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INTRO


Orange County is facing a critical housing shortage. It is estimated that 65,000 housing units are 
needed to meet current demand (Orange County Business Council https://ocbc.org/whos-really-
blame-ocs-housing-affordability-crisis/). This shortage cuts across all categories of housing but 
is especially acute within the affordable housing sector. There are a number of reasons why the 
supply of affordable housing is not keeping up with demand. Some are recent, such as 
increasing material and labor costs along with a disruption in the supply-chain. Some are more 
endemic, such as long lead times and the high costs associated with the permitting and 
approval process. The fear that affordable housing will destroy local property values and/or 
increase crime remains one of the more entranced barriers to development. 


Careful research has shown this not to be the case across a diverse set of communities in 
America (Galster 2002; Center for Housing Policy 2009; Albright, Derickson and Massey 2013). 
Two recently published articles found the same: Stacy and Davis (2022) looked at the impact on 
property values in Alexandria, VA and found a small but statistically significant positive impact 
on property values, Similarly Voith et al. (2022) have positive spillover effects on surrounding 
property values in Chicago, IL and Cook County, IL. Closer to home, study participants in San 
Diego, CA reported having serious concerns over the siting affordable housing in their 
community, believing that it would both increase crime and reduce property values. But again, 
no empirical evidence was found to warrant such concerns (Abdel-Samad, et al. 2020.)  
However, some remain unconvinced of results from other places arguing that, in this case, 
Orange County, is sufficiently different that such research sheds no light on the local reality.  


This research does not and cannot comment on the complexities of why it takes so long to build 
housing, or why it is so expensive.  This research examines two simple questions: First, what 
happens to local housing values following the placement of affordable housing in Orange 
County? Second, what happens to local levels of crime following the placement of affordable 
housing in Orange County?


DEFINING AFFORDABLE HOUSING


The category of housing defined as “affordable housing” for the purpose of this research is 
described as rental housing units that serve Orange County households that fall within the 
30%-120% Average Median Income (AMI) category.  The equates to an annual income of 
roughly $26,000 - $83,000 based on 2019 standards. Our data includes housing units that serve 
special needs populations, homeless, disabled, other, that might fall below the 30% AMI 
threshold including housing for what is generally described as permanent supportive housing 
units. Emergency, temporary, transitional and other specialized categories of shelter/housing is 
excluded from our study.


WHERE IS AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN ORANGE COUNTY?


We worked closely with the local housing authorities (County, Anaheim, Garden Grove, and 
Santa Ana) in order to locate affordable housing. The City of Irvine and several other public 
sources maintain publicly accessible lists that identify affordable housing opportunities 



throughout the County or within specific jurisdictions. The list we created was shared with local 
developers of affordable housing including American Family Housing, Community Development 
Partners, Jamboree Housing, and National CORE to review the database of affordable 
properties.  

This resulted in additional locations being added to our master list. Finally, the list was 
augmented by conducting a web search for housing that accepted income-based housing 
vouchers from other sites including https://affordablehousingonline.com/.


The augmented list was again vetted by our partners in the Housing Authority and Development 
community resulting in a list of 371 distinct affordable housing units used in the data analysis.  


Map 1 displays the location of each unit and Map 2 uses the locations to demonstrate the 
density of affordable housing throughout Orange County. Affordable housing is located in most 
populated areas of the county, but areas of density emerge primarily in the northern sections of 
the county. 


The density map is an effective way to support the importance of the effort to “de-concentrate” 
affordable housing away from highly impacted areas.


Map 1 – Locations of Individual Affordable Housing Units


https://affordablehousingonline.com/


Map 2- Kernel Density Map of Affordable Housing







DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC DATA


Table 1 presents demographic and economic measures from the 2010 American Community 
Survey at the level of census block groups for both places with affordable housing and those 
without. On average, places with affordable housing have a larger Hispanic population, lower 
median household income, fewer homes valued over $750,000. However, 18%, or nearly 50 of 
the census block groups with affordable housing, are places where average home values are 
$750,000 or greater.


Still, as shown by both the maps and the summary data, affordable housing is located in areas 
on the lower end of the economic scale and whose residents are disproportionately members of 
groups that do not identify as Non-Hispanic White.  


TABLE 1 – Social and Economic Characteristics of Orange County Block Groups (2010)


Without Affordable Housing With Affordable Housing

Average SD Average SD

Hispanic (%) 28.98% 0.25 46.42% 0.28

Non-Hispanic White (%) 47.29% 0.26 30.20% 0.22

Non-Hispanic African American 
(%)

1.50% 0.03 2.13% 0.03

Non-Hispanic Asian (%) 18.73% 0.17 18.06% 0.16

Non-Hispanic Two or More Races 
(%)

2.86% 0.03 2.29% 0.03

Non-Hispanic Other (%) 3.29% 0.03 2.91% 0.03

Median Household Income $104,063  $42,648.58  $71,645.95  $30,586.66

Moved in the Last Year (%) 11.34% 9.20% 13.09% 9.88%

Average Household Size, Overall 3.07 0.85 3.23 0.91

Average Household Size, Owner 3.03 0.89 3.36 1.10

Average Household Size, Renter 3.34 1.23 3.16 1.05

Median Rent $2,018 $568.93 $1,559 $376.00



HOUSING VALUES


WHAT DID WE DO?


In order to evaluate claims that affordable housing will reduce local property values, we 
obtained data on all residential home sales in Orange County between 2001 and 2020. We 
focused our analysis on homes sold within two miles of affordable housing developments and 
within three years before or after the development’s opening date.  We focused on 
neighborhoods where we observed active development of affordable housing from 2001 to 2020 
- every neighborhood in our sample had homes sold both before and after the opening of an
affordable housing development. There were a total of 1,158,258 residential properties bought
and sold around 229 affordable housing developments in our analysis sample.

English-Only Speaking (%) 59.90% 24.64% 43.27% 23.28%

Value Under $100,000 3.76% 10.96% 8.38% 21.13%

Value ($100,000 - $150,000) 0.95% 4.22% 1.61% 7.81%

Value ($150,000 - $200,000) 1.02% 4.15% 1.21% 4.58%

Value ($200,000 - $300,000) 3.66% 10.30% 4.96% 10.85%

Value ($300,000 - $400,000) 6.76% 11.59% 9.65% 15.96%

Value ($400,000 - $500,000) 11.85% 15.66% 15.81% 18.26%

Value ($500,000 - $750,000) 35.94% 25.89% 39.74% 27.20%

Value ($750,000 - $1,000,000) 19.84% 21.25% 11.11% 15.99%

Value ($1,000,000 - $1,500,000) 8.95% 14.62% 4.42% 11.35%

Value ($1,500,000 - $2,000,000) 3.01% 7.84% 1.04% 4.20%

Value ($2,000,000+) 4.25% 13.21% 2.07% 8.72%

Number of Block Groups 1548 271



We focused on two measures of home values: the total sales price, and the price per square 
foot.  We also made two adjustments to these values in order to make meaningful comparisons 
before and after the affordable housing development opened.  First, we adjusted the value of 
the sales price to account for inflation, translating all prices into 2020 values.  Second, we 
conducted a statistical procedure to separate the impact of the affordable housing development 
from other changes in the Orange County housing market that are unrelated to any specific 
neighborhood conditions.  This is particularly important given the influence of the 2008 
recession, when median home values fell to 57% of their 2005 value, and the post-2018 period 
where the yearly growth rate in median home sales price has doubled, in real terms, every year. 

In practice, this involves identifying all homes located more than three miles from any affordable 
housing site in our sample. We then estimated the average sales price, and price per square 
foot, of these homes in each of the 228 months from Jan 2002 to December 2021. Finally, we 
returned to our analysis sample, and subtracted the relevant average “more than three miles 
away” sales price from each price of each home sold within 2 miles of an affordable housing 
development in order to create an “adjusted sales price.” Changes in this adjusted sales price 
reflect the change in local home values around affordable housing that do not depend on 
changes in the overall tightness of the Orange County housing market. 


WHAT DID WE FIND?


Based on this adjusted home value, we find that, on average, the observed sales price of the 
homes nearby (as shown in Figure A1) increased following the citing of affordable housing. 
Within one-fifth (⅕) of a mile of the development, the observed home sales price increased by 
about $15,800 (when considering average home size, this is roughly $9.45 per square foot). 
Similarly, among homes sold about ½ mile away, the observed increase in sales price was 
about $14,200 (or $5.56 per square foot), whereas homes sold one mile away increased by 
$13,500 (or $2.99 per square foot). This is generally not consistent with concerns about 
affordable housing depression home values.


Figure H1 shows the relationship between affordable housing and local home sales prices in 
more detail, tracing the average home sales price before and after an affordable housing site 
opens, adjusted for county housing trends, for homes adjacent to, and further away from, the 
development site. 


Prior to the development, homes less than ⅕ of a mile from the development site were sold for 
at least $30,000 below typical Orange County prices, and values increased by about $10,000 
for every tenth of a mile further from the location. Homes sold between one and 2 miles from the 
site of a future affordable housing project were similar in value to the rest of Orange County. In 
the three years following the opening of the affordable project, however, homes within ⅕ of a 
mile of the site all increased in value, with the biggest increase observed in the homes closest to 
the project. We observe a general increase of roughly $10,000 in home values within 1.5 miles 
of the development, which slowly tapers off as we move further and further away.    


Real estate professionals often focus on price per square foot to reflect the desirability of 
housing, which directly accounts for the impact of living space on total sales price. Figure H2 



converts figure H1 into price per square foot.  We conclude that this more robust measure of 
home value does not suggest that affordable housing depresses neighborhood quality. Homes 
immediately adjacent to affordable housing projects increase in value by roughly $15 per square 
foot, and by approximately $2-$5 per square foot about ⅔ of a mile away. We observe no 
substantial or consistent difference in the price per square foot on homes sold more than 3/4 of 
a mile from affordable housing.


DOES THE NEIGHBORHOOD MATTER?


Placing affordable housing in already affordable neighborhoods may impact the local 
environment in a different way than affordable housing introduced into a higher income 
neighborhood. In order to evaluate claims that affordable housing may be particularly 
detrimental to the quality of higher income places, we examined the neighborhood poverty rates 
in around all successfully places affordable housing developments in Orange County, and 
selected the developments in the top 25% of poverty rates (the highest poverty rates) and the 
bottom 25% of poverty rates (the lowest poverty rates). On average, affordable housing 
developments places in the top 25% were in neighborhoods with a 26% poverty rate, and 
places in the bottom 25% had a 6.2% poverty rate.


We then repeated our analysis of overall adjusted sales price and adjusted price per square foot 
in neighborhoods with the lowest and highest levels of poverty where affordable housing has 
been placed. As shown in figures H3 and H4, opening affordable housing in places with higher 
poverty rates has a modest positive impact on the value of surrounding homes. Relative to the 
rest of Orange County, the affordable housing opened in the highest poverty rate places was 
associated with a $15 increase in price per square foot in the immediate vicinity of the 
development, which falls to a roughly $5 increase in price per square foot up to two miles away.


Figure H5 reveals that, on average, home values increase in more affluent in areas following the 
opening of affordable housing.  The only exception is the for homes that are adjacent to 
affordable housing and sold in the three years after a development opens, sold for about 
$15,000 less than homes sold in the three years before. However, Figure H6 reveals that this 
decrease is sales price is offset by an increase in price per square foot of $15.  Thus, the 
supposed negative impact on sales price is simply an artifact of the size of the homes that sold 
before versus after the opening of affordable housing.  While the houses that sold prior to the 
opening were larger, the homes that sold following were smaller but more valuable as measured 
by square footage. The increase in value per square foot is found across the study area. The 
$15 increase in the sales price per square foot of nearby homes decreases to a roughly $3 
increase in price per square foot, relative to the rest of the county, more than ⅔ of a mile away.  


Overall, the data on actual home sales do not support the claim that affordable housing 
depresses local home values. We also do not find evidence that placing affordable housing in 
relatively wealthier neighborhoods has a substantially different effect on the price per square 
foot of nearby homes than affordable housing in higher poverty neighborhoods. Homes that 
have the highest increase in value are located within ⅔ of a mile of the opening affordable 
housing development.




CRIME


WHAT DID WE DO?


We made a significant effort to collect crime data from as many cities in the county as possible.  
The earlier crime data for this study were collected as part of the Southern California Crime 
Study (SCCS) (https://ilssc.soceco.uci.edu/southern-california-crime-study/). In that study, the 
researchers made an effort to contact each police agency in the Southern California region[1] 
and request address-level incident crime data for the years 2005-2012.[2] Many of the agencies 
were willing to share their data with us. The data come from crime reports officially coded and 
reported by the police departments. 


We classified crime events into six Uniform Crime Report (UCR) categories: homicide, 
aggravated assault, robbery, burglary, motor vehicle theft, and larceny. Crime events were 
geocoded for each city separately to latitude–longitude point locations using ArcGIS 10.2, and 
subsequently aggregated to blocks. The average geocoding match rate was 97.2% across the 
cities. These data have been used in several prior studies (Kubrin and Hipp 2016; Hipp and 
Kubrin 2017).


The LCL research team and its partners from the Orange County United Way and Jamboree 
Housing then made attempts to update the original data set by reconnecting with all local law 
enforcement agencies in Orange County. The data request mimicked the original request for 
crime times and locational data. The research team used the same process to geocode the 
data, though many agencies provided data that was already geocoded to the precise location of 
the event. Table 2 presents the agency and years from which we have the crime data.




Table 2.  Crime Data by Year and Law Enforcement Agency


After aggregating the crime data to census blocks, we joined the data to the locations for 
affordable housing placement.  We computed the distance around each housing placement and 
determined the distance of each block from the housing up to one mile. Based on the year of 
the housing placement, we determined the amount of crime within a block during the year of 
placement, and then each of the three years before and after placement.   


Our analyses compared the amount of crime in blocks both before and after the housing 
placement.  We assessed these differences for two violent crimes: aggravated assault and 
robbery.  We also assessed these differences for three property crimes: burglary, motor vehicle 
theft, and larceny (theft).  For these analyses, we determined which blocks were within three 
different buffers of the housing placement: within 1/5 of a mile; between 1/5 and ½ mile; and 
between ½ and 1 mile. 




[1] We define the region as including five counties: San Bernardino, Riverside, Los Angeles, Orange and
San Diego.

[2] 61.8% of the cities have data for all or seven of the eight years in this range. For remaining cities,
coverage varies year to year.

WHAT DID WE FIND?


Regarding the two violent crimes, we found no evidence of an increase after the placement of 
housing. In Figure C1 we see that the number of aggravated assaults in blocks within 1/5 of a 
mile actually decline very slightly after placement, whereas there is effectively no difference at 
longer distances. In Figure C2 for robberies, the number of robberies actually slightly declines 
after placement at all distances from the housing. Turning to the property crimes, Figure C3 for 
burglaries tells the same story:  the number of burglaries after placement actually slightly 
declines at all distances from the housing. The one exception is in Figure C4, where the number 
of motor vehicle thefts slightly increases after placement at all distances. This is a very modest 
effect, as the average block experiences an additional 1/10 of a motor vehicle theft after 
placement. In Figure C5 there is no change in larcenies after placement within 1/5 of a mile, and 
very slight increases at longer distances. 


DOES NEIGHBORHOOD MATTER?


We also assessed whether the poverty level of the neighborhood impacted the relationship 
between affordable housing placement and changes in crime. For these models we aggregated 
the violent crimes into one measure, and the property crimes into another. In Figure C6 we see 
no evidence that violent crimes increase after placement in high poverty neighborhoods. There 
are actually slightly fewer violent crimes within 1/5 of a mile, and little difference at longer 
distances. There is some evidence of an increase in property crime in high poverty 
neighborhoods after placement as seen in Figure C7. The average block within 1/5 mile has 
about one more property crime every two years, and blocks from 1/5 to ½ mile have about one 
more property crime every three years. 


In low poverty tracts, it appears that there is little change in crime after placement of housing.  
Figure C8 shows that there is actually a very slight drop in violent crimes within 1/5 to ½ mile of 
housing after placement, but no difference at other distances. In Figure C9 we see that for 
blocks within 1/5 mile of a placement there is about 0.1 more property crimes per year—that is, 
one more property crime every 10 years. There is no change for blocks from 1/5 to ½ mile, and 
blocks from ½ to 1 mile have about one more property crime every 5 years. 




CONCLUSIONS


The siting of affordable housing does not negatively affect housing prices in Orange County. In 
fact, we see modest increases in both sales prices and price per square footage county wide, 
with the most pronounced impact in places categorized with higher rates of poverty.


The siting of affordable housing reduces most types of crime, especially violent crime. The 
overall impact is best described as “null”, as the changes in crime are measured in a fraction of 
a single crime per year.


Prior to collecting and analyzing the data, we completed a literature review of similar studies 
conducted in other parts of the United States. The results from our analysis for Orange County 
add to what has been found elsewhere: The placement of affordable housing does not 
negatively impact the surrounding community, and in many ways, it enhances both local 
property values and increases public safety.
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Figure A1 – Summary of Housing Overall Housing Prices and Distance to Affordable Housing
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Figure H1.  Overall Housing Prices


Figure H2.  Price Per Square Foot Overall




Figure H3 - Housing Prices – High Poverty Tracts


Figure H4 - Price Per Square Foot - High Poverty Tracts




Figure H5 - Housing Prices – Low Poverty Tracts





Figure H6 - Price Per Square Foot - Low Poverty Tracts







Figure C1 – Aggravated Assaults, Overall


 


Figure C2 – Robberies, Overall


 




Figure C3 – Burglaries, Overall


 


Figure C4 – Motor Vehicle Theft, Overall


 




Figure C5 – Larceny, Overall


Figure C6 – Violent Crimes in Higher Poverty Places




Figure C7 – Property Crimes in Higher Poverty Places


 


Figure C8 – Violent Crimes, Lower Poverty Places


 




Figure C9 – Property Crimes, Lower Poverty Places




ANYANG CITY HALL
235 Simin-daero, Dongan-gu Anyang-si, Gyeonggi-do,

Republic of Korea

TEL +82-31-8045-5824~5 FAX +82-31-8045-6511

http://www.anyang.go.kr

June 7, 2022

Dear Honorable Director of International Relations of Garden Grove City:

First of all, I appreciate your interest and cooperation in the City of Anyang.

  I am glad to inform you that Mr. Choi Dae-ho was re-elected as the mayor 
of Anyang through the Republic of Korea’s local election on June 1, 2022. 

  Mayor Choi will serve a four-year term again starting from July 1, and 
citizens and officers in Anyang are looking forward to achieving greater 
developments with Mayor Choi. 

  I sincerely hope that the friendship between Garden Grove and Anyang will 
be continually strengthened henceforth. 

Yours truly,

Choo Gyo-dong
Director of Administrative Management Division of Anyang City

◎ Profile of the 10th Mayor of Anyang City

○ Name: Choi Dae-ho
○ Date of Birth: June 10, 1958
○ Work Experience

- the 7th Mayor of Anyang (July 1, 2010 ~ June 30, 2014)
- the 9th Mayor of Anyang (July 1, 2018 ~ June 30, 2022)
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aGGẐG bJ̀cGd̀B̂



CODE 2

RESPONSES 698

ON TIME 660

LATE 38

CODE 3

RESPONSES 412

ON TIME 356

LATE 56

TOTALS

RESPONSES 1110

ON TIME 1016

LATE 94

PERCENTAGE 91.53%

8:38

2:49

AVERAGE RESPONSE TIME:

AVERAGE LATE TIME:

GARDEN GROVE

MAY 2022 ON‐TIME COMPLIANCE

ON TIME LATE

Attachment IIC
Mgers. Memo 6/9/22



WEEKLY MEMO  6-9-2022

S O C I A L  M E D I A
H I G H L I G H T S  



Post Performance
June 2, 2022 – June 8, 2022

Review the lifetime performance of the posts you published during the publishing period.



Post Performance

Included in this Report

@CityGardenGrove Garden Grove City Hall gardengrovecityhall
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gardengrovecityhall
Wed 6/8/2022 4:57 pm PDT

Impressions 355

Reach 352

Comments 0

Story Taps Back 22

gardengrovecityhall
Wed 6/8/2022 4:56 pm PDT

Impressions 425

Reach 419

Comments 0

Story Taps Back 4

@CityGardenGrove
Wed 6/8/2022 4:50 pm PDT

Impressions —

Potential Reach 5,368

Engagements —

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) —

It's #WaterWiseWednesday,
#GardenGrove! Are you remembering to
make water-wise decisions? Find ways y…

https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove/status/1534684232978554880
https://prod-api-aws.int.sproutsocial.com/listening/twitter-search/new?query=%23WaterWiseWednesday
https://prod-api-aws.int.sproutsocial.com/listening/twitter-search/new?query=%23GardenGrove
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gardengrovecityhall
Wed 6/8/2022 4:49 pm PDT

Impressions 363

Reach 326

Engagements 4

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 1.1%

Garden Grove City Hall
Wed 6/8/2022 4:48 pm PDT

Impressions 131

Reach 130

Engagements 2

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 1.5%

@CityGardenGrove
Wed 6/8/2022 11:49 am PDT

Impressions 31

Potential Reach 4,563

Engagements 1

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 3.2%

It's #WaterWiseWednesday,
#GardenGrove! Are you remembering to
make water-wise decisions? Find ways y…

It's #WaterWiseWednesday,
#GardenGrove! Are you remembering to
make water-wise decisions? Find ways y…

 Tomorrow is the Civic Center
Community Engagement virtual meeting!
Help us determine improvements to the…

https://www.instagram.com/p/CekDZBVP_QY/
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160034418404253/
https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove/status/1534608474243444737
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gardengrovecityhall
Wed 6/8/2022 11:48 am PDT

Impressions 334

Reach 321

Engagements 6

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 1.8%

Garden Grove City Hall
Wed 6/8/2022 11:46 am PDT

Impressions 742

Reach 734

Engagements 8

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 1.1%

@CityGardenGrove
Tue 6/7/2022 4:52 pm PDT

Impressions 153

Potential Reach 4,562

Engagements 6

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 3.9%

 Tomorrow is the Civic Center
Community Engagement virtual meeting!
Help us determine improvements to the…

 Tomorrow is the Civic Center
Community Engagement virtual meeting!
Help us determine improvements to the…

#StateOfTheCity returns to an in-person
event! Mayor Jones will deliver his official
address at the State of the City luncheo…

https://www.instagram.com/p/Cejg8EfD64P/
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160034013634253/
https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove/status/1534322553350549504
https://prod-api-aws.int.sproutsocial.com/listening/twitter-search/new?query=%23StateOfTheCity
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gardengrovecityhall
Tue 6/7/2022 4:49 pm PDT

Impressions 495

Reach 489

Comments 0

Story Taps Back 19

gardengrovecityhall
Tue 6/7/2022 4:49 pm PDT

Impressions 558

Reach 553

Comments 0

Story Taps Back 2

gardengrovecityhall
Tue 6/7/2022 4:46 pm PDT

Impressions 611

Reach 575

Engagements 21

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 3.4%

 #StateOfTheCity returns to an in-person
event! Garden Grove Mayor Steve Jones
will deliver his official address at the 20…

https://www.instagram.com/p/CeheNfxrGwq/
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Garden Grove City Hall
Tue 6/7/2022 4:37 pm PDT

Impressions 436

Reach 426

Engagements 25

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 5.7%

gardengrovecityhall
Tue 6/7/2022 11:53 am PDT

Impressions 1,124

Reach 1,071

Engagements 37

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 3.3%

Garden Grove City Hall
Tue 6/7/2022 11:50 am PDT

Impressions 1,428

Reach 1,378

Engagements 12

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 0.8%

 #StateOfTheCity returns to an in-person
event! Garden Grove Mayor Steve Jones
will deliver his official address at the 20…

 Are you, or do you know, a local high
school student who has a natural talent for
music? The Garden Grove Community…

 Are you, or do you know, a local high
school student who has a natural talent for
music? The Garden Grove Community…

https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160032767604253/
https://www.instagram.com/p/Ceg8rlCrqn7/
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160032370639253/
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@CityGardenGrove
Mon 6/6/2022 4:57 pm PDT

Impressions 378

Potential Reach 4,590

Engagements 17

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 4.5%

Garden Grove City Hall
Mon 6/6/2022 4:56 pm PDT

Impressions 2,077

Reach 2,063

Engagements 42

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 2%

@CityGardenGrove
Mon 6/6/2022 1:32 pm PDT

Impressions 229

Potential Reach 4,560

Engagements 14

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 6.1%

 Commuter Alert The northbound I-
405/westbound SR-22 on-ramp from Valley
View Street will be closed starting 10PM…

 Commuter Alert The northbound I-
405/westbound SR-22 on-ramp from Valley
View Street will be closed starting 10:00…

The City recognized over 40 residents at
the 2022 Garden Grove College Graduates’
Reception for their achievements in high…

https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove/status/1533961390259482625
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160031079599253/
https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove/status/1533909617465470976
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gardengrovecityhall
Mon 6/6/2022 1:27 pm PDT

Impressions 1,815

Reach 1,432

Engagements 90

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 5%

Garden Grove City Hall
Mon 6/6/2022 1:22 pm PDT

Impressions —

Reach —

Engagements —

Engagement Rate (per Impression) —

Garden Grove City Hall
Mon 6/6/2022 1:22 pm PDT

Impressions 3,520

Reach 2,863

Engagements 215

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 6.1%

 On Thursday, June 2, 2022, the City of
Garden Grove recognized over 40
residents at the 2022 Garden Grove…

https://www.instagram.com/p/CeeiuRssoTT/
https://www.facebook.com/GardenGroveCityHall/photos/a.10160030783744253/10160030783139253/?type=3
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160030783789253/
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Garden Grove City Hall
Mon 6/6/2022 12:29 pm PDT

Impressions 612

Reach 600

Engagements 11

Engagement Rate (per Impression) 1.8%

Garden Grove City Hall
Thu 6/2/2022 5:00 pm PDT

Impressions 0

Reach 0

Engagements 10

Engagement Rate (per Impression) —

Garden Grove City Hall
Thu 6/2/2022 11:06 am PDT

Impressions 1,346

Reach 1,295

Engagements 21

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 1.6%

OCTA wants to hear from you! #OCTA is
conducting outreach for the Making Better
Connections Study, an evaluation of…

 15-Hour Overnight Closure of I-405 The
north and southbound I-405 at the SR-73
will experience a 15-hour closure this…

https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160030701049253/
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160023226504253/
https://www.facebook.com/149409874252/posts/10160023200679253/
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Garden Grove City Hall
Thu 6/2/2022 10:18 am PDT

Impressions —

Reach —

Engagements —

Engagement Rate (per Impression) —

https://www.facebook.com/GardenGroveCityHall/photos/a.10150643093474253/10160023119254253/?type=3
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Garden Grove Police Depa…
Wed 6/8/2022 12:01 pm PDT

Impressions 2,294

Reach 2,294

Engagements 217

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 9.5%

Garden Grove Police Depa…
Tue 6/7/2022 10:05 am PDT

Impressions 3,616

Reach 3,616

Engagements 306

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 8.5%

ggpdk9unit
Tue 6/7/2022 7:26 am PDT

Impressions 444

Reach 316

Engagements 69

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 15.5%

Help shape the future of #GardenGrove
Civic Center area, which includes:
modernization and potential re-location …

In Memory of Officer Donald F. Reed.
#EOW June 7, 1980. Officer Reed began
his law enforcement career as a…

Reposted from @k9sofvalor "Freedom is
never more than one generation away
from extinction. We didn't pass it to our…

https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/384930043669411
https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/384221150406967
https://www.instagram.com/p/CegeH3Er97j/
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Garden Grove Police Depa…
Sun 6/5/2022 6:00 pm PDT

Video Views 917

Impressions 1,901

Reach 1,830

Engagements 342

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 18%

Garden Grove Police Depa…
Sat 6/4/2022 6:00 pm PDT

Impressions 9,493

Reach 9,283

Engagements 450

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 4.7%

Garden Grove Police Depa…
Sat 6/4/2022 9:10 am PDT

Video Views 1,185

Impressions 2,278

Reach 2,246

Engagements 256

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 11.2%

This morning, the #GardenGrove
community joined members of
#GardenGrovePD as we paid tribute to t…

Event Reminder: Please join us tomorrow,
Sunday, June 5th at 8:30 AM, when the
Beyond the Call of Duty - End of Watch…

#PhysicalAgilityTesting is in progress.
Good luck to all our applicants going
through the course today! If you missed…

https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/383174843844931
https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/382556177240131
https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/382341417261607
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Garden Grove Police Depa…
Fri 6/3/2022 6:00 pm PDT

Impressions 3,502

Reach 3,391

Engagements 260

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 7.4%

Garden Grove Police Depa…
Fri 6/3/2022 6:00 pm PDT

Impressions —

Reach —

Engagements —

Engagement Rate (per Impression) —

Garden Grove Police Depa…
Fri 6/3/2022 12:00 pm PDT

Impressions 15,809

Reach 15,340

Engagements 2,737

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 17.3%

Over #MemorialWeekend,
#GardenGroveCERT members had a “live”
training where they provided 1st Aid…

#GardenGrovePD detectives had been
investigating a series of burglaries from a
local self-storage facility, dating back to…

https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/381925793969836
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=381925730636509&set=a.243228564506227&type=3
https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/381795400649542
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Garden Grove Police Depa…
Thu 6/2/2022 12:01 pm PDT

Impressions 6,070

Reach 5,934

Engagements 238

Engagement Rate (per
Impression) 3.9%

#DidYouKnow the #GardenGrovePD is
starting our very first Teen Academy? The
Academy will take place Wednesday, Jun…

https://www.facebook.com/243293504499733/posts/381156120713470
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Election 2022: Early counts put Vicente 
Sarmiento in lead for OC Supervisor District 2 
seat 

 
From left, candidates for the District 2 seat on the Orange County Board of Supervisors, 
Jon Dumitru, Cecilia Iglesias, Kim Bernice Nguyen, Vicente Sarmiento and Juan 
Villegas 
By ALICIA ROBINSON | arobinson@scng.com and TESS SHEETS | tsheets@scng.com | 
The Orange County Register 
PUBLISHED: June 7, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. | UPDATED: June 7, 2022 at 10:22 p.m. 
Santa Ana Mayor Vicente Sarmiento took an early lead Tuesday night in the race for 
the next Orange County District 2 supervisor. 

Whoever ends up in the seat will make history as the first person to represent the 
county’s first Latino-majority voting district, which was created by last year’s once-a-
decade redistricting. The top two votegetters in Tuesday’s primary will advance to 
November. 

The newly drawn seat, which represents Santa Ana and parts of Anaheim, Garden 
Grove, Orange and Tustin, has no incumbent, and five candidates hope to be the first 
to hold it. 

Orange Councilman Jon Dumitru; Cecilia Iglesias, a former councilwoman and school 
board trustee from Santa Ana; Garden Grove Councilwoman Kim Bernice Nguyen; 
Sarmiento; and former Santa Ana councilman Juan Villegas are on Tuesday’s ballot. 

https://www.ocregister.com/author/alicia-robinson/
mailto:arobinson@scng.com
https://www.ocregister.com/author/tess-sheets/
mailto:tsheets@scng.com
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Continue watchingAs he turns 42, Heat’s Haslem deliberating 20th season, but rules 
out coaching with sights set on being team ownerafter the ad 
Nguyen and Dumitru trailed, followed by Iglesias and Villegas in the first couple 
updates of results posted within a couple hours after polls closed. 

Nguyen said she was feeling “really good, really excited,” after early vote returns 
Tuesday night put her a close second to Sarmiento. She said she hoped “the fact that 
I had actual plans and positions on the issues that the county is facing,” would help 
voters feel like she provided them a “sense of direction,” and ultimately sway the votes 
in her favor. 

We’ll be posting live results here as they come in, and continuing through the evening 
and possibly into the next few days as ballots are counted. 

While the Board of Supervisors is nonpartisan, the OC Democratic and Republican 
parties pay close attention to the seats. The district is solidly blue, with the two 
Democrats showing the early lead (Nguyen and Sarmiento) over the two Republicans 
(Dumitru and Iglesias). Villegas lists no party affiliation. 

District 2 is in the heart of the county and includes the seat of county government, 
Santa Ana. Whoever wins office will face decisions about how to house the homeless 
and provide more access to mental health care for everyone, and how to expand 
open space access in a park-poor district. 

Orange County’s five-member Board of Supervisors oversees a budget of more than 
$7 billion that funds the offices of the Sheriff, District Attorney and Public Defender, 
social services, 60,000 acres of public parks, beaches and open space, and the public 
health department that’s been leading the local COVID-19 response. 
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Election 2022: Diedre Nguyen, Tri Ta ahead in 
open 70th Assembly District race 
Janet Nguyen's decision to run for state Senate means one 
Democrat and five Republicans are running for an open, blue-
leaning seat. 

 
From left, candidates for the 70th Assembly District, Tri Ta, Ted Bui, Kimberly Ho, Emily 
Hibard and Diedre Nguyen. Westminster City Commissioner Jason Gray is not pictured. 
By BROOKE STAGGS | bstaggs@scng.com and ROXANA 
KOPETMAN | rkopetman@scng.com | Orange County Register 
PUBLISHED: June 7, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. | UPDATED: June 8, 2022 at 8:35 a.m. 
 
As the only Democrat running in the blue-leaning 70th District centered around Little 
Saigon, Garden Grove Councilwoman Diedre Nguyen predictably held the lead as 
updated results came in Wednesday morning. 

Of her five Republican challengers, Westminster Mayor Tri Ta was solidly in second 
place, followed by a dead heat between two fellow office holders: Westminster 
Councilwoman Kimberly Ho and Fountain Valley Councilman Ted Bui. 

The other GOP challengers — Emily Hibard, a businesswoman from Los Alamitos, 
and Jason Gray, a Westminster city commissioner who’s worked in the mortgage 
business — trailed behind. 

https://www.ocregister.com/author/brooke-staggs/
mailto:bstaggs@scng.com
https://www.ocregister.com/author/roxana-kopetman/
https://www.ocregister.com/author/roxana-kopetman/
mailto:rkopetman@scng.com
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There has been a fierce competition between the five Republican challengers — and 
particularly among three who currently hold office — to see which of them might land 
enough GOP support to also advance to the decisive November election. 

We’ll offer live updates here for this race as votes are counted, potentially continuing 
over the next few days if results are close. 

AD-70 was carved out of a couple of Assembly districts when a state commission 
changed all political boundaries during the once-in-a-decade redistricting process. 
Much of the new district currently is represented by Assemblywoman Janet Nguyen, 
R-Fountain Valley. 
 
But she opted to run for a new coastal state Senate seat rather than defend her 
redrawn Assembly seat, which now includes all or parts of Garden Grove, Fountain 
Valley, Westminster, Los Alamitos, and Rossmoor. 
 
Janet Nguyen’s decision prompted other Republican leaders, including Ta, Ho and 
Bui, to jump into the AD-70 race. 

Ho has a substantial financial advantage in the race, having raised $394,090 and 
sitting on $61,491 in cash as of May 21. 

Ta was in second place in terms of donations, with $268,582 raised but just $15,572 
left in cash as he fought to make it through the primary. And Bui reported $239,597 in 
donations and $28,744 in campaign cash 

Diedre Nguyen raised a bit less, with $216,119 in donations. But since she’s not 
facing any Democratic challengers in the primary, she’s held onto most of her money, 
with $170,688 in cash putting her in the strongest financial position heading into the 
general election. 

Diedre Nguyen also had an advantage in voter registration, with Democrats holding a 
4-point lead over Republicans in AD-70. 
 

https://www.ocregister.com/2022/05/06/elections-2022-meet-the-candidates-in-the-open-70th-assembly-district-race/
https://www.ocregister.com/2022/04/18/elections-2022-meet-the-candidates-for-the-new-state-senate-seat-on-orange-county-coast/


 

 

 
 
 

CONTACT: 
Ana Pulido, Public Information Officer 
(714) 741-5280/anap@ggcity.org  

Tuesday, June 7, 2022 
 

 
MAYOR TO DISCUSS COMMUNITY’S POST-PANDEMIC 

WELLNESS, ECONOMIC REBOUND AT STATE OF THE CITY 2022 
 

 Garden Grove Mayor Steve Jones will deliver his official address at the 2022 

State of the City luncheon, hosted by the Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce, in 

partnership with the City of Garden Grove. The event will take place on Wednesday, 

July 13, 2022, from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m., at the Hyatt Regency Orange County, 

located at 11999 Harbor Boulevard. Tickets are $75 per person after June 13.   

Mayor Jones will discuss the City’s actions to overcome current and long-

term consequences of the pandemic, focusing on the community’s health and 

mental wellbeing, and economic re-bound in tourism and commercial 

developments.  

A complete transcript of the mayor’s speech will be available on the City’s 

website at ggcity.org, following the event.  

 For tickets and sponsorship opportunities, visit gardengrovechamber.com, or 

contact the Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce at 

ceo@gardengrovechamber.com or (714) 638-7950. 

 

### 

      

mailto:anap@ggcity.org
https://ggcity.org/
https://gardengrovechamber.com/
mailto:ceo@gardengrovechamber.com
https://www.ci.garden-grove.ca.us/mobileapp
https://www.facebook.com/GardenGroveCityHall
https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove
https://www.instagram.com/GardenGroveCityHall
https://www.youtube.com/GardenGroveTV3
https://nextdoor.com/agency-detail/ca/garden-grove/city-of-garden-grove/


 

 

 
 
 

CONTACT: 
Ana Pulido, Public Information Officer  
Community Relations/Garden Grove TV3 
(714) 741-5280/anap@ggcity.org  

Monday, June 6, 2022 
 

 
CITY RECOGNIZES RESIDENTS FOR  

ACHIEVEMENTS IN HIGHER EDUCATION 
 
 

 On Thursday, June 2, 2022, the City of Garden Grove recognized over 40 

residents at the 2022 Garden Grove College Graduates’ Reception for their 

achievements in higher education. Graduates received local, state, and federal 

certificates of recognition, and nearly $5,000 in opportunity cash prizes, gift cards, 

and services.  

 During the private event, Mayor Pro Tem District 3 Diedre Thu-Ha Nguyen 

encouraged graduates to grow their careers in Garden Grove.  

 “The City proudly commends each of you for your academic accomplishments 

that will serve you well throughout your careers. As you enter the professional 

workforce, I’d like you to consider staying in Garden Grove and build your future 

here,” said Mayor Pro Tem District 3 Diedre Thu-Ha Nguyen.  

 Degrees ranged from associate to doctorate, with disciplines that included 

chemistry, pharmacy, and public administration.   

 The City has held the event recognizing local college graduates since 2013, 

returning to an in-person format this year, following a virtual program in 2021.  

 

-more- 

 

      

mailto:anap@ggcity.org
https://www.ci.garden-grove.ca.us/mobileapp
https://www.facebook.com/GardenGroveCityHall
https://twitter.com/CityGardenGrove
https://www.instagram.com/GardenGroveCityHall
https://www.youtube.com/GardenGroveTV3
https://nextdoor.com/agency-detail/ca/garden-grove/city-of-garden-grove/


City Recognizes Residents for Achievements in Higher Education 
2-2-2 
 
 
 Sponsors for the event included DTN.TECH, Garden Grove Unified School 

District, Garden Grove Shell #1, Phuc Long Coffee and Tea, Garden Grove Elks 

Lodge #1952, The Pink Door Salon, Garden Grove Police Association, Happiness is a 

Balloon, Signal Hill Petroleum, and Special Education Attorney, PC Tony Tai Nguyen.  

 For more information and to view photos, visit ggcity.org/grads.  

### 

https://ggcity.org/grads


    
 

 
MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS 

 
June 9, 2022 

 
 
 

1. Calendar of Events 

2. Agenda for the June 9, 2022 Zoning Administrator meeting. 

3. Agenda for the June 16, 2022 Planning Commission meeting. 

4. Minutes from the June 9, 2022 Zoning Administrator meeting. 

5. League of California Cities, “CalCities,” from June 3, 2022 to June 9, 2022. 

   

 



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

CALENDAR OF EVENTS  
 

    June 9, 2022 – July 29, 2022 
 
 

    
Thursday June 9  $2 Casual Dress Day 

    
Tuesday  June 14 5:30 p.m. 

6:30 p.m. 

Closed Session, CMC 

Successor Agency Meeting, CMC 
City Council Meeting, CMC 

    
Thursday  June 16 7:00 p.m. Planning Commission Meeting, CMC 
    

Friday  June 17  City Hall Closed – Regular Friday Closure 
    

Tuesday June 28 5:30 p.m. 
6:30 p.m. 

Closed Session, CMC 
Housing Authority, CMC 
Sanitary District Board, CMC 

Successor Agency Meeting, CMC 
City Council Meeting, CM 

    
Friday  July 1  City Hall Closed – Regular Friday Closure 
    

Friday  July 4  City Hall Closed – Independence Day 
    

Thursday  July 7 7:00 p.m. Planning Commission Meeting, CMC 
    
Tuesday  July 12 5:30 p.m. 

6:30 p.m. 

Closed Session, CMC 

Successor Agency Meeting, CMC 
City Council Meeting, CMC 

    
Tuesday July 14  $2 Holiday Drive Casual Dress Day 
    

  9:00 a.m. Downtown Commission Meeting, CMC 
    

  6:00 p.m. Parks, Recreation, and Arts Commission Meeting, CMC 
    
Friday  July 15  City Hall Closed – Regular Friday Closure 

    
Tuesday July 26 5:30 p.m. 

6:30 p.m. 

Closed Session, CMC 

Housing Authority, CMC 
Sanitary District Board, CMC 
Successor Agency Meeting, CMC 

City Council Meeting, CM 
    

Thursday July 28  $2 Casual Dress Day 
    

Friday  July 29  City Hall Closed – Regular Friday Closure 









GARDEN GROVE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR MEETING 
Garden Grove Community Meeting Center 

11300 Stanford Avenue, Garden Grove, CA  92840 
 

 Meeting Minutes 
Thursday, June 9, 2022 

 

CALL TO ORDER:  9:00 a.m.  
 

PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-221-2022 
 
Applicant:   Off Duty Garden Grove L.P. 

Location:   12900 Euclid Street #110 within SteelCraft 
Date:   June 9, 2022 

 
Request: To operate a new wine bar, Off Duty, with a new original Alcoholic 

Beverage Control (ABC) “Type 47” (On-Sale, General) License. The 

site is in the CC-3 (Civic Center Core) zone. In conjunction with the 
request, the Zoning Administrator will also consider a determination 

that the project is categorically exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15301 – 

Existing Facilities – of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 

Action: Public Hearing Held.  Speaker(s):  William Burkett, Steve 

Phillips, Maureen Blackmun 
 

Action: The Zoning Administrator adopted Decision No. 1818-22. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-222-2022 

 
Applicant:   BR Restaurant Solutions, Inc., dba La Taqueria 

Location:   12900 Euclid Street #120 within SteelCraft 
Date:   June 9, 2022 
 

Request: To operate an existing restaurant, La Taqueria, with a new original 
Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) “Type 47” (On-Sale, General) 

License. The site is in the CC-3 (Civic Center Core) zone. In 
conjunction with the request, the Zoning Administrator will also 
consider a determination that the project is categorically exempt from 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 
15301 – Existing Facilities – of the State CEQA Guidelines. 

 
Action: Public Hearing Held.  Speaker(s):  Benedict Gonzalez, 

Maureen Blackmun 

 
Action: The Zoning Administrator adopted Decision No. 1819-22. 

 
PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-224-2022 
 

Applicant:   Tuanh Enterprises 
Location:   12761 Harbor Boulevard #I-1 



Zoning Administrator Minutes  
 

 
 2 June 9, 2022 

 

Date:   June 9, 2022 
 

Request: To operate a new restaurant, Cajun Crack’n, with a new original 
Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) “Type 41” (On-Sale, Beer and Wine, 

Public Eating Place) License. The site is in the HCSP-DC (Harbor 
Corridor Specific Plan-District Commercial) zone. In conjunction with 
the request, the Zoning Administrator will also consider a 

determination that the project is categorically exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 

15301 – Existing Facilities – of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 

Action: Public Hearing Held.  Speaker(s):  Mike Shakeri 

 
Action: The Zoning Administrator adopted Decision No. 1821-22. 

 
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS – PUBLIC: None. 
 

ADJOURNMENT:  The Zoning Administrator adjourned the meeting at 9:20 a.m. 
 

 
 

______________________________ 
Judith Moore, Recording Secretary  
 

 

















Cal Cities-sponsored bond agency
issues more than $135 million in tax-
exempt bonds for affordable housing

in Irvine, Santa Ana, Oxnard, and
Morgan Hill

Jun 8, 2022

The California Statewide Communities Development Authority (CSCDA)
announced the issuance of more than $135 million in tax-exempt multifamily
affordable housing bonds in the cities of Irvine, Santa Ana, Oxnard, and Morgan
Hill.

Irvine

In Irvine, CSCDA issued $39,905,957 in affordable housing bonds for Lynx
Family apartments. The apartments are part of a master-developed
neighborhood, Great Park Neighborhoods. The vision for the project began in
1996 with the closure of the Marine Corps Air Station El Toro. CSCDA has
previously issued bonds for four similar projects in the neighborhood.

The 144-unit affordable community will be restricted for extremely low- and low-
income tenants. The apartments consist of one-, two-, and three-bedroom units
and two managers’ units.

CSCDA partnered with the city and others to provide the tax-exempt multifamily
affordable housing bonds. Although the financing requires the affordability of
units for low-income residents to be maintained for 55 years, the regulatory
agreement with the city requires that the units remain affordable in perpetuity.

https://www.calcities.org/


Santa Ana

The joint powers authority also issued $40,200,000 in affordable housing bonds
for Westview House in Santa Ana. The 85 housing units will be restricted to
extremely low- and low-income tenants — households earning less than 30% to
60% of the area median income. The apartments will consist of one-, two-,
three-, and four-bedroom units, as well as a manager’s unit.

CSCDA partnered with the city and others for the issuance of the bonds. The
financing for the apartments requires that the affordability of units for extremely
low-income and low-income tenants be maintained for 55 years.

Oxnard

The organization also issued $19,100,034 in affordable housing bonds for 2
and B Street Apartments in Oxnard. The 56-unit community will be 100% rent-
restricted for extremely low-income individuals — households earning less than
30% of the area median income — and those experiencing homelessness. The
apartments will consist of one-, two-, and three-bedroom units, as well as a
manager’s unit.

The joint powers authority partnered with the city of Oxnard to provide affordable
housing bonds for the 2  and B Street Apartments. The financing for the
apartments requires the affordability of units for extremely low-income tenants to
be maintained for 55 years.

Morgan Hill

Additionally, CSCDA issued 35,800,000 in affordable housing bonds for Royal
Oak Village Apartments in Morgan Hill. The apartments offer 73 affordable
housing units and will be restricted to households earning less than 30% and
50% of the area median income. The apartments consist of one-, two-, and
three-bedroom units, as well as a manager’s unit.

nd

nd



CSCDA partnered with the city and others for the issuance of the bonds. The
financing for the apartments requires the affordability of units for extremely low-
income and very low-income tenants to be maintained for 55 years.

About CSCDA 

CSCDA is a joint powers authority created in 1988 and is sponsored by the
League of California Cities and the California State Association of Counties.
More than 530 cities, counties, and special districts are program participants in
CSCDA, which serves as their conduit issuer and provides access to efficiently
financed, locally approved projects. Visit the organization’s website
(https://cscda.org/)  to learn how CSCDA can help your city.

1400 K Street, Suite 400


Sacramento, CA 95814

P:
(916) 658-8200


F: (916) 658-8240


https://cscda.org/
tel:916-658-8200


State implements new water
conservation measures and warns of
the potential for harsher restrictions

Jun 8, 2022

California has enacted a new emergency regulation in response to worsening
drought conditions and lagging conservation efforts. The emergency regulation
(https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/emer
gency_regulation.html) bans the watering of nonfunctional or purely decorative
grass in commercial, industrial, or institutional properties with potable water.

The new rules are expected to go into effect within the next week or so. Local
governments, water suppliers, and the California State Water Resources Control
Board can use their own discretion when communicating and enforcing the ban.

Enforcement actions may include warning letters, conservation orders, and fines
up to $500 per day. Agencies are encouraged to provide additional assistance to
disadvantaged communities and translate conservation updates into non-English
languages.

Some types of nonfunctional turf are exempt from the new regulations. The ban
does not apply to residential properties but does apply to the common areas of
subdivisions and properties controlled by homeowner associations. The
regulations also do not apply to property used for recreational purposes,
community events, sports fields, or areas irrigated with recycled wastewater.
There are also exceptions for tree health
(https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/docs/
emergency-reg-faq-june-22.pdf) if property owners meet certain conditions. 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/emergency_regulation.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/docs/emergency-reg-faq-june-22.pdf
https://www.calcities.org/


Additionally, urban water suppliers must activate local drought plans that prepare
for a water shortage of up to 20% by June 10. Water suppliers without a water
shortage contingency plan may take alternative compliance actions if certain
conditions are met
(https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/docs/
emergency-reg-faq-june-22.pdf) . All other suppliers must undertake several actions
as outlined in the emergency regulations
(https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/emer
gency_regulation.html) .

The state has also relaunched the Save Our Water campaign to help raise
awareness about the drought and water conservation. The campaign website
includes a public engagement toolkit (https://saveourwater.com/en/Partner-Toolkit)
in English and Spanish, which will be updated again later this year. Save Our
Water has also released a short, educational video
(https://cadwr.app.box.com/s/dztaxvo13bq1kqik2cvfrbkjtg6bnoy4) that local water
agencies can use in their outreach efforts. 

Statewide mandates possible later this year

Statewide, water conservation efforts have lagged or decreased. Although some
water regions posted conservation gains in April, many regions saw their usage
increase by double digits — in some cases as high as 25% according to a recent
report from the State Water Board. Last July, Gov. Gavin Newsom called for a
15% voluntary water cut. Since then, Californians have only reduced their water
usage by 3.7%. 

Drought conditions are also worsening. The latest U.S. Drought Monitor update
shows that 12% of the state is in an “exceptional drought,”
(https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/CurrentMap/StateDroughtMonitor.aspx?CA) up from 0%
in March. Historically, these conditions lead to the loss of agricultural products,
recreational activities, and widespread habitat loss, along with higher

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/docs/emergency-reg-faq-june-22.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/regs/emergency_regulation.html
https://saveourwater.com/en/Partner-Toolkit
https://cadwr.app.box.com/s/dztaxvo13bq1kqik2cvfrbkjtg6bnoy4
https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/CurrentMap/StateDroughtMonitor.aspx?CA


unemployment, food insecurity, increased greenhouse gas emissions, and a
more costly fire season. 

The Governor is calling on local agencies to adopt more aggressive water
conservation strategies but has stopped short of issuing a statewide mandate.
However, during a recent meeting with urban water suppliers, it was clear that
the state may enact mandatory restrictions
(https://www.gov.ca.gov/2022/05/23/governor-newsom-convenes-summit-with-local-
water-leaders-urges-more-aggressive-response-to-ongoing-drought/) later this year if
this trend does not reverse. 

Information about the state’s drought relief and water conservation measures,
including drought assistance programs (https://drought.ca.gov/drought-
assistance/) , can be found at California Drought Action (https://drought.ca.gov/) .

1400 K Street, Suite 400
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