
 
 
 

 

California Office 

3128 O Street, Suite A 

Sacramento, CA 95816 

 
The Honorable Ken Alex  
Strategic Growth Council 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
 
Dear Chairman Alex: 
 
We at the American Farmland Trust would like to thank and applaud the Strategic Growth 
Council for its efforts during the first year of the Sustainable Agricultural Lands Conservation 
Program (SALCP). This is a much-needed program that will contribute significantly to reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions in the long-term. We would also like to thank Secretaries Laird and 
Ross in particular for their efforts in making this program a reality.  
 
The concept of the program is quite sound; few actions that agriculture can take will have a 
more significant impact in reducing greenhouse gas emissions than avoiding the conversion of 
farmland to urban uses. If, for example, we could reduce the 40,000-acre annual loss of 
California farmland by half, it would save one million tons of CO2 per year, the equivalent of 
eliminating two billion vehicle miles travelled.  
 
As the program moves into its second year, we would like to offer a few suggestions for 
improving it. First, while $5 million dollars in year one was a good start, going forward it almost 
certainly isn’t enough for the SALCP concept to be fairly and fully tested. To assess the quality of 
conservation easements and the efficacy of planning grants as tool for greenhouse gas 
avoidance, a broader set of cases is needed. To that end, we respectfully suggest that you make 
something on the order of $40 million available in the next round. 
 
Secondly, we would like to emphasize the importance of planning grants to the success of 
SALCP. Some exemplary localities such as Monterey, Yolo, and Sonoma Counties have clearly 
delineated where development should occur and which farmlands are most vital to protect, This 
makes it far more likely that the acquisition of conservation easements will have a real and 
lasting effect in concentrating development, and in preventing the wasteful conversion of 
farmland and the increase in GHG associated with it.. But this kind of planning framework is 
largely absent in the San Joaquin Valley, by far the state’s most important and fastest-growing 
agricultural region – where SALCP must succeed to make a real difference in combating climate 
change. 
 
Third, to make the SALCP program more attractive to localities in the San Joaquin Valley (and 
elsewhere), we would suggest a few changes in the program for round two.  Stakeholders in the 
Valley who we encouraged and worked with on applications told us that the program guidelines 
were confusing, that they were given insufficient time to get political support for the 
applications and that, in some cases, the amount of funding available (a maximum of $100,000 
per applicant) was insufficient to conduct the kind of public planning process called for by the 
program. While we applaud the Resources Agency and Department of Conservation for 
launching SALCP so quickly, we strongly recommend that in round two they take enough time to 
address these concerns. We would further suggest that they hold at least one workshop or  
 



 
 
 
 
listening session in the San Joaquin Valley, similar to those being held in Los Angeles and 
Sacramento, specifically to get input on SALCP. 
 
Lastly, we ask that you consider establishing a closer connection between the Sustainable 
Community Strategies and the Sustainable Agricultural Lands Conservation Program. Although 
SB 375 does not specifically require metropolitan planning organizations to consider the 
conservation of farmland as a strategy for reducing GHG, studies by Jackson and AFT1 have 
documented significant difference in the emissions from agricultural and urban land uses that 
go well beyond those generated by transportation alone. SALCP represents an opportunity to 
recognize and capture these additional GHG savings, thus helping to implement Sustainable 
Communities Strategies. 
 
Once again, we thank you for your work on this program. While the outcomes of this first year 
are not yet known, we believe that a second year of experience with SALCP, ideally with refined 
guidelines, timetable and funding levels, will be both necessary and desirable to begin to realize 
the full potential of farmland conservation as a GHG reduction strategy. AFT urges you and your 
colleagues on the Strategic Growth Council to continue to champion the Sustainable Ag Lands 
Conservation Program as a timely and critical part of California’s climate action strategy. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 

Edward Thompson, Jr. 
California Director 

 
Cc:  
Bob Fisher, Co-Chair, Public Member 
Anna M. Caballero, BCSH 
Diana S. Dooley, CHHS 
Brian P. Kelly, CalSTA 
John Laird, CNRA 
Matt Rodriquez, Cal EPA 
Karen Ross, CDFA 
Gail Goldberg, Public Member 
Manuel Pastor, Public Member 

                                                      
1 Shaffer and Thompson, A New Comparison of Greenhouse Gas Emissions from California Agricultural and 
Urban Land Uses, American Farmland Trust, February 2015. 
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June 29, 2015 

 

Ken Alex, Chair 

Mike McCoy, Executive Director 

Strategic Growth Council (SGC) 

1400 Tenth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814  

RE: Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities 

 (AHSC) Program: Recommended Awards 

 

Dear Chairman Alex & Director McCoy, 

On behalf of Move LA, I am writing in support of the Strategic Growth Council 

(SGC) staff’s recommendations to make full awards to the three LA County 

projects that had scores high enough to receive funding in the current round but 

were either not recommended for funding or recommended for funding at a 

reduced amount because of the $15 million jurisdictional cap. We also 

recommend that if the SGC chooses to fund these projects, such action should not 

count against regional allocations in subsequent funding competitions.  

Move LA is a business, labor and environmental coalition that was instrumental 

in getting Measure R, LA County’s half cent sales tax for transportation, on the 

ballot. Approved by the voters in 2008, Measure R includes expansion of 12 light 

rail, subway and bus way lines which will make LA’s transit system a 

truly robust one. The transit expansion funded by Measure R is an essential 

element of our Regional Transportation Plan & Sustainable Communities 

Strategy for reducing greenhouse gases. And in building a better transit system 

we also need to pay attention to the housing opportunities around transit for high-

propensity transit users. Seventy-five percent of LA Metro’s riders have incomes 

below $25,000/year. In LA County local governments need resources, such as the 

Affordable Housing & Sustainable Communities funding, to ensure affordability 

as we implement our GHG reduction strategy.  

Move LA commends the hard work and efforts of the SGC and staff in 

developing the AHSC program regulations and getting the dollars on the street. 

While Move LA applauds these efforts, we are concerned that the jurisdictional 

cap unnecessarily limits funding for developments that align with AHSC goals. 

Of the total $121.9 million in recommended awards, only 12% are allocated to 

Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura Counties, despite 

the region comprising slightly more than 47% of the entire state’s population. 

The disparity is also apparent within the City of Los Angeles which represents 

26% of disadvantaged communities but only is recommended to receive 12% of 

available funds. Move LA has always urged efforts to ensure geographic equity 

in the administration of the GGRF program in general and the AHSC program in 

particular. While we recognize decisions on such allocations can be difficult in a  
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competitive setting, we believe it important that all parts of the state receive an equitable 

share of investment so as to maintain the most cohesive effort possible for the future.  

Move LA supports the efforts of the SGC and staff, member agencies and departments who 

are actively working to identify improvements and refinements to AHSC program operation. 

We look forward to working with the SGC to craft a program that maximizes its intended 

goals of GHG reduction, funding for disadvantaged communities and geographic equity. 

Thank you.  

Sincerely,  

 
Denny Zane  

Executive Director 









 



       

        
 
 
June 25, 2015 
 
Mr. Ken Alex 
Chair, California Strategic Growth Council 
1400 10th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Re:  Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Funding Request 
 
Dear Mr. Alex, 
 
We write to urge the Strategic Growth Council (SGC) to exercise its authority to provide 
expedient funding to the deserving housing projects that were excluded from the 
recommended Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) awards due 
to the program’s $15 million jurisdictional cap.  
 
Earlier this week, the AHSC issued its FY 2014-15 funding recommendations. While 
both San Francisco and Los Angeles received funds for important projects, 
unfortunately the recommendations omitted a number of the highest-scoring 
developments due to the jurisdictional cap. As a result of this self-imposed restriction, 
the City of Los Angeles, which contains 26 percent of California’s disadvantaged 
communities, would be limited to receiving only 12 percent of the available funds; and in 
the City and County of San Francisco, a praiseworthy project at 222 Beale Street, which 
would provide 120 units of affordable housing immediately adjacent to one of the State’s 
premier transit hubs, has been removed from consideration. 
 
The exclusion of these sustainable and inclusive developments runs counter to the 
guiding principles of AB 32 and SB 535, and limits the effectiveness of the State’s 
efforts to reduce greenhouse gasses, which is the central premise of the cap-and-trade 
program. Further, excluding high-scoring projects from consideration for funding 
negatively impacts communities and their needed developments based solely on 
geographic location, and means that California’s efforts to curb the effect of greenhouse 
gasses will remain less impactful. 
 
While we are grateful for the awards that have been recommended for quality projects 
in our cities, we strongly urge the SGC to provide funding for the most deserving 
developments, and to consider projects based on their overall scores and not on their 
location. Doing so will ensure the most effective allocation of State funds to reduce 
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greenhouse gases and to create affordable housing developments in the communities 
that most need them.  
 
Thank you for your continued work and your consideration of this important matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

               
ERIC GARCETTI     EDWIN M. LEE    
Mayor of Los Angeles    Mayor of San Francisco 
 
cc: Members, California Strategic Growth Council 
 Mr. Mike McCoy, Executive Director, Strategic Growth Council 
 The Honorable Toni Atkins, Speaker, California State Assembly 
 The Honorable Kevin de León, President Pro Tempore, California State Senate 
 The Honorable Jerry Brown, Governor of California 
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June 29, 2015 

 

 

Ken Alex, Chair 

Mike McCoy, Executive Director 

Members of the Strategic Growth Council 

 

Dear friends, 

 

As you know, I am one of the public members of the Strategic Growth Council (SGC).   

 

I am unfortunately unable to attend the June 30 meeting because of a medical treatment 

for a rare voice disorder called spasmodic dysphonia; this is a regular monthly treatment, 

scheduled long before I was aware of the SGC meeting schedule (or SGC staff aware of 

my treatment program), and we will both work to avoid such conflicts in the future. I 

would note that both I and SGC staff attempted to set up video-conferencing so that I 

could attend remotely (after my procedure is done) but noticing complexities made this 

impossible.  

 

However, there is at least one issue of deep concern to me that is likely to come up at this 

meeting and because I will not be there in person, I wanted to weigh in via a formal letter 

to my colleagues that I am hoping can be distributed at the meeting. 

 

As you know, I was appointed in January and was also unable to attend that month’s 

meeting for the same medical reason.  Had I been there, I would have raised the 

following concerns about the Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) 

guidelines (which were expressed in conversations and an email before that meeting to 

Executive Director, Mike McCoy): 

 

1. Whether there might be a way to build into the GHG reduction modeling 

emerging research about the differential carbon impact of lower-income 

residents, particularly re relative VMT.  

 

2. Whether affordable housing and other equity measures might be given more 

weight in the final scoring, since the six bins with the same score on GHG 

reductions and continuous measures on most everything else would seem to 

not allow for important tradeoffs at the margins; and 

 

3. Whether the very reasonable effort to encourage geographic diversity might 

be accomplished in a manner different than placing a jurisdictional cap 

since that would limit the ability to invest in places where there is a 



 

combination of significant need, significant transit investments, and 

significant willingness to address climate change and affordable housing. 

 

I do hope that we consider these issues as we move forward to thinking through any 

changes in the AHSC guidelines for the coming year.  However, today I want to relay my 

strong support for the staff recommendation that the SGC consider making Year Two 

funds available for the four projects that were essentially “above the line” in terms of 

quality but did not make the cut because of the jurisdictional cap. 

 

Taking this approach would preserve the geographic diversity that is in the current list of 

recommended projects but also address the concerns I and others had about the way in 

which the cap would work against projects worthy of support and important for the state.  

 

While I do not want to get into the details of the various projects – that is not a policy-

level concern – I do think the strong staff ratings speak to the merits and I would note that 

at least three of the projects fall into the “disadvantaged community” set aside that is so 

central to this program.  

 

This is also an approach made possible because the revenues look to be higher for the 

2015-2016 year than many were projecting – and it is certainly the case that I would be 

raising the three issues cited above, including the cap, as we rethink the AHSC guidelines 

in the coming year. 

 

I realize that opinions change and nuances emerge when one is involved in the 

conversation and so I regret not being able to attend the June 30 meeting to hear the 

comments of my fellow SGC members.  

 

However, I do strongly support the staff recommendation to consider this possibility, 

believe that my support for this is consistent with pre-existing concerns about the 

guidelines that I shared, and also feel that such an approach would reflect the current 

scenario now that funding levels for 2015-2016 are clear and we have had the benefit of 

seeing the nature and strength of proposals that came forth in this round. 

 

In any case, I would feel remiss if I did not communicate my sentiments clearly as a 

public member and hope that they will be taken into account in the discussion and 

decision-making.   

 

I look forward to seeing you all at the July 14th workshop in Sacramento; fortunately, I 

have no medical obligations that day! 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Manuel Pastor 

Professor, Sociology / American Studies & Ethnicity 

Turpanjian Chair in Civil Society & Social Change



 
June 24, 2015 
 
Mr. Ken Alex, Chair 
California Strategic Growth Council 
1400 10th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Re: Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Jurisdictional Cap 
 
Dear Mr. Alex, 
  
I write to urge the Strategic Growth Council (SGC) to exercise its authority and waive 
the $15 million per local jurisdiction cap when it considers the 2014-15 Affordable 
Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) awards. 
  
This week, the AHSC issued its FY 2014-15 funding recommendations for the SGC’s 
consideration. Unfortunately, the recommendations exclude funding for the highest-
scoring programs for reducing greenhouse gas emissions because of this self-imposed 
restriction. 
  
This cap runs counter to the guiding principles of AB 32 and SB 535 and it severely 
limits the effectiveness of the state’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gasses, which is the 
central premise of the state cap and trade program.  
 
The cap also unfairly discriminates against some of the state’s neediest residents based 
on where they live. If the cap remains in place, the City of Los Angeles, which contains 
26 percent of California’s disadvantaged communities, would be limited to receiving only 
12 percent of the available funds. Prioritizing funding for disadvantaged communities is 
also required by SB 535.  
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AHSC guidelines allow the SGC to waive this cap. Doing so will help ensure the most 
effective allocation of state funds to reduce greenhouse gases and keep disadvantaged 
communities at the front of the line. For these reasons I strongly urge that this cap be 
waived and funding be awarded based on overall scores. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
ERIC GARCETTI 
Mayor 
 
cc: Members, California Strategic Growth Council 
 Mr. Mike McCoy, Executive Director, Strategic Growth Council 
 The Honorable Toni Atkins, Speaker 
 The Honorable Kevin de Leon 
 Governor Jerry Brown 



June 29, 2015

Ken Alex, Chair
Mike McCoy, Executive Director
Strategic Growth Council (SGC)
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Program: Round 1 Award Recommendations

Dear Chairman Alex and Director McCoy:

On behalf of the collaborative partners of LA THRIVES, this is in support of SGC staff’s recommendations for awards to
projects submitted in Round 1 of the Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program. LA THRIVES commends
the hard work and efforts of the SGC and staff as they developed the AHSC program regulations and recommendations of
awards for Round One. We appreciate the challenge of developing an innovative program with ambitious goals of achieving
greenhouse gas emissions reductions by targeting investments in housing and transportation related infrastructure to
disadvantaged communities . We also know that such an innovative public program takes time to fine-tune, and the results of
Round 1 show great promise.

Los Angeles County is making a massive, sustained infrastructure investment in GHG-reducing transit infrastructure. AHSC
funding can make a significant impact on GHG emissions by ensuring that low income households, core transit riders in our
region, have the ability to live affordably in transit rich communities.

LA THRIVES further supports the efforts of the SGC and staff, member agencies and departments that are actively working to
identify improvements and refinements to AHSC program operation.  We are encouraged that staff acknowledges in its report
and recommendations a need for refinements to the regulations that improve the program. We strongly support the removal
of the the jurisdicational cap and the identification of a better way to ensure jurisdicational fairness within the program
goals. As an interim step we support  staff’s finding and recommendation that: “there are some competitive applications,
especially in Southern California, that were not recommended for funding at this time because of the $15 million dollar cap
per jurisdiction enacted in the programs inaugural guidelines.  In light of likely additional funding in year two, the Council
may wish to consider possible funding of these projects in the new fiscal year.”(Staff Report pg. 10)

LA THRIVES looks forward to working with the Council to craft a program that maximizes its intended goals. In the past few
months, we have co-hosted convenings in Southern California with both housing development and transportation sector
partners to identify the lessons from the first round, and recommendations for changes to best meet program goals which we
will soon be sharing with the SGC.  It is clear that the SGC has many willing partners eager to join this effort to reduce GHGs
through integrated housing and transportation projects.

LA THRIVES is a collaborative of organizations committed to equitable TOD - transit­oriented development that
prioritizes investments in the production and preservation of affordable homes, protects the social fabric of
neighborhoods, and allows residents to walk, bike and take transit to shops and services. We have roots in LA County
communities, and long­term relationships with government agencies, elected officials, community-based organizations and
others involved in issues ranging from public health to transit to environmental issues to local and regional planning.  Our
partners include the California Community Foundation, Enterprise Community Partners, Liberty Hill Foundation, Low Income
Investment Fund, Move LA, Prevention Institute, and the Southern California Association of Non-Profit Housing.

Sincerely,

Thomas Yee
LA THRIVES Initiative Officer
(213)627-2042
tyee@liifund.org



 





 



To: Strategic Growth Council: 
Ken Alex  OPR  
Anna Caballero BCSH  
Diana Dooley  CHHS 
Bob Fisher  Public Member 
Gail Goldberg  Public Member 
Brian Kelly  CalSTA 
John Laird  CNRA 
Manuel Pastor  Public Member 
Matt Rodriquez Cal EPA 
Karen Ross  CDFA 
 
From: Sherman Lewis, Hayward Area Planning Association 
sherman@csuhayward.us 
June 27, 2015 
 

Subsidized parking structures take money from housing and increase greenhouse gases. The 
SGC will consider funding three parking structures on June 30 without any information about their 
social, environmental, or economic problems. The 19th Street Senior Apartments, Hotel Fresno, and 
Riviera Family Apartments are slated to spend about $5 million subsidizing about 200 spaces.  

The underlying problem is a mistake in the Guidelines, at least it’s a mistake if you are trying to 
reduce GHG. The SGC parking guidelines are a step forward but still fall short in a thoughtless 
support for parking structures. People do not seem to realize the contradiction between funding 
parking structures and unbundling. If the unbundled price simply tries to recover the cost of land, 
construction, and operations, no one will park there—it will just be too expensive. Including 
external cost in the space lease would build an empty structure. As far as I can tell, this issue has 
never been studied. 

Structures are usually advocated in areas with greater density and higher land values, which are 
also the places with more walkability and transit. The SGC should not be locating projects away 
from locations with walkability and should support carshare/rental, taxi vouchers, parking 
management, remote surface parking, and other alternatives to cars. 

Local governments may require expensive parking but cap and trade money should not be used 
to increase greenhouse gases. The money should go to actual housing. It’s not as though there is a 
lack of projects with reduced and surface parking.  

As I write this, the CalEEMod estimates for project GHG are not available for public review. 
However, the model inputs do not allow considering parking structures per se. 

Economically, subsidized parking structures provide as a public good something which clearly 
should be a private good, providing an incentive for waste, in this case more car use. Socially, they 
put tax dollars into housing for cars instead of housing for people and deter residents from less car 
dependency. Environmentally, they increase the many externalities of car dependency, of which 
GHG is one.   

I see no leadership from staff or Council members to deal with this problem this year; the 
institutional inertia behind some counter-productive investment is too great. Council members 
should raise the issue. Staff should study it. Todd Litman has some amazing statistics on parking and 
MTC is working on parking. The SGC needs to catch up. 



 



 

 

 

June 25, 2015 

 

 

Mr. Ken Alex, Chair  

Mr. Mike McCoy, Executive Director 

Strategic Growth Council (SGC) 

 

RE: Support for Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities Funding for Rolland Curtis East 

 

Dear Mr. Alex and Mr. McCoy: 

 

Tenemos que Reclamar y Unidos Salvar la Tierra-South LA (T.R.U.S.T. South LA) thanks the Strategic 

Growth Council (SGC) for its work in implementing the FY 2014-15 Affordable Housing and Sustainable 

Communities program. We are writing to support the recommendation made in the Affordable 

Housing Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Staff Report which urges the Council to consider making 

Year Two AHSC funds available to projects not funded because of a jurisdictional cap. Staff suggests 

that, “There are some competitive applications, especially in Southern California, that were not 

recommended for funding at this time because of the $15 million dollar cap per jurisdiction enacted in 

the programs inaugural guidelines.” Rolland Curtis Gardens East is among the four projects with 

competitive scores that were not funded in FY 2014-15 because of a jurisdictional cap.  T.R.U.S.T. South 

LA has acquired the site in conjunction with our development partner, Abode Communities, and we will 

provide Active Transportation programming to Rolland Curtis Gardens residents and the surrounding 

Expo/Vermont communities. We believe that this project is competitive and should be funded because 

the project exceptionally meets SGC’s goals of reducing greenhouse gas emissions; increasing options 

for mobility, including active transportation; and improving conditions in disadvantaged communities. 

 

Rolland Curtis Gardens will reduce greenhouse gas emissions through transit oriented development, 

increasing options for mobility, and sustainable construction. The site is in immediate proximity to a 

recently built light rail stop in South LA. Rolland Curtis Gardens leverages smart growth principles and 

Los Angeles County Metro’s unprecedented investment in transit infrastructure to maximize the 

inclusion of low-income residents as agents and beneficiaries of transit-oriented development. The new 

Rolland Curtis Gardens will increase density almost three-fold—redeveloping the existing 48 units into 

144 new affordable units. Furthermore, the City’s decision to grant the project a 20% parking reduction 

is an acknowledgement of the site’s proximity to transit and T.R.U.S.T.’s current initiatives to establish 

street improvements and active transportation infrastructure on adjacent streets. We understand 

Rolland Curtis Gardens to be the first multifamily project in Los Angeles to be granted such a reduction. 

We, the developers, are increasing density and reducing parking requirements to maximize the TOD 

site’s potential to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 
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TRUST South LA is dedicated to increasing mobility options for residents and the surrounding 

neighborhood through our commitment to encouraging transit behavior changes, expanding active 

transportation programs in the neighborhood, and developing community leaders in biking and 

pedestrian issues in the process. Through these initiatives, we expect to decrease Vehicle Miles Traveled 

(VMT) by current and future residents of Rolland Curtis Gardens, as well as residents of the surrounding 

neighborhood, who will be a new population served by this program.  The goals of the program are to 

increase enthusiasm for biking and walking, and to increase the safety of those activities in area 

surrounding the project site. A key deliverable of our proposed AHSC-funded program includes 72 bike 

and pedestrian activities, such as rides, walks, mapping activities, bike safety classes, bike maintenance 

sessions, and bike clinics/rodeos. 

 

The project meets SGC’s goal of protecting tenure of vulnerable populations by promoting anti-

displacement strategies: acquisition through anti-displacement campaign, first right of return, 

maximizing opportunity for local residents, and land-use policy advocacy. Rolland Curtis Gardens was 

acquired after TRUST South LA organized a tenant-led campaign to challenge the displacement of 48 

families by the previous owner, who intended to convert the site to student-only housing. The land will 

be stewarded in perpetuity by TRUST South LA, a grassroots-controlled community land trust which is, in 

and of itself, a community-driven anti-displacement strategy. Rolland Curtis Gardens is unique from 

other TOD projects in that it intentionally and directly addresses residential displacement. 

 

The potential additional funding in year two of the program offers Council Members an opportunity to 

ensure efficient distribution of funds to projects that have great potential for reducing greenhouse gas 

emissions, like Rolland Curtis East. We support staff’s recommendation to streamline funding of the four 

projects directly affected by the jurisdictional cap and look forward to engaging in a discussion of 

program guidelines going forward. 

 

Thank you for your consideration and please feel free to contact me at 323-233-4118 or by email at 

sandra@trustsouthla.org. 

 

Sincerely,    

 
Sandra McNeill 

Executive Director  

 

CC: Strategic Growth Council Members 
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