jorssgszcé";’”s Los Angeles Metro 9 | 76 | $75,670,483 | $82,313,266 | $1,083,069
2023 | CA-2023-001 | 1St StreetNOMth | s veles | Metro 67 | 66 | $52,762,460 | $53,857,997 | $816,030
B Apartments
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2023 | CA-2023-002| Farkeenter o oaquin SICOG 51 50 $29,909,847 | $30,530,882 | $610,618
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-003 Nortggﬁ‘rs'”g Alameda East Bay 45 44 $41,023,374 | $41,875,165 | $951,708
Watts Arms |l
2023 | CA-2023-004 Los Angeles Metro 40 39 $21,736,028 | $22,187,345 | $568,906
Apartments
Lexington
2023 | CA-2023-005 o Los Angeles Metro 48 47 $39,396,348 | $40,214,357 | $855,625
2023 | CA-2023-006 | MartelEAH | Los Angeles Metro 50 49 $43,525,629 | $44,429,376 | $906,722
2023 | CA-2023-007 | Alvarado Park | Santa Clara | SantaClara | 90 89 $69,331,902 | $70,771,479 | $795,185
2023 | CA-2023-009| Casas DelRio | Orange OCCOG 40 39 $18,591,998 | $18,978,034 | $486,616
2023 | CA-2023-013 | Yurok Homes #4 | Del Norte NSSR 24 23 $18,949,100 | $19,342,551 | $840,980
2023 | CA-2023-016 | _ onastaLake Shasta NSSR 49 48 $39,684,771 | $40,508,768 | $843,933
Redevelopment
Cypress Lane
2023 | CA-2023-017 Family Butte NSSR 70 69 $40,100,746 | $40,933,380 | $593,237
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-020 | Larkin Place | Los Angeles Metro 33 32 $23,269,386 | $23,752,541 | $742,267
2023 | CA-2023-025 Sere;:rze °" | sanDiego | SANDAG 65 | 64 | $39,561,890 | $40,383,336 | $630,990
2023 | CA-2023-026 | Orchard Grove Orange OCCOG 78 77 $47,391,977 $48,376,003 $628,260
2023 | CA-2023-030 | Cleaver&Clark | Sanluls | g 5005 | 53 | 52 | $40,971,733 | $41,820,452 | $804,278
Commons Obispo
Wheatland
2023 | CA-2023-046 Senior Yuba SACOG 32 31 $16,018,047 | $16,350,639 | $527,440
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-047 | NOrthview Senior| 0\ o NSSR 31 30 $13,286,237 | $13,562,107 | $452,070
Apartments
Lond Use and 50

)

Climate Innovation




Year

TCAC #

Project Name

County

Regional
Pricing Area

Total Income

Units

Low

Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

CA Governor's Office of
ﬂ‘t Land Use and
)

Climate Innovation

2023 | CA-2023-049| North Harbor Orange OCCOG 89 87 $61,851,210 | $63,135,461 $725,695
2052 Lake
2023 | CA-2023-054 Avenue Los Angeles Metro 58 57 $38,452,770 | $39,251,186 | $688,617
Apartments
Bridge Street San Luis
2023 | CA-2023-055 Family Obisos SLOCOG 31 30 $25,001,889 | $25,521,017 | $850,701
Apartments P
Orcutt Road San Luis
2023 | CA-2023-056 | Apartments (aka | """ SLOCOG 40 39 $19,706,740 | $20,115,922 | $515,793
Maxine Lewis) P
2023 | CA-2023-057 | LomaVerde | Los Angeles Metro 19 18 $14,804,978 | $15,112,382 | $839,577
2023 | CA-2023-063 LAAC Los Angeles Metro 73 73 $44,737,740 | $45,666,655 | $625,571
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-064 | h1anehester 1 o angeles Metro 42 | 41 | $24,480,600 | $24,988,904 | $609,485
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-070|  FOSTOWM 1) oo Angeles|  Metro 48 | 47 | $34,914,648 | $35639,600 | $758,289
Apartments
Mitchell Park
2023 | CA-2023-071 Place Santa Clara | Santa Clara 50 49 $59,831,816 | $61,074,138 | $1,246,411
2023 | CA-2023-076 | Cherry Crossing | Fresno Fresno COG 72 71 $34,886,204 | $35,610,566 $501,557
2023 | CA-2023-079 | CanogaPark o angeles Metro 14 14 $11,319,520 | $11,554,554 | $825,325
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-080 | Westwood Manor|  Tulare TCAG 40 39 $10,761,159 | $10,984,599 | $281,656
2023 | CA-2023-083| oo Trangle Butte NSSR 70 69 $39,323,685 | $40,140,185 | $581,742
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-084 | Tierrasanta Villas| Merced MCAG 80 79 $49,821,931 | $50,856,412 | $643,752
51
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Pleasant Grove
2023 | CA-2023-085 |  Apartments Placer SACOG 49 | 48 | $32,676,232 | $33,354,707 | $694,890
Phase |
2023 | CA-2023-092 | CEMALAVENUE || (o prseles|  Metro 59 | 58 | $53,359,224 | $54,467,152 | $939,089
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-093 | Pointe Common Orange OCCOG 65 64 $51,057,350 | $52,117,482 $814,336
2023 | CA-2023-094 | Cuctd Villas Imperial ICTC 42 41 $14,851,825 | $15,160,202 | $369,761
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-098 | Harbor Point | Del Norte NSSR 27 | 26 | $17,837,667 | $18,208,041 | $700,309
2023 | CA-2023-103 W'llg‘éve(;[g;’?)(fka Fresno | FresnoCOG | 80 | 79 | $36,447,847 | $37,204,634 | $470,945
2023 | CA-2023-104 Logf‘;ilécr’w Alameda East Bay 77 | 76 | $87,141,814 | $88,951,188 | $1,170,410
2023 | CA-2023-108 V'ﬁi::gzna SanDiego | SANDAG 63 | 62 | $50,821,197 | $51,876,426 | $836,717
2023 | CA-2023-117|  HB Oasis Orange OCCOG 63 | 62 | $38,832,402 | $39,638,701 | $639,334
Baldwin Park
2023 | CA-2023-118 |  Affordable | Los Angeles Metro 51 50 | $47,232,405 | $48,213,118 | $964,262
Housing
2023 | CA-2023-119| VilageSenior | Santa SBCAG 50 | 49 | $35,649,289 | $36,389,495 | $742,643
Apartments Barbara
Mulberry
2023 | CA-2023-121| Gardens Senior | Riverside WRCOG 59 58 $37,867,644 | $38,653,911 $666,447
Apartments
CRCD
2023 | CA-2023-123|  Normandie | Los Angeles Metro 57 | 56 | $33,287,045 | $33,978,203 | $606,754
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-126 | Rancho Colegio |  Tulare TCAG 80 | 79 | $36,063,208 | $36,812,009 | $465,975
CA Governor's Office of 5 2
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Corinthian
2023 | CA-2023-127 House Santa Clara | Santa Clara 102 100 $38,275,587 | $39,070,325 | $390,703
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-132| DrawleySenior | ol IcTC 32 | 31 | $14,612,024 | $14,915422 | $481,143
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-135 | Northwind Seniorf g o NSSR 21 20 $9,132,643 | $9,322,269 | $466,113
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-139 The Carlton Los Angeles Metro 60 59 $51,604,921 $52,676,423 $892,821
2023 | CA-2023-140 Sunnyside Los Angeles Metro 27 26 $19,439,945 | $19,843,588 | $763,215
2023 | CA-2023-142 Pal;‘:r:;ark Los Angeles Metro 12 12 $8,504,611 | $8,681,197 | $723,433
The Steps on St.
2023 | CA-2023-143 Andrews Los Angeles Metro 20 19 $16,767,499 $17,115,652 $900,824
Olive Tree Senior
2023 | CA-2023-145 Citizen Yuba SACOG 44 43 $10,133,330 $10,343,734 $240,552
Apartments Il
La Sabila (fka
2023 | CA-2023-147 Santa Fe San Diego SANDAG 85 84 $45,584,382 $46,530,876 $553,939
Apartments)
Miraluz (f/k/a .
2023 | CA-2023-148 Imperial ICTC 64 63 $30,912,715 $31,554,573 $500,866
Heber Meadows)
Beaumont 3 . .
2023 | CA-2023-149 (1343 E. 8th St) Riverside WRCOG 48 47 $29,521,583 $30,134,556 $641,161
2023 | CA-2023-151|  ELPorado San Upper 62 62 | $30,273,597 | $30,902,185 | $498,422
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
Heber Del Sol
2023 | CA-2023-417 Family Imperial ICTC 48 47 $22,572,813 $23,041,505 $490,245
Apartments
CA Governor's Office of 5 3
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Cussick
2023 | CA-2023-421 Butte NSSR 75 74 $40,170,277 | $41,004,355 $554,113
Apartments
Heywood
2023 | CA-2023-423 Gardens Ventura VCOG 75 74 $29,586,985 | $30,201,316 $408,126
Oleander
2023 | CA-2023-424 Community Butte NSSR 38 37 $16,104,793 | $16,439,186 $444,302
Housing
80 Saratoga
2023 | CA-2023-430 Avenue Santa Clara | Santa Clara 200 198 $148,568,639 | $151,653,453 | $765,927
Apartments
Colibri
2023 | CA-2023-434 | Commons (fka | o \ateo Upper 136 | 135 | $140,549,066 | $143,467,365 | $1,062,721
965 Weeks Peninsula
Street)
Valhalla
2023 | CA-2023-436 Del Norte NSSR 45 44 $12,490,177 | $12,749,518 $289,762
Townhomes
Dry Creek
2023 | CA-2023-440 Crossing Santa Clara | Santa Clara 64 63 $63,747,444 | $65,071,068 | $1,032,874
2023 | CA-2023-442 | Warner Center| | Los Angeles Metro 173 171 $100,535,242 | $102,622,712 | $600,133
2023 | CA-2023-445 | "anchoBemardol oo hieao | SANDAG | 100 | 99 | $100,535,242 | $102,622,712 | $1,036,593
Transit Village
2023 | CA-2023-446| The Pardes1 |Sacramento SACOG 96 95 $54,537,923 | $55,670,325 | $586,003
Eucalyptus Ubber
2023 | CA-2023-450 Grove San Mateo PP 69 68 $73,829,434 | $75,362,396 | $1,108,271
Peninsula
Apartments
West LA VA -
2023 | CA-2023-451 | MacArthur Field | Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $48,524,783 | $49,532,330 $669,356
B
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Regional Total Income (Original

TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit

2023 | CA-2023-455 | VESLLAVA- 1) oo Angeles Metro 49 48 $48,602,254 | $49,611,410 | $1,033,571
Building 158

2023 | CA-2023-459 Del:;:;i;'ly San Diego SANDAG 171 | 169 | $85,940,920 | $87,725,360 | $519,085

2023 | CA-2023-460 | Maison's Heights | Los Angeles Metro 132 | 131 $49,464,988 | $50,492,057 | $385,436

2023 | CA-2023-462 | The Arlington Los Angeles Metro 84 83 $66,404,824 $67,783,625 $816,670
Harrington

2023 | CA-2023-463 | Heights (fka 13th | San Diego SANDAG 273 | 270 | $139,500,530 | $142,397,058 | $527,397
& Broadway)

2023 | CA-2023-464 | DOWMMOWNRIVEr | g oma | NorthBay | 87 | 86 | $50,490,798 | $51,539,167 | $599,293
Apartments
Vista Lane

2023 | CA-2023-466 |  Affordable San Diego SANDAG 100 99 $44,463,879 | $45,387,108 | $458,456
Apartments

Woodlake Family

2023 | CA-2023-472 Los Angeles Metro 100 99 $74,729,600 | $76,281,253 | $770,518
Apartments

2023 | CA-2023-476 | 1OSSINES AL | gy icide CVAG 176 | 174 | $106,016,565 | $108,217,847 | $621,942
Palm Desert

2023 | CA-2023-482 21300 Los Angeles Metro 100 99 $56,329,094 | $57,498,687 | $580,795
Devonshire

2023 | CA-2023-484|  CNMVIEW 1) oo Angeles|  Metro 100 | 99 | $81,808,830 | $83,507,473 | $843,510
Apartments

2023 | CA-2023-485 | Iris at San Ysidro | San Diego SANDAG 100 99 $67,893,282 | $69,302,988 | $700,030
Tres Lagos

2023 | CA-2023-487| Apartments Riverside WRCOG 88 87 $51,405,579 | $52,472,942 | $603,137
Phase Il

2023 | CA-2023-48g | Be\MONtFamily | o \ateo Upper 125 | 124 | $130,067,043 | $132,767,698 | $1,070,707

Apartments Peninsula
55
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Year TCAC # Project Name County Pricing Area Units Units Cost) TDC ($2026) | TDC/Unit
2023 | CA-2023-489 2198'52;5th Yolo SACOG 18 17 $11,613,342 | $11,854,477 | $697,322
2023 | CA-2023-490 |  Parkmoor | Santa Clara | SantaClara | 81 79 $78,229,182 | $79,853,499 | $1,010,804
2023 | CA-2023-491 | St. Anton Ascent | Sacramento|  SACOG 120 | 119 | $45,324,919 | $46,266,026 | $388,790
2023 | CA-2023-497 | Buellton Garden | Santa SBCAG 89 | 88 | $61,889,914 | $63,174,969 | $717,897
Apartments Barbara
San Martin de
2023 | CA-2023-499 Porres San Diego SANDAG 116 | 115 | $40,804,866 | $41,652,120 | $362,192
Apartments
Rehab
Metro @
2023 | CA-2023-500 e Los Angeles Metro 160 | 158 | $95,593,407 | $97,578,266 | $617,584
2023 | CA-2023-517 | SVeNSCreek | o Clara| SantaClara | 173 | 171 | $119,084,744 | $121,557,368 | $710,862
Promenade
2023 | CA-2023-518 | DatteryPoint o Norte NSSR 162 | 160 | $78,024,592 | $79,644,660 | $497,779
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-521 | Demaree Street | g, o TCAG 222 | 220 | $74,543,900 | $76,091,697 | $345,871
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-522 | |heGardensat | g oo SACOG 189 | 187 | $65,674,554 | $67,038,192 | $358,493
Bella Breeze
2023 | CA-2023-525| Clark Terrace Riverside WRCOG 80 79 $38,944,045 | $39,752,662 $503,198
Creekview
2023 | CA-2023-526 | o o M | Placer SACOG 284 | 281 | $122,456,888 | $124,999,529 | $444,838
2023 | CA-2023-527 | East 12th Street | Alameda East Bay 91 90 | $100,303,924 | $102,386,591 | $1,137,629
2023 | CA-2023-528|  The Orion Orange 0CCOG 166 | 164 | $59,097,552 | $60,324,628 | $367,833
2023 | CA-2023-531| CasaNueva | San Diego SANDAG 52 51 $25,753,636 | $26,288,373 | $515,458
2023 | CA-2023-532 | The Bluffs at 44th | Santa Cruz AMBAG 36 35 $38,212,230 | $39,005,652 | $1,114,447
CA Governor's Office of 5 6
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Montecito
2023 | CA-2023-534 Multifamily Santa Clara | Santa Clara 85 84 $92,645,172 | $94,568,816 | $1,125,819
2023 | CA-2023-537 | 1612 Apartments | Stanislaus StanCOG 144 143 $38,754,192 $39,558,867 $276,635
2023 | CA-2023-538 | Horton House San Diego SANDAG 153 150 $120,505,002 | $123,007,115 | $820,047
2023 | CA-2023-541| Maison's Sierra | Los Angeles Metro 196 195 $72,409,545 | $73,913,025 $379,041
North Housing
2023 | CA-2023-542 Senior Alameda East Bay 64 63 $49,704,921 $50,736,973 $805,349
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-543| Devonwood Merced MCAG 156 | 154 | $74,729,819 | $76,281,476 | $495,334
Apartments
Pacific Station
2023 | CA-2023-544 North Santa Cruz AMBAG 128 126 $116,853,896 | $119,280,199 | $946,668
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-545| View atJulian | Santa Clara | Santa Clara 300 296 $149,359,910 | $152,461,154 | $515,071
2023 | CA-2023-548 | "endaN FAMIY | o, 10 Glara | SantaClara | 233 | 231 | $183,229,358 | $187,033,852 | $809,670
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-550 1172:;‘:0@ Santa Clara Santa Clara 176 174 $165,973,650 | $169,419,854 | $973,677
Vintage at Santa
2023 | CA-2023-551 . SBCAG 236 234 $97,613,041 $99,639,835 $425,811
Vizcaya Barbara
South River .
2023 | CA-2023-554 Village San Diego SANDAG 43 42 $21,958,538 $22,414,475 $533,678
2023 | CA-2023-556 Union Tower San Diego SANDAG 94 93 $74,504,938 $76,051,926 $817,763
2023 | CA-2023-558 Vat;i‘l’azzde Los Angeles Metro 180 | 178 | $73,979,157 | $75,515,228 | $424,243
2023 | CA-2023-560 | 1400 Long Beach | Los Angeles Metro 163 161 $82,969,648 $84,692,393 $526,040
Cuatro at City .
2023 | CA-2023-563 Heights (Site 1) San Diego SANDAG 117 115 $95,208,256 $97,185,119 $845,088
57

CA Governor's Office of
ﬂ‘t Land Use and
)

Climate Innovation




Year

TCAC #

Project Name

County

Regional
Pricing Area

Total Income

Units

Low

Units

Total

Development

Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

TDC ($2026)

TDC/Unit

CA Governor's Office of
ﬂ‘t Land Use and
)

Climate Innovation

2023 | CA-2023-564 | rStStreetNorth | o eles Metro 181 | 179 | $93,128,312 | $95,061,988 | $531,073
A Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-566 | _ SHAVeNUe | o Diego SANDAG 80 79 $43,823,452 | $44,733,383 | $566,245
Family Housing
2023 | CA-2023-567 | TansPay Block2 San Upper 151 | 150 | $127,899,058 | $130,554,698 | $870,365
West Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-568 T'me(fJ;s;'or Alameda East Bay 79 78 $75,890,691 | $77,466,452 | $993,160
2023 | CA-2023-573 3050 Alameda East Bay 76 75 $83,283,560 | $85,012,823 | $1,133,504
International
2023 | CA-2023-574| Maganda Park Kern KCOG 20 20 $10,132,199 | $10,342,580 | $517,129
2023 | CA-2023-575 | Milagro del Valle Kern KCOG 46 46 $19,174,036 | $19,572,157 | $425,482
2023 | CA-2023-593 | Monterey Park | o hseles Metro 114 | 113 | $50,481,623 | $51,529,801 | $456,016
Senior Village
2023 | CA-2023-594 | Vi8I LightSenior | o North Bay 49 48 $28,596,350 | $29,190,112 | $608,127
Apartments
Gibson Drive
2023 | CA-2023-595 |  Apartments Placer SACOG 261 | 258 | $113,628,000 | $115,987,322 | $449,563
Phase |
Gibson Drive
2023 | CA-2023-596 |  Apartments Placer SACOG 95 94 $38,910,000 | $39,717,910 | $422,531
Phase Il
2023 | CA-2023-597 | CemOPueblo 1o hieso SANDAG 46 45 $19,599,606 | $20,006,564 | $444,590
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-600 | VS VETSWLAVAL o ngeles Metro 38 37 $33,128,970 | $33,816,845 | $913,969
Building 210
Del Nido
2023 | CA-2023-601 Sonoma NorthBay | 206 | 204 | $74,468,171 | $76,014,396 | $372,620
Apartments
58
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2023 | CA-2023-602 | AlexanderValley | o s North Bay 75 74 $39,384,694 | $40,202,461 | $543,276
Apartments
Mayfair Contra
2023 | CA-2023-603 | . 2 o East Bay 69 68 $68,879,547 | $70,309,732 | $1,033,967
2023 | CA-2023-605 The Sawyer Mono East Sierra 81 80 $56,806,871 $57,986,384 $724,830
2023 | CA-2023-606 | " Parzczl Phase | Mono East Sierra 76 75 $46,098,377 | $47,055,544 | $627,407
Martha Gardens
2023 | CA-2023-608 SantaClara| SantaClara | 166 | 164 | $95,860,019 | $97,850,414 | $596,649
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-609 | "OMereYRoad g o Clara | SantaClara | 240 | 237 | $119,167,043 | $121,641,375 | $513,255
Apartments
2880 Alum Rock
2023 | CA-2023-610 Avenue Santa Clara | Santa Clara 164 162 $98,595,737 | $100,642,936 | $621,253
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-611 Villa Del Sol Santa Clara Santa Clara 194 192 $113,666,544 | $116,026,666 $604,306
West Harbor Park
2023 | CA-2023-612|  Affordable Solano North Bay 25 24 $7,426,790 | $7,580,997 | $315,875
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-613 Conirjﬁzts'onal San Diego SANDAG 56 55 $39,089,985 | $39,901,632 | $725,484
2023 | CA-2023-614 | |neCourtyards |, da East Bay 140 | 139 | $80,604,753 | $82,278,395 | $591,931
on International
2023 | CA-2023-615 H“T:P?;Z‘::aa”d Napa NorthBay | 104 | 102 | $34,230,522 | $34,941,270 | $342,561
2023 | CA-2023-616 Ce”g;lc'\;'etro Los Angeles|  Metro 55 | 54 | $34,041,482 | $34,748,304 | $643,487
Vintage at
2023 | CA-2023-618 o Sacramento|  SACOG 136 | 135 | $42,459,001 | $43,340,601 | $321,041
Lond Use and 59
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2023 | CA-2023-619 Siskiyou NSSR 46 45 $11,623,506 | $11,864,851 | $263,663
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-620 | 440 Arden Way | Sacramento|  SACOG 124 | 122 | $88,231,903 | $90,063,912 | $738,229
2023 | CA-2023-622 | JeXIngtonGreen | ¢ hieso SANDAG 144 | 143 | $80,158,902 | $81,823,286 | $572,191
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-623| The Ashbury CCC::tf East Bay 183 | 181 | $116,149,795 | $118,561,479 | $655,036
2023 | CA-2023-624| 2550 Irving San Upper 90 89 | $106,155,559 | $108,359,727 | $1,217,525
Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-625 | Avalon Courtyard | Los Angeles Metro 92 91 $26,951,299 | $27,510,904 | $302,318
2023 | CA-2023-626|  ldge View Alameda East Bay 200 | 198 | $82,044,447 | $83,747,982 | $422,970
Commons
2023 | CA-2023-627 | CreenHotel 1 oo angeles Metro 139 | 138 | $101,311,285 | $103,414,868 | $749,383
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-628 | Bandar Salaam | San Diego SANDAG 68 67 $25,865,249 | $26,402,304 | $394,064
2023 | CA-2023-630 | 1633 Valencia San Upper 146 | 145 | $83,839,078 | $85,579,876 | $590,206
Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-631 Meg{gg;”ﬁ at Orange 0CCOG 62 61 $19,770,604 | $20,181,112 | $330,838
2023 | CA-2023-633 Me?:lc:;':f at Orange 0CCOG 124 | 123 | $37,114,272 | $37,884,897 | $308,007
2023 | CA-2023-635| C'antRoad Contra East Bay 86 84 $61,439,840 | $62,715,550 | $746,614
Apartments Costa
2023 | CA-2023-638 | Tansbay Block2 San Upper 184 | 182 | $183,187,876 | $186,991,509 | $1,027,426
Family Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-639 | reryManor oo Angeles Metro 170 | 168 | $80,771,685 | $82,448,793 | $490,767
Apartments
Lond Use and 60
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Grisham
2023 | CA-2023-640 Community Los Angeles Metro 96 94 $42,556,765 $43,440,395 $462,132
Housing
San Juan
2023 | CA-2023-641| Apartments by |Sacramento SACOG 113 112 $69,738,054 $71,186,064 $635,590
Mutual Housing
Albert Einstein
2023 | CA-2023-643 Residence Sacramento SACOG 78 77 $35,388,416 $36,123,206 $469,133
Center
2023 | CA-2023-645| Villa Plumosa Orange OCCOG 76 75 $40,935,554 $41,785,522 $557,140
2023 | CA-2023-646 Citrus Grove Berr?:rrziino East Sierra 152 150 $64,326,516 $65,662,164 $437,748
Lake Merritt BART
2023 | CA-2023-647 | Senior Affordable| Alameda East Bay 97 96 $95,655,204 | $97,641,347 | $1,017,097
Housing
2023 | CA-2023-648 | Humble Heart San Diego SANDAG 73 72 $67,701,303 $69,107,023 $959,820
Playa del
2023 | CA-2023-650 Alameda Alameda East Bay 40 39 $28,849,238 $29,448,251 $755,083
Apartments
SOHI Seniors .
2023 | CA-2023-651 San Diego SANDAG 32 32 $16,898,534 $17,249,408 $539,044
Affordable
Lion Creek
2023 | CA-2023-652 | Crossings Phase | Alameda East Bay 115 114 $52,517,739 | $53,608,194 | $470,247
[
One San Pedro
2023 | CA-2023-653 Phase | Los Angeles Metro 47 46 $43,190,075 $44,086,855 $958,410
2023 | CA-2023-654 | OTC by Vintage | San Diego SANDAG 228 226 $89,389,242 $91,245,281 $403,740
CA Governor’s Office of 61
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Two Worlds
2023 | CA-2023-656 Los Angeles Metro 96 93 $30,231,728 | $30,859,446 $331,822
Apartments
Second St
2023 | CA-2023-657 Andrews Los Angeles Metro 65 64 $26,726,495 | $27,281,432 $426,272
Apartments
Oceanview
Garden
2023 | CA-2023-658 . Alameda East Bay 62 61 $47,207,781 $48,187,983 $789,967
Apartments (Site
1)
2023 | CA-2023-659 | FanoramaView | . seles Metro 89 87 $35,372,760 | $36,107,225 | $415,026
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-660 | 4. Hallows san Upper 157 | 156 | $144,109,571 | $147,101,799 | $942,960
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-661 Bayview San Upper 146 | 144 | $113,149,548 | $115,498,935 | $802,076
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
2023 | CA-2023-662 La Salle san Upper 145 | 142 | $127,672,997 | $130,323,943 | $917,774
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
Lion Creek
2023 | CA-2023-663 | Crossings Phase | Alameda East Bay 146 145 $63,064,822 | $64,374,272 $443,960
Il
Shoreview San Upper
2023 | CA-2023-664 . ) 156 154 $140,636,278 | $143,556,388 | $932,184
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
Sea Breeze
2023 | CA-2023-665 Gardens San Diego SANDAG 268 267 $154,481,789 | $157,689,381 | $590,597
Apartments
2023 | CA-2023-666 | Auburn Park I San Diego SANDAG 69 68 $22,981,811 $23,458,995 $344,985
2023 | CA-2023-667 | Patterson Point Bifg;?a SBCAG 24 23 $18,836,671 | $19,227,787 | $835,991
CA Governor's Office of 6 2
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2023 | CA-2023-673|  -auretTree San Diego SANDAG 138 | 136 | $64,876,151 | $66,223,211 | $486,935
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-001| Elders Place | Humboldt NSSR 25 25 $19,033,987 | $19,426,834 | $777,073

2024 | CA-2024-003 | 5300 Mission San Upper 35 34 | $38,617,878 | $39,414,922 | $1,159,262

Street Francisco Peninsula

Beech Hill

2024 | CA-2024-004 Sacramento|  SACOG 29 28 $14,305,594 | $14,600,851 | $521,459
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-006 | CEMterofHope | o ta NSSR 49 48 $21,145,629 | $21,582,059 | $449,626
Apartments Il

2024 | CA-2024-008 | El Dorado Haven | ElDorado SACOG 65 64 $43,902,870 | $44,808,993 | $700,141

2024 | CA-2024-015|  TheRigby | Los Angeles Metro 64 62 $57,457,888 | $58,643,776 | $945,867

2024 | CA-2024-017 | Arroyo Terrace S;‘Si:;')s SLOCOG 63 62 $36,598,716 | $37,354,086 | $602,485

. San Luis

2024 | CA-2024-018 | Monterey Senior Obispo SLOCOG 55 54 $37,575,544 | $38,351,075 $710,205

2024 | CA-2024-022 | SMith Avenue Kings KCAG 108 | 107 | $40,613,538 | $41,451,771 | $387,400
Apartments
HHH New

2024 | CA-2024-026 . Los Angeles Metro 95 93 $70,823,714 | $72,285,463 | $777,263
Hampshire
Piedmont

2024 |CA-2024-028| O Los Angeles Metro 68 67 $36,432,026 | $37,183,956 | $554,984

2024 | CA-2024-031 Alma Los Angeles Metro 47 46 $35,085,672 | $35,809,814 | $778,474

2024 | CA-2024-032| Willowbrook 3 | Los Angeles Metro 51 50 $40,744,982 | $41,585,928 | $831,719

2024 | CA-2024-033 | Legacy Court %Zr;ttf East Bay 43 42 $41,456,323 | $42,311,951 | $1,007,427

2024 | CA-2024-036 | Normandie Villas | - eles Metro 25 24 $20,519,765 | $20,943,278 | $872,637
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-037 | Auburn Street Kern KCOG 60 59 $26,383,437 | $26,927,971 | $456,406

63
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2024 | CA-2024-038 Terrasini San Diego SANDAG 95 94 $45,686,382 | $46,629,315 | $496,057

2024 | CA-2024-039 | FasternRidge | ol ICTC 51 50 $27,546,461 | $28,114,999 | $562,300
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-044 18722\/3:;“6‘” Los Angeles Metro 64 63 $47,599,587 | $48,582,007 | $771,143

2024 | CA-2024-045 Alvar\";‘iﬁ‘;:ee”'or San Diego SANDAG 54 53 $36,251,599 | $36,999,805 | $698,110

2024 | CA-2024-048 | Westgate Manor | Kings KCAG 44 43 $10,897,567 | $11,122,485 | $258,662

2024 | CA-2024-052 | Fox Point Farms | San Diego SANDAG 40 39 $31,367,096 | $32,014,490 | $820,884

2024 | CA-2024-053 JO';‘;":SE%";”S Los Angeles Metro 75 57 $66,002,049 | $67,364,282 | $1,181,830

2024 | CA-2024-054| 300 Alamitos | Los Angeles Metro 82 81 $54,659,467 | $55,787,598 $688,736

2024 | CA-2024-055 MCA#3 Los Angeles Metro 20 19 $13,326,359 | $13,601,405 | $715,863
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-059 | Oak Gardens | San Mateo PeLIJ'l?:seL:la 62 60 $56,405,344 | $57,569,508 | $959,492

2024 | CA-2024-069 | HAWthOM SeNior | o . Clara | SantaClara | 103 | 101 | $88,954,411 | $90,790,364 | $898,914
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-070 | LacificAvenue |, da East Bay 79 78 $57,151,502 | $58,331,067 | $747,834
Senior Homes

2024 | CA-2024-071 The Garvey Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $56,800,529 | $57,972,850 | $783,417

2024 | CA-2024-072 Letﬁ;”ug;’neg”'or Kern KCOG 150 | 148 | $49,315,624 | $50,333,462 | $340,091

2024 | CA-2024-073| Summer Oaks | Sonoma North Bay 72 71 $57,108,010 | $58,286,677 | $820,939

2024 | CA-2024-077| _Vestside Tuolumne East CA 30 30 $25,025,517 | $25,542,025 | $851,401
Subdivision

2024 | CA-2024-082 | Highland Manor | Orange OCCOG 12 12 $12,194,908 | $12,446,602 | $1,037,217

2024 | CA-2024-083 | Casa Longwood | Los Angeles Metro 20 19 $11,176,048 | $11,406,713 $600,353
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2024 | CA-2024-085| CherYSUreet g Mateo Upper 33 | 32 | $38,379,674 | $39,171,802 | $1,224,119
Commons Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-086| Grace Villas | Los Angeles Metro 48 47 $47,512,725 | $48,493,352 | $1,031,773
2024 | CA-2024-087 | SierraMadre san Upper 47 | 46 | $41,287,307 | $42,139,446 | $916,075
Apartments Francisco Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-092 | “AMPEMAVENUE | pierside | WRCOG 76 | 75 | $46,026,498 | $46,976,451 | $626,353
Apartments
Lincoln Street
2024 | CA-2024-096 Senior Butte NSSR 61 60 $32,482,523 | $33,152,938 | $552,549
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-103|  Hill Street San Mateo Peli?:setjla 37 36 $44,780,948 | $45,705,193 | $1,269,589
Central
2024 | CA-2024-116 Sacramento Sacramento SACOG 52 51 $31,317,701 $31,964,075 $626,747
Studios Il
2024 | CA-2024-130 | Maple Meadows || Madera East CA 80 79 $43,347,273 | $44,241,928 | $560,024
2024 | CA-2024-132|  Arc Village Riverside CVAG 40 39 $23,647,294 | $24,135,357 | $618,855
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-133 | TATMONY Senior | s veles Metro 84 | 83 | $53,447,563 | $54,550,681 | $657,237
Apartments
Oak Park Senior
2024 | CA-2024-135 Butte NSSR 60 59 $21,207,073 | $21,644,771 | $366,861
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-142 | FUTeKa Scattered |y g gy NSSR 9 | 87 | $73,025816 | $74,533,014 | $856,701
Site Project
2024 | CA-2024-147 Rojﬁlggrgek San Diego SANDAG 60 59 $37,973,889 | $38,757,642 | $656,909
2024 | CA-2024-149| ~ Sundance Kern KCOG 60 | 59 | $32,649,225 | $33,323,081 | $564,798
Apartments
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2024 | CA-2024-150 | VAentineRoad |y VCOoG 136 | 134 | $77,014,569 | $78,604,092 | $586,598
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-151| 15081 Jackson | Orange OCCOG 65 | 63 | $46,599,898 | $47,561,685 | $754,947
2024 | CA-2024-154|  The 101 LosAngeles | Metro 52 | 51 | $39,136,460 | $39,944,207 | $783,220
2024 | CA-2024-160 | amonaPark oo\ ngeles Metro 49 | 48 | $35,740,996 | $36,478,664 | $759,972
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-168 P”SToaft'z‘rt'St Los Angeles|  Metro 75 | 74 | $52,868,951 | $53,960,127 | $729,191
2024 | CA-2024-171| Lincoln Beach | Orange 0CCOG 47 | 46 | $34,078212 | $34,781,561 | $756,121
2024 | CA-2024-172|  Bella Vista Bsafkr)‘;fa SBCAG 48 | 47 | $51,044,489 | $52,098,009 | $1,108,468
Parnow
2024 | CA-2024-408 |  Friendship Marin NorthBay | 72 | 71 | $53,585,664 | $54,691,632 | $770,305
House
2024 | CA-2024-414| 20t Street 1 o Angeles Metro 78 76 | $87,595,855 | $89,403,768 | $1,176,365
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-424 | 1241 North Main | San Joaquin | SICOG 100 | 99 | $74,564,494 | $76,103,450 | $768,722
2024 | CA-2024-426 | 121 Mathews | LosAngeles|  Metro 40 | 39 | $11,983,946 | $12,231,286 | $313,623
2024 | CA-2024-427 Q”g‘::ifrtsrem SanDiego | SANDAG | 145 | 142 | $79,504,378 | $81,145,289 | $571,446
2024 | CA-2024-428 | 6018 Brynhurst | Los Angeles Metro 50 49 $14,407,942 | $14,705,312 | $300,108
2024 | CA-2024-433 T\?\;irfdcrlz\?vit Sacramento|  SACOG 145 | 144 | $67,522,388 | $68,916,000 | $478,583
Wildomar . .
2024 | CA-2024-434 o Riverside | WRCOG | 130 | 128 | $79,135,406 | $80,768,702 | $631,005
Sugar Pine
2024 | CA-2024-435 | El Dorado SACOG 60 | 59 | $50,510,726 | $51,553,230 | $873,784
Village Phase 1B
2024 | CA-2024-441| ThePardes2 | Sacramento|  SACOG 140 | 139 | $73,815,142 | $75,338,632 | $542,005
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2024 | CA-2024-442 | Witmer Manor | Los Angeles Metro 238 | 236 | $85,328,873 | $87,089,997 | $369,025
2024 | CA-2024-443| S9N Steet I ramento|  SACOG 130 | 129 | $96,964,274 | $98,965,544 | $767,175
Apartments
El Dorado Senior
2024 | CA-2024-455 Village El Dorado SACOG 72 71 $48,785,337 | $49,792,230 | $701,299
Apartments |
2024 | CA-2024-459 | Sunrise at Bogart | Riverside WRCOG 23 22 $16,077,856 | $16,409,691 | $745,895
2024 | CA-2024-460 Cg‘;lsi;/::ta SanDiego | SANDAG 58 | 57 | $23,144,375 | $23,622,058 | $414,422
College
2024 | CA-2024-467 | Community Ventura VCOG 57 56 $42,275,756 | $43,148,296 | $770,505
Courts
2024 | CA-2024-469 |  FeaKPlaza ) o ahseles Metro 104 | 102 | $76,611,923 | $78,193,136 | $766,599
Apartments
Seniors on
2024 | CA-2024-470|  Broadway San Diego SANDAG 42 41 $11,187,996 | $11,418,908 | $278,510
Apartments
Midway Village Upper
2024 | CA-2024-471 San Mateo : 113 | 111 | $130,994,476 | $133,698,104 | $1,204,487
Phase 2 Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-472| Citrus Flats Ventura VCOG 166 | 164 | $79,958,261 | $81,608,540 | $497,613
2024 | CA-2024-473 | egionalStreet |, da East Bay 113 | 112 | $84,896,587 | $86,648,789 | $773,650
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-474 | Casa Roseland Sonoma North Bay 75 74 $67,577,317 | $68,972,062 $932,055
2024 | CA-2024-476 | La Passeggiata | San Joaquin SICOG 94 93 $70,479,035 | $71,933,670 | $773,480
2024 | CA-2024-477| Do 2 Vista Merced MCAG 108 | 106 | $70,703,476 | $72,162,743 | $680,781
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-478 |Bana at Palmdale | Los Angeles Metro 48 47 $19,103,588 | $19,497,872 $414,848
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2024 | CA-2024-481 | Sandstone Valley | e gide | WRCOG 96 | 95 | $56,733,699 | $57,904,640 | $609,523
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-482| Rosa's Place | Los Angeles Metro 98 97 $83,509,511 | $85,233,085 | $878,692
2024 | CA-2024-483| Holt & Main | Los Angeles Metro 160 | 158 | $78,744,594 | $80,369,824 | $508,670
2024 | CA-2024-485| Jubilo Village | Los Angeles Metro 95 93 $78,585,078 | $80,207,015 | $862,441
Golden Gate San Uoper
2024 | CA-2024-490 | Avenue Phase 1 . bP 55 54 $61,952,252 | $63,230,900 | $1,170,943
Francisco Peninsula
LIHTC
2024 | CA-2024-492 | MoNterey Family | o Clara | SantaClara | 94 93 $59,468,224 | $60,695,604 | $652,641
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-493 | CrAAVENUE | g Mateo Upper 178 | 176 | $95,842,387 | $97,820,502 | $555,798
Apartments Peninsula
San Upper
2024 | CA-2024-494 | Sutter Street . : 102 | 101 | $84,519,252 | $86,263,667 | $854,096
Francisco Peninsula
El Camino Real
2024 | CA-2024-497|  Affordable San Diego SANDAG 111 | 110 | $56,820,273 | $57,993,001 | $527,209
Apartments
The Walk
2024 | CA-2024-500 . Los Angeles Metro 56 55 $47,945,114 | $48,934,665 | $889,721
Residences
2024 | CA-2024-502 Ma'sgﬂass\é':tage' Los Angeles Metro 191 | 189 | $70,484,091 | $71,938,830 | $380,629
2024 | CA-2024-503 J“l:tz dSi':)rseet SantaClara | SantaClara | 305 | 301 | $138,236,316 | $141,089,411 | $468,736
2024 | CA-2024-504 Monarch Sacramento|  SACOG 241 | 239 | $110,662,180 | $112,946,165 | $472,578
2024 | CA-2024-509 | 831 Water Street | Santa Cruz AMBAG 140 | 135 | $101,368,546 | $103,460,717 | $766,376
2024 | CA-2024-511| Costa Mesa M6 Orange OCCOG 87 86 $44,067,841 $44,977,368 $522,993
2024 | CA-2024-515 Res'd\;aiﬂgé:ts'(y Los Angeles Metro 237 | 235 | $151,294,076 | $154,416,673 | $657,092
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Hollywood -
Phase |
Residency at Sky
2024 | CA-2024-516 Village Los Angeles Metro 245 | 242 | $145,380,952 | $148,381,507 | $613,147
Hollywood -
Phase Il
2024 | CA-2024-521| V'OWALSAN | goh Mateo Unpper 341 | 337 | $236,695,240 | $241,580,453 | $716,856
Bruno Peninsula
St. Luke's .
2024 | CA-2024-522 San Diego SANDAG 78 77 $35,671,215 | $36,407,442 | $472,824
Affordable
Auburn Falls (Site
2024 | CA-2024-524 N Sacramento|  SACOG 104 99 $56,820,269 | $57,992,997 | $585,788
2024 | CA-2024-525 Kindred San Diego SANDAG 126 | 125 | $92,104,047 | $94,005,006 | $752,040
2024 | CA-2024-527 910[\;\:?52'3“3’ Los Angeles Metro 89 86 $69,500,408 | $70,934,845 | $824,824
2024 | CA-2024-528 | -2 OOt FaMIY | g piees | SANDAG 19 | 19 | $10,658,986 | $10,878,980 | $572,578
Apartments
Casa Adelante San Ubper
2024 | CA-2024-535 | 1515 South Van . P 168 | 167 | $163,430,862 | $166,803,953 | $998,826
Francisco Peninsula
Ness
North City .
2024 | CA-2024-539 | > =Y San Diego SANDAG 224 | 222 | $120,870,229 | $123,364,900 | $555,698
2024 | CA-2024-541| Toyon Gardens |Los Angeles Metro 78 77 $60,133,574 | $61,374,686 $797,074
2024 | CA-2024-545 [NCONAVeNUE | o e 0CCOG 55 | 54 | $41,348,419 | $42,201,820 | $781,515
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-547 Rosi:;lsfﬁ’“rts Los Angeles Metro 96 | 95 | $92,246,326 | $94,150,222 | $991,055
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2024 | CA-2024-549 | V2caville Gables | g, NorthBay | 65 | 64 | $23,734,421 | $24,224,282 | $378,504
Apartments
The Trails at

2024 | CA-2024-552 | Carmel Mountain| San Diego SANDAG 125 | 124 | $78,617,047 | $80,239,644 | $647,094

Ranch
2024 | CA-2024-553 | PacifiesStreet | g oo SACOG 50 | 50 | $22,012,425 | $22,466,745 | $449,335
Apartments Four

2024 | CA-2024-554 | Windsor Park Sonoma North Bay 33 32 $26,439,597 | $26,985,291 $843,290

2024 | CA-2024-558 |  S°aside SantaCruz | AMBAG 84 | 83 | $74,957,876 | $76,504,951 | $921,746
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-596 |  Niles Street Kern KCOG 51 50 | $19,567,602 | $19,971,463 | $399,429
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-597| ©ioneerbrive Kern KCOG 85 | 84 | $28,207,360 | $28,789,539 | $342,733
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-600 P;lir::e\::isnft Riverside CVAG 121 | 120 | $76,886,635 | $78,473,518 | $653,946

2024 | CA-2024-601 Dakota Fresno Fresno COG | 114 | 113 | $70,325,973 | $71,777,449 | $635,199

2024 | CA-2024-602 | AlMONd Gardens | g0, NorthBay | 97 | 96 | $66,126,000 | $67,490,791 | $703,029
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-604| 4345 Matilija | Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $20,671,736 | $21,098,385 | $285,113

2024 | CA-2024-605| 3981 Meier | Los Angeles Metro 75 74 $21,925,547 | $22,378,074 | $302,406

2024 | CA-2024-606 | 3412 Victoria | Los Angeles Metro 58 57 $16,664,303 | $17,008,242 | $298,390

2024 | CA-2024-607| 5625 Case | Los Angeles Metro 70 69 $20,978,322 | $21,411,299 | $310,309

2024 | CA-2024-608 | 5749 Brynhurst | Los Angeles Metro 53 52 $16,567,788 | $16,909,735 | $325,187

2024 | CA-2024-609 | 8911 Ramsgate | Los Angeles Metro 77 76 $21,554,641 $21,999,513 $289,467

Monarch Hillside

2024 | CA-2024-615|  Affordable San Diego SANDAG 51 50 $25,082,594 | $25,600,280 | $512,006

Apartments
Lond Use and 70

)

Climate Innovation




Total
Development
Cost (TDC)
(Original
Cost)

Low
Total Income
Units  Units

Regional

TCAC # Project Name Pricing Area TDC/Unit

County

TDC ($2026)

Pleasant View

2024 | CA-2024-617 Fresno Fresno COG | 60 59 $29,000,438 | $29,598,985 | $501,678
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-622 | USVETS-WLAVAL o Angeles Metro 44 43 $47,863,010 | $48,850,867 | $1,136,067
Building 300
Dry Creek

2024 | CA-2024-623 Sonoma North Bay 58 57 $51,106,677 | $52,161,481 | $915,114
Commons

2024 | CA-2024-624 Ma'ssr:‘azj';”a' Los Angeles Metro 171 | 169 | $52,627,450 | $53,713,641 | $317,832

2024 | CA-2024-627 Pas‘:feﬁ:gte” SantaClara| SantaClara | 117 | 115 | $53,426,856 | $54,529,546 | $474,170
Downtown

2024 | CA-2024-628 | Library Mixed | Santa Cruz AMBAG 124 | 123 | $110,732,375 | $113,017,809 | $918,844
Use Project

2024 | CA-2024-630 | Montecito Village | San Diego SANDAG 70 69 $29,638,776 | $30,250,498 | $438,413

2024 | CA-2024-633 | AVIN RAD Site 1: Kern KCOG 114 | 107 | $43,413,513 | $44,309,536 | $414,108
Monta Vista

2024 | CA-2024-63g | " Vilas Family | po o cige CVAG 100 99 $77,133,603 | $78,725,583 | $795,208
Apartments

JFM Villas Senior . .

2024 | CA-2024-639 Riverside CVAG 50 49 $38,597,807 | $39,394,437 | $803,968
Apartments

2024 | CA-2024-644 Sasﬁ;c;eHlllls Sonoma North Bay 48 47 $37,640,074 | $38,416,937 | $817,382

2024 | CA-2024-647 | heGrantat | o hieso SANDAG 48 47 $35,418,548 | $36,149,561 | $769,140
Mission Trails

2024 | CA-2024-648 Sevf/?ltlzgsgreet Stanislaus |  StanCOG 79 77 | $71,856,403 | $73,339,466 | $952,461
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Civic Crossing Contra
2024 | CA-2024-649| (699 Ygnacio East Bay 93 92 $90,431,267 | $92,297,701 | $1,003,236
Costa
Valley Road)
2024 | CA-2024-652| The Crawford Placer SACOG 265 262 $115,695,800 | $118,083,675 | $450,701
2024 | CA-2024-653 | 850 Turk Street San Upper 92 91 $94,197,642 | $96,141,812 | $1,056,503
Francisco Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-654 | Alveare Parkview | Los Angeles Metro 105 104 $103,444,506 | $105,579,524 | $1,015,188
Mulberry
2024 | CA-2024-661 | Gardens Family | Riverside WRCOG 150 149 $92,566,197 | $94,476,694 $634,072
Apartments
Parkside
2024 | CA-2024-664 Lake NSSR 64 63 $36,341,784 | $37,091,851 $588,760
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-666 | CondonPlace | pierside WRCOG | 197 | 195 | $53,145638 | $54,242,524 | $278,167
Apartments
Wakeland .
2024 | CA-2024-667 Riverwalk San Diego SANDAG 190 188 $144,833,197 | $147,822,446 | $786,290
Balboa Reservoir San Upper
2024 | CA-2024-670 I . . 128 127 $139,831,746 | $142,717,769 | $1,123,762
- Building E Francisco Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-671| 1250 West Jeff | Los Angeles Metro 122 121 $92,485,901 $94,394,741 $780,122
2024 | CA-2024-672| 525N Capitol | Santa Clara | Santa Clara 160 158 $126,218,435 | $128,823,490 | $815,339
2024 | CA-2024-673| _endianat goioma | NorthBay | 131 | 130 | $91,175517 | $93,057,312 | $715,825
Corona Station
Mountain L
2024 | CA-2024-675 Siskiyou NSSR 25 24 $17,843,391 $18,211,665 $758,819
Townhomes
2024 | CA-2024-679 | Oaks on Balboa | Los Angeles Metro 117 116 $75,243,950 | $76,796,929 $662,042
2024 | CA-2024-680| 712 Seagaze San Diego SANDAG 179 177 $90,513,569 | $92,381,702 $521,931
Walnut Contra
2024 | CA-2024-681 Apartments Costa East Bay 44 43 $23,896,410 | $24,389,614 $567,200
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2024 | CA-2024-683 | Via VailVillage | Riverside CVAG 236 | 234 | $105,975,430 | $108,162,684 | $462,234
2024 | CA-2024-684 TI‘_"Q: dF;f]rgk Los Angeles Metro 275 | 272 | $127,018,239 | $129,639,801 | $476,617
2024 | CA-2024-686 | SUNNYydale HOPE San Upper 95 94 | $112,594,902 | $114,918,777 | $1,222,540
SF Block 9 Francisco Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-690 | ovinalLane Sonoma North Bay 32 31 $21,071,964 | $21,506,874 | $693,770
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-691| Facific Crest Nevada NSSR 55 54 $40,056,490 | $40,883,226 | $757,097
Commons
2024 | CA-2024-700 |  Kensington Riverside WRCOG 126 | 125 | $53,278,212 | $54,377,835 | $435,023
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-703|  broadway San Mateo Upper 97 96 $86,284,218 | $88,065,060 | $917,344
Meadows Peninsula
Avenue 44 . .
2024 | CA-2024-705 Riverside CVAG 180 | 178 | $72,267,389 | $73,758,934 | $414,376
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-706 | Alvarado Creek | oo hieso SANDAG 227 | 225 | $163,153,019 | $166,520,376 | $740,091
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-716 L'V'g‘tgrseteot”B Merced MCAG 80 79 $47,789,311 | $48,775,647 | $617,413
Sunnydale HOPE San Upper
2024 | CA-2024-718 | *" TS Fo b 89 88 | $107,090,280 | $109,300,544 | $1,242,052
2024 | CA-2024-724| River Grove Il Madera East CA 50 49 $37,228,850 | $37,997,226 | $775,454
2024 | CA-2024-726 | AATTOWhead Grove san. East Sierra 92 91 $66,279,761 | $67,647,726 | $743,382
Phase IV Bernardino
2024 | CA-2024-727 Sakura Sacramento SACOG 134 | 133 | $58,086,338 | $59,285197 | $445,753
2024 | CA-2024-731 | NorthFairOaks | o oo Upper 86 85 $68,632,776 | $70,049,305 | $824,109
Apartments Peninsula
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Veteran
2024 | CA-2024-732 Los Angeles Metro 100 99 $67,228,492 | $68,616,038 | $693,091
Commons
2024 | CA-2024-735| VictoryBlvd | Los Angeles Metro 194 | 192 | $149,485,350 | $152,570,616 | $794,639
2024 | CA-2024-736| DistelCircle | SantaClara | SantaClara | 90 88 $95,239,137 | $97,204,801 | $1,104,600
2024 | CA-2024-737|  -2Tkin Pine san Upper 63 | 62 | $34,472,284 | $35,183,766 | $567,480
Senior Housing Francisco Peninsula
2024 | CA-2024-738 Kooser SantaClara| SantaClara | 191 | 189 | $156,894,457 | $160,132,642 | $847,263
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-740 | Westside Village | Santa Cruz AMBAG 38 37 $38,551,485 | $39,347,159 | $1,063,437
2024 | CA-2024-744|  Villa Verde Riverside CVAG 116 | 115 | $82,806,134 | $84,515,191 | $734,915
2024 | CA-2024-745| 300 De Haro san Upper 425 | 421 | $204,000,115 | $208,210,525 | $494,562
Francisco Peninsula
Avanzando San
2024 | CA-2024-746 | Ysidro (Site 1: | San Diego SANDAG 103 | 101 | $94,339,367 | $96,286,461 | $953,331
Cypress)
Century +
2024 | CA-2024-750 | Restorative Care | Los Angeles Metro 146 | 145 | $103,132,088 | $105,260,657 | $725,936
Village Phase |
2024 | CA-2024-751 We'”gngower Los Angeles Metro 104 | 103 | $90,028,238 | $91,886,354 | $892,101
2024 | CA-2024-753 | 1aMngton Grove | o\ mento|  SACOG 52 51 $24,814,231 | $25,326,378 | $496,596
Apartments
Oak View Ranch
2024 | CA-2024-754 Senior Riverside WRCOG 81 80 $36,449,942 | $37,202,242 | $465,028
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-756 | ViSCarTerrace | g side WRCOG | 172 | 170 | $107,342,841 | $109,558,317 | $644,461
Apartments
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2024 | CA-2024-757 | amPico Motel g e 0CCOG 32 | 31 | $25932,000 | $26,467,309 | $853,784
Conversion
2024 | CA-2024-759 Locke Lofts Los Angeles Metro 148 146 $94,767,705 $96,723,640 $662,491
2024 | CA-2024-767 160 Freelon Sal.'] Upper 85 84 $100,460,605 | $102,534,037 | $1,220,643
Francisco Peninsula
Moreland
2024 | CA-2024-768 Santa Clara Santa Clara 160 159 $118,712,625 | $121,162,765 $762,030
Apartments
4575 Scotts
2024 | CA-2024-771 Valley Santa Cruz AMBAG 100 99 $87,154,721 $88,953,530 $898,521
Apartments
2024 | CA-2024-774 | Casadelaluz |LosAngeles Metro 95 93 $72,480,339 $73,976,279 $795,444
2024 | CA-2024-775| Cudahy Seniors | Los Angeles Metro 140 138 $101,735,823 | $103,835,575 | $752,432
San Joaquin
2024 | CA-2024-785 Apaégl?fir;::aa”d Fresno Fresno COG | 100 99 $21,623,031 | $22,069,314 | $222,922
Apartments
Lake Isabella
2024 | CA-2024-787 Senior Kern KCOG 86 85 $16,347,782 $16,685,188 $196,296
Apartments | &I
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Appendix G: Gap Funding Needed Per Unit

Average Total

Regional Pricing Development Cost Gap Funding
Area . Needed
Per Unit

ABAG / MTC East Bay $778,000 $116,700
ABAG / MTC North Bay $635,000 $95,300
ABAG / MTC Upper Peninsula $943,000 $141,500
ABAG / MTC Santa Clara $807,000 $121,100
AMBAG AMBAG $767,000 $115,100
Fresno COG Fresno COG $503,000 $75,500
Inyo County LTC East Sierra $556,000 $83,400
Mono County LTC East Sierra $556,000 $83,400
San Bernadino COG East Sierra $556,000 $83,400
Kings CAG KCAG $422,000 $63,300
Kern COG KCOG $400,000 $60,000
Merced CAG MCAG $532,000 $79,800
Alpine County LTC Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
Amador CTC Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
Calaveras COG Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
MCTC Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
Mariposa County LTC Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
Tuolumne CTC Eastern CA $597,000 $89,600
Butte CAG NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Colusa CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Del Norte LTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Glenn CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Humboldt CAG NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Lake CCAPC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Lassen CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Mendocino COG NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Modoc CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Nevada CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Plumas CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
SRTA NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Sierra County LTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Siskiyou County LTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Tehama CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
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Average Total

Regional Pricing Development Cost Gap Funding
Area . Needed
Per Unit

Trinity CTC NSSR $497,000 $74,600
Sacramento Area COG SACOG $541,000 $81,200
Tahoe MPO SACOG $541,000 $81,200
SANDAG SANDAG $587,000 $88,100
Santa Barbara CAG SBCAG $666,000 $99,900
SCAG CVAG $552,000 $82,800
SCAG ICTC $439,000 $65,900
SCAG Metro $682,000 $102,300
SCAG OCCOG $625,000 $93,800
SCAG VCOG $637,000 $95,600
SCAG WRCOG $567,000 $85,100
San Joaquin COG SICOG $568,000 $85,200
San Luis Obispo COG SLOCOG $616,000 $92,400
Stanislaus COG StanCOG $458,000 $68,700
Tulare CAG TCAG $398,000 $59,700
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Appendix H: VMT Mitigation Credit Value

. VMT Credit VMT Credit
. VMT Credit
Regional . . Value Value
o Daily VMT Value (Daily

Pricing . (Annual (Over
Reduction VMT e

Area ] VMT Mitigation

Reduced) ] _ 15

Reduced) Lifespan)”
ABAG / MTC East Bay 241 $116,700 $4,988 $14 $0.24
ABAG / MTC North Bay 28.1 $95,300 $3,493 $10 $0.17

ABAG / MTC Upper

Peninsula 16.7 $141,500 $8,727 $24 $0.42
ABAG /MTC Santa Clara 25.5 $121,100 $4,891 $13 $0.24
AMBAG AMBAG 20.1 $115,100 $5,898 $16 $0.29
Fresno COG Fgeggo 20.4 $75,500 $3,812 $10 $0.18
Inyo County LTC East Sierra 26.8 $83,400 $3,205 $9 $0.16
Mono County LTC | East Sierra 26.8 $83,400 $3,205 $9 $0.16
San %egg"dm East Sierra 26.8 $83,400 $3,205 $9 $0.16
Kings CAG KCAG 26.5 $63,300 $2,460 $7 $0.12
Kern COG KCOG 14.1 $60,000 $4,383 $12 $0.21
Merced CAG MCAG 15.3 $79,800 $5,372 $15 $0.26
Alp'”ﬁ%’””ty Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
Amador CTC Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
Calaveras COG Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
MCTC Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
Ma”poffccounty Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
Tuolumne CTC Eastern CA 61.0 $89,600 $1,513 $4 $0.07
Butte CAG NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Colusa CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Del Norte LTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Glenn CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Humboldt CAG NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Lake CCAPC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Lassen CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Mendocino COG NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Modoc CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Nevada CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Plumas CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
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) VMT Credit VMT Credit
. VMT Credit
Regional . Gap . Value Value
o Daily VMT . Value (Daily
Pricing . Funding (Annual (Over
Reduction VMT e .
Area Needed ] VMT Mitigation
Reduced) 1 . i
Reduced) Lifespan)”
SRTA NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Sierra County LTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
S'Sk'yoL‘;go”"ty NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Tehama CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Trinity CTC NSSR 40.0 $74,600 $1,921 $5 $0.09
Sacra”éggo Area | spcoc 19.7 $81,200 $4,245 $12 $0.21
Tahoe MPO SACOG 19.7 $81,200 $4,245 $12 $0.21
SANDAG SANDAG 18.9 $88,100 $4,801 $13 $0.23
Sa”t%igbara SBCAG 10.2 $99,900 $10,088 $28 $0.49
SCAG CVAG 29.3 $82,800 $2,911 $8 $0.14
SCAG ICTC 34.8 $65,900 $1,950 $5 $0.09
SCAG Metro 14.5 $102,300 $7,267 $20 $0.35
SCAG 0OCCOG 15.4 $93,800 $6,274 $17 $0.30
SCAG VCOG 20.8 $95,600 $4,734 $13 $0.23
SCAG WRCOG 28.2 $85,100 $3,108 $9 $0.15
San Joaquin COG SICOG 29.1 $85,200 $3,016 $8 $0.15
san nggb'sm SLOCOG 25.0 $92,400 $3,807 $10 $0.18
Stanislaus COG StanCOG 12.9 $68,700 $5,485 $15 $0.27
Tulare CAG TCAG 18.7 $59,700 $3,288 $9 $0.16
Notes:
1 VMT Credit Values include the associated cost of administration.
2 Lifespan of the mitigation is based on a 55-year deed restriction for Mitigating Projects.
2
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