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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 
BOARD MEETING 

October 11, 2007 
8:30 am 

Capitol Extension, E1.028  
1500 N. Congress 

A G E N D A 

CALL TO ORDER, ROLL CALL Elizabeth Anderson 
CERTIFICATION OF QUORUM Chair of Board 

PUBLIC COMMENT
The Board will solicit Public Comment at the beginning of the meeting and will also provide for Public Comment 
on each agenda item after the presentation made by the department staff and motions made by the Board. 

The Board of the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs will meet to consider and possibly act on 
the following: 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Items on the Consent Agenda may be removed at the request of any Board member and considered at another 
appropriate time on this agenda.  Placement on the Consent Agenda does not limit the possibility of any 
presentation, discussion or approval at this meeting.  Under no circumstances does the consent agenda alter any 
requirements provided under Texas Government Code Chapter 551, the Texas Open Meetings Act.  

Item 1: Approval of the following items presented in the Board materials: 

HOME Division: 
a) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval to amend the 2007 Community Housing 

Development Organization (CHDO) Rental Housing Development Program Notice of Funding 
Availability (NOFA)

b) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval to amend the 2007 Rental Housing Development 
Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA)  

c) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of the Housing Trust Fund Rental Production 
Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA)  

Bond Division: 
d) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Resolution No. 08-001 authorizing the extension 

of the certificate purchase period for Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds, 2006 Series A-C 
(Program 66)  

Portfolio Management and Compliance Division: 
e) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of a Request for Proposals for Uniform Physical 

Condition Standards  

Community Affairs Division: 

f) Presentation, discussion, and possible approval of the 2008 Emergency Shelter Grants Program 
Subrecipient Application  

ACTION ITEMS 

Item 2: Presentation, Discussion and Approval of HOME Division Items: 

a) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of an Amendment to the 2008 Housing Trust Fund 
Plan



10/3/2007 2:34 PM 

2

   Item 3: Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Office of Colonia Initiatives Division Items:  

a) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of a Memorandum of Understanding between 
TDHCA and the Office of Rural Community Affairs regarding the management of Community 
Development Block Grants funds for the Self-Help Center Program  

   Item 4: Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Disaster Recovery Division Items:  

a) Presentation and Discussion of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery 
Status Report for CDBG Round 1 Funding relating to housing  

b) Presentation and Discussion of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery 
Status Report relating to non-housing activities for CDBG Round 1 Funding, and infrastructure 
activities for CDBG Round 2  

c) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of CDBG contract amendments to be administered 
by Office of Rural Community Affairs (ORCA)  

d) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of set aside critical infrastructure CDBG contracts to 
be administered by Office of Rural Community Affairs (ORCA)  

Item 5: Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Multifamily Division Items:  

a) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Issuance of Determination Notices for Housing Tax Credits 
Associated with Mortgage Revenue Bond Transactions with Other Issuers:  

07452 Enclave Gardens, San Antonio 
 San Antonio HFC is the Issuer 
 Recommended Credit Amount of $601,737 

07447 Three Fountains, Amarillo 
 Panhandle Regional HFC is the Issuer 
 Requested Credit Amount of $466,631 

07448 River Falls Apartments, Amarillo 
 Panhandle Regional HFC is the Issuer 
 Requested Credit Amount of $557,561 

07449 Canterbury Apartments, Amarillo 
 Panhandle Regional HFC is the Issuer 
 Recommended Credit Amount of $154,730 

07450 Puckett Place Apartments, Amarillo 
 Panhandle Regional HFC is the Issuer 
 Requested Credit Amount of $594,336 

b) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Reallocation of 2007 Housing Tax Credits and Possible 
Allocation of 2008 Housing Tax Credits  

c) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Action on a Policy for Addressing Placement in Service 
Extensions for 2005 Housing Tax Credit Developments 

d) Presentation, Discussion and Possible Action for Housing Tax Credit Amendments:  

98169    Home of Parker Commons           Ft. Worth 
01005    Chaparral Townhomes                 Allen 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION Elizabeth Anderson 

a) The Board may go into Executive Session (close its meeting to the public) on any agenda item if 
appropriate and authorized by the Open Meetings Act, Texas Government Code, Chapter 551 

b) The Board may go into Executive Session Pursuant to Texas Government Code §551.074 for the 
purposes of discussing personnel matters including to deliberate the appointment, employment, 
evaluation, reassignment, duties, discipline or dismissal of a public officer or employee 

c) Consultation with Attorney Pursuant to §551.071(a), Texas Government Code:  

1. With Respect to pending litigation styled Dever v. TDHCA Filed in Federal Court 

2. With Respect to pending litigation styled Brandal v.TDHCA Filed in State Court in Potter County 

3. With Respect to pending litigation styled Ballard  v. TDHCA Filed in Federal Court 

4. With regard to contract negotiations with selected vendor on HAP Disaster Recovery RFP  

5. With Respect to Any Other Pending Litigation Filed Since the Last Board Meeting 

OPEN SESSION Elizabeth Anderson 

Action in Open Session on Items Discussed in Executive Session 

REPORT ITEMS
Executive Director’s Report 

1. TDHCA Outreach Activities, September 2007  
2. Monthly Report on HOME Amendments Granted 
3. Response to Board Member questions directed to staff regarding HOME Task Force presentation  
4. Overview of highlights surrounding the closing of TDHCA Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bond 

Program 70 

ADJOURN                                                                                                                                      Elizabeth Anderson 

To access this agenda & details on each agenda item in the board book, please visit our website at www.tdhca.state.tx.us or contact
Nidia Hiroms, 512-475-3934; TDHCA, 221 East 11th Street, Austin, Texas 78701, and request the information.  Individuals who require 
auxiliary aids, services or sign language interpreters for this meeting should contact Gina Esteves, ADA Responsible Employee, at 512-
475-3943 or Relay Texas at 1-800-735-2989 at least two days before the meeting so that appropriate arrangements can be made. Non-

English speaking individuals who require interpreters for this meeting should contact Nidia Hiroms, 512-475-3934 at least three days 
before the meeting so that appropriate arrangements can be made.

Personas que hablan español y requieren un intérprete, favor de llamar a Jorge Reyes al siguiente número (512) 475-4577 por lo menos tres 
días antes de la junta para hacer los preparativos apropiados.



Page 1 of 1 

HOME DIVISION 
BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval to amend the 2007 Community Housing 
Development Organization (CHDO) Rental Housing Development Program Notice of Funding 
Availability (NOFA). 

Requested Action

Approve, Deny or Approve with Amendments the 2007 Community Housing Development 
Organization (CHDO) Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA). 

Background

In July 2007, the Department released the 2007 Community Housing Development Organization 
(CHDO) Rental Housing Development Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA).  The 
NOFA made available $6,000,000 in HOME funds for qualified applicants to develop affordable 
rental housing developments.  The application submission deadline is June 2, 2008.  Due to 
increased interest in the availability of CHDO funds for single family development and limited 
awards made for CHDO rental housing developments in July 2007, staff recommends expanding 
the allowable activities under this NOFA to single family developments for applicants with 
proven experience and performance with previous HOME funding received from the 
Department. 

The original NOFA is attached with blackline reflecting the amendments proposed. 

Recommendation

Approve the amended 2007 Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) Notice of 
Funding Availability (NOFA). 
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Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
HOME Investment Partnerships Program 

Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) 
Single Family and Rental Housing Development Program 

Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) 

1) Summary

a) The Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (“the Department”) 
announces the availability of approximately $6,000,000 in funding from the HOME 
Investment Partnerships Program for Community Housing Development Organizations 
(CHDO) to develop affordable single family housing for homeownership and rental
housing for low-income Texans. The availability and use of these funds is subject to the 
State HOME Rules at Title 10 Texas Administrative Code (10 TAC) Chapter 53 
(“HOME Rules”) in effect at the time the application is submitted, the Federal HOME 
regulations governing the HOME program (24 CFR Part 92), and Chapter 2306, Texas 
Government Code.  Other Federal regulations may also apply such as, but not limited to, 
24 CFR parts 50 and 58 for environmental requirements, Davis-Bacon Act for labor 
standards, 24 CFR 85.36 and 84.42 for conflict of interest and 24 CFR part 5, subpart A 
for fair housing.  Applicants are encouraged to familiarize themselves with all of the 
applicable state and federal rules that govern the program.  

2) Allocation of HOME Funds 
a) These funds are made available through unawarded and deobligated HOME funds that 

are set-aside for eligible CHDO single family developments and rental housing 
development proposals which involve new construction, rehabilitation, acquisition and 
rehabilitation of affordable rental housing development activities. All funds released 
under this NOFA are to be used for the creation of affordable single family and rental
housing for low-income Texans earning 80 percent or less of the Area Median Family 
Income (AMFI).  

b) A rental application may be submitted in a PJ if the HOME units requested are serving 
persons with disabilities; however the submission will not be processed, reviewed or 
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potentially recommended to the Board unless there is a balance of uncommitted funds 
available from the 5% PJ funds. 

c) In accordance with 10 TAC §53.58, this NOFA will be an Open Application Cycle and 
funding will be available on a first-come, first-served Statewide basis. Applications will 
be accepted until 5:00 p.m. June 2, 2008 unless all funds are committed prior to this date.  
Applicants are encouraged to review the application process cited above and described 
herein.  Applications that do not meet minimum threshold and financial feasibility will 
not be considered for funding. 

d) The Department awards HOME funds, typically as a loan, to eligible recipients for the 
provision of housing for low, very low and extremely low-income individuals and 
families, pursuant to 10 TAC §53.54(2). Award amounts are limited to no more than $3 
million per development. The minimum HOME award may not be less than $1,000 per 
HOME assisted unit.  The maximum award may not exceed 90% of the total 
development costs. The remaining 10% of total development cost must be in the form of 
loans or grants from private or public entities. The per-unit subsidy may not exceed the 
per-unit dollar limits established by the United States Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) under §221(d)(3) of the National Housing Act which are applicable 
to the area in which the development is located, and as published by HUD.  For rental 
housing developments, Tthe Department’s underwriting guidelines in 10 TAC § 1.32 will 
be used which set as a minimum feasibility a 1.15 debt coverage ratio.  Where the 
anticipated debt coverage ratio in the year after completion exceeds 1.35, a loan or partial 
loan will be recommended. 

e) Each CHDO that is awarded Rental DevelopmentHOME funds may also be eligible to 
receive a grant for CHDO Operating Expenses.  Applicants will be required to submit 
organizational operating budgets, audits and other financial and non-financial materials 
detailed in the HOME application.  The award amount for CHDO Operating Expenses 
shall not exceed $50,000. Awards for operating expenses will be drawn over a two-year 
period of time.  The Department reserves the right to limit an Applicant to receive not 
more than one award of CHDO Operating Expenses during the same fiscal year and to 
further limit the award of CHDO Operating Expenses.  

f) Developments involving rehabilitation must establish that the rehabilitation will 
substantially improve the condition of the housing and will involve at least $12,000 per 
unit in direct hard costs, unless the property is also being financed by the United States 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development program. When HOME funds are used 
for a rehabilitation development the entire unit must be brought up to the applicable 
property standards, pursuant to 24 CFR §92.251(a)(1). 

3) Eligible and Ineligible Activities 
a) Eligible activities will include those permissible under the federal HOME Rule at 24 CFR 

§92.205, the State HOME Rules at 10 TAC §53.53(g), which involve only the 
acquisition, rehabilitation and construction of affordable rental developments.
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b) Prohibited activities include those under federal HOME rules at 24 CFR 92.214 and 10 
TAC §53.56. 

c) Rental dDevelopment funds will not be eligible for use in a Participating Jurisdiction 
(PJ).

d) Refinancing of federally financed properties or use of HOME funds for properties 
constructed within five years of the submission of an Application for assistance will not 
be permissible.  

4) Eligible and Ineligible Applicants 
a) The Department provides HOME CHDO funding to qualified nonprofit organizations 

eligible for CHDO certification. CHDO Certification will be awarded in accordance with 
the rules and procedures as set forth in the HOME rules at 10 TAC §53.63, Community 
Housing Development Organization (CHDO) Certification.  A separate application 
process is required for CHDO Certification. Review and approval of the CHDO 
Certification occurs during the threshold review process, however Applicants will not 
receive a formal certification until the award of the HOME funds has been approved by 
the Department’s Board. The CHDO Application package will be available with all other 
application materials on the Department’s website. A new Application for CHDO 
certification must be submitted to the Department with each new Application for HOME 
Development funds under the CHDO set aside.  

b) Only Applicants that have proven success and acceptable performance on a previous 
HOME contract received from the Department, as evidenced by the contract and 
determined by the Department, are eligible to apply for funding for single family 
development.

b)c) CHDO Applicants must be the Sponsor, Owner or Developer of the proposed 
Development. Applicants who apply through a Limited Partnership will be required to 
provide evidence, at the time of CHDO certification and commitment, that the CHDO 
Applicant is the Managing General Partner of the partnership and has effective control 
(decision making authority) over the development and management of the property, 
pursuant to 24 CFR §92.300.

c)d) Applicants may be ineligible for funding if they meet any of the criteria listed in 
§53.53(b) of the Department’s HOME rule, clarification for §53.53(b)(6) creates 
ineligibility with any requirements under 10 TAC 49.5(a) of this title excluding 
subsections (5) thru (8). Applicants are encouraged to familiarize themselves with the 
Department’s certification and debarment policies prior to application submission.  
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5) Matching Funds
a) Applicants will be required to submit documentation on all financial resources to be used 

in the development that may be considered match to the Department’s federal HOME 
requirements.  Applicants must provide firm commitments as defined in accordance with 
the Federal HOME rules at 24 CFR §92.218 and the Department’s Match Guide and will 
be provided with the appropriate forms and instructions on how to report eligible match. 

6) Rental Housing Development Affordability Requirements 
a) Applicants should be aware that there are minimum affordability standards necessary for 

HOME assisted rental developments. Initial occupancy income restrictions require that at 
least 90% of the units are affordable to persons below 60% AMFI and that 20% of the 
units are affordable to person below 50% AMFI.  Over the remaining affordability period 
at least 20% of HOME assisted units should be affordable to persons earning 50% or less 
than the AMFI, all remaining units must be affordable to persons earning 80% or less 
than the AMFI.

b) Each development will have a two-tier affordability term.  

i) The first tier will entail the federally required affordability term. For new 
construction or acquisition of new housing, this term is 20 years. For rehabilitation or 
acquisition of existing housing, the term is 5 years if the HOME investment is less 
than $15,000 per unit; 10 years if the HOME investment is $15,000 to $40,000 per 
unit; and 15 years if the HOME investment is greater than $40,000 per unit. This first 
tier is subject to all federal laws and regulations regarding HOME requirements, 
recapture, net proceeds and affordability.  

ii) The second tier of affordability is the additional number of years required to bring 
the total term of affordability up to 30 years or the term of the loan agreement.  For 
example, the second tier of affordability on a 10-year federal affordability term is 20 
additional years. The second tier, or remaining term, is subject only to state 
regulations and affordability requirements.  

c) Properties will be restricted under a Land Use Restriction Agreement (“LURA”), or other 
such instrument as determined by the Department for these terms. Among other 
restrictions, the LURA may require the owner of the property to continue to accept 
subsidies which may be offered by the federal government, prohibit the owner from 
exercising an option to prepay a federally insured loan, impose tenant income-based 
occupancy and rental restrictions, or impose any of these and other restrictions as deemed 
necessary at the sole discretion of the Department in order to preserve the property as 
affordable housing on a case-by-case basis. 

7) Single Family Development Affordability Requirements
a) Applicants must ensure that the minimum affordability requirements are met for HOME 

assisted single family developments pursuant to 24 CFR §92.254.  The Department has 
elected the recapture provision to recoup all or part of the HOME funds provided to the 
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homebuyer, if the housing does not continue to be the principal residence of the family 
assisted for the duration of the required affordability period.  

b) Properties will be restricted under the deed of trust or other such instrument as 
determined and drafted by the Department for these terms. 

7)8) Site and Development Restrictions 
a) Pursuant to 24 CFR §92.251, housing that is constructed or rehabilitated with HOME 

funds must meet all applicable local codes, rehabilitation standards, ordinances, and 
zoning ordinances at the time of project completion. In the absence of a local code for 
new construction or rehabilitation, HOME-assisted new construction or rehabilitation 
must meet, as applicable, one of three model codes: Uniform Building Code (ICBO), 
National Building Code (BOCA), Standard (Southern) Building Code (SBCCI); or the 
Council of American Building Officials (CABO) one or two family code; or the 
Minimum Property Standards (MPS) in 24 CFR 200.925 or 200.926d. To avoid 
duplicative inspections when Federal Housing Administration (FHA) financing is 
involved in a HOME-assisted property, a participating jurisdiction may rely on a 
Minimum Property Standards (MPS) inspection performed by a qualified person. Newly 
constructed housing must meet the current edition of the Model Energy Code published 
by the Council of American Building Officials. 

b) All other HOME-assisted housing (e.g., acquisition) must meet all applicable State and 
local housing quality standards and code requirements and if there are no such standards 
or code requirements, the housing must meet the housing quality standards in 24 CFR 
982.401. When HOME funds are used for a rehabilitation development the entire unit 
must be brought up to the applicable property standards, pursuant to 24 CFR 
§92.251(a)(1).

c) Housing must meet the accessibility requirements at 24 CFR part 8, which implements 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and covered multifamily 
dwellings, as defined at 24 CFR 100.201, must also meet the design and construction 
requirements at 24 CFR 100.205, which implement the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 
3601–3619). Additionally, pursuant to the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan (QAP), 
§49.9(h)(4)(G), Developments involving New Construction (excluding New Construction 
of nonresidential buildings) where some Units are two-stories and are normally exempt 
from Fair Housing accessibility requirements, a minimum of 20% of each Unit type (i.e. 
one bedroom, two bedroom, three bedroom) must provide an accessible entry level and 
all common-use facilities in compliance with the Fair Housing Guidelines, and include a 
minimum of one bedroom and one bathroom or powder room at the entry level. A 
certification will be required after the Development is completed from an inspector, 
architect, or accessibility specialist. Any Developments designed as single family 
structures must also satisfy the requirements of §2306.514, Texas Government Code. 

d) All of the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules 10 TAC §49.6, excluding 
subsections (d), (f), (g) and (h) apply. 
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e) Developments involving new construction will be limited to 252 Units. These maximum 
Unit limitations also apply to those Developments which involve a combination of 
rehabilitation and new construction. Developments that consist solely of 
acquisition/rehabilitation or rehabilitation only may exceed the maximum Unit 
restrictions. The minimum number of units shall be 4 units, pursuant to 10 TAC 
§53.53(f).

8)9) Threshold Criteria 
a) Housing units subsidized by HOME funds must be affordable to low, very-low or 

extremely low-income persons.  Mixed Income rental developments may only receive 
funds for units that meet the HOME program affordability standards. All applications 
intended to serve persons with disabilities must adhere to the Department’s Integrated 
Housing Rule at 10 TAC §1.15.

b) For funds being used for Rental Housing Developments, the Recipient must establish a 
reserve account consistent with §2306.186, Texas Government Code, and as further 
described in 10 TAC §1.37 of this title, pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(i).

c) All applications will be required to meet Section 8 Housing Quality Standards detailed 
under 24 CFR §982.401, Texas Minimum Construction Standards, as well as the Fair 
Housing Accessibility Standards and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
Developments must also meet all local building codes or standards that may apply. If the 
development is located within a jurisdiction that does not have building codes, 
developments must meet the most current International Building Code.

d) Pursuant to 10 TAC §53.53(j), Applicants for Rental Development activities will be 
required to provide written notification to each of the following persons or entities 14 
days prior to the submission of any application package. Failure to provide written 
notifications 14 days prior to the submission of an application package at a minimum will 
cause an application to be terminated under competitive application cycles. Applicants 
must provide notifications to:

i) the executive officer and elected members of the governing board of the community 
where the development will be located. This includes municipal governing boards, 
city councils, and County governing boards;

ii) all neighborhood organizations whose defined boundaries include the location of the 
Development;  

iii) executive officer and Board President of the school district that covers the location of 
the Development;  

iv) residents of occupied housing units that may be rehabilitated, reconstructed or 
demolished; and  
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v) the State Representative and State Senator whose district covers the location of the 
Development.  

vi) the notification letter must include, but not be limited to, the address of the 
development site, the number of units to be built or rehabilitated, the proposed rent 
and income levels to be served, and all other details required of the NOFA and 
Application Manual.

e) The following Threshold Criteria listed in this subsection are mandatory requirements at 
the time of Application submission unless specifically indicated otherwise: 

i) An applicant shall provide certification that no person or entity that would benefit 
from the award of HOME funds has provided a source of match or has satisfied the 
Applicant’s cash reserve obligation or made promises in connection therewith, 
pursuant to 10 TAC §53.53(k). 

ii) All contractors, consulting firms, and Administrators must sign and submit an 
affidavit with each draw to attest that each request for payment of HOME funds is for 
the actual cost of providing a service and that the service does not violate any conflict 
of interest provisions, pursuant to §53.53(l). 

iii) To encourage the inclusion of families and individuals with the highest need for 
affordable housing, applicants for rental housing development must target a minimum 
of 5% of the total units for individuals or families earning 30% or less of area 
medium income for the development site.  

iv) To encourage the involvement of other public agencies and private entities in 
affordable housing, applicants must provide a minimum of 10% of the total 
development cost from other public agencies and/or private entities. 

v) For rental housing developments, tTo encourage reasonable and cost effective 
building strategies, applicants must limit development cost per square foot to $70.00 
for new construction and $38.00 for rehabilitation. Please note, use normal rounding 
when performing this calculation. ($69.50 and higher would be rounded up to $70.00, 
$69.49 and lower would be rounded down to $69.00). 

vi) All of the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules at 10 TAC §49.9(h), excluding 
subsections (4)(I), (11), (12) and (15).

vii) An applicant is not eligible to apply for funds or any other assistance from the 
Department unless audits are current at the time of application or the Audit 
Certification Form has been submitted to the Department in a satisfactory format on 
or befor the application deadline for funds or other assistance per 10 TAC §1.3(b).
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9)10) Review Process 
a) Pursuant to 10 TAC §53.58, each application will be handled on a first-come, first-served 

basis as further described in this section. Each application will be assigned a "received 
date" based on the date and time it is physically received by the Department. Then each 
application will be reviewed on its own merits in three review phases, as applicable. 
Applications will continue to be prioritized for funding based on their "received date" 
unless they do not proceed into the next phase(s) of review. Applications proceeding in a 
timely fashion through a phase will take priority over applications that may have an 
earlier "received date" but that did not timely complete a phase of review. Applications 
will be reviewed for Applicant and Activity Eligibility, Threshold Criteria, and Financial 
Feasibility as described in this NOFA. 

b) Pursuant to the QAP 49.5(a)(9) if a submitted Application has an entire Volume of the 
application missing; has excessive omissions of documentation from the Threshold 
Criteria or Uniform Application documentation; or is so unclear, disjointed or incomplete 
that a thorough review cannot reasonably be performed by the Department, as determined 
by the Department. If an application is determined ineligible pursuant to this section, the 
Application will be terminated without being processed as an Administrative Deficiency. 

Phase One will begin as of the received date. Applications not being considered under the 
CHDO Set-Aside will be passed through to Phase Two upon receipt. Phase One will only 
entail the review of the CHDO Certification package. The Department will ensure review 
of these materials and issue notice of any deficiencies on the CHDO Certification 
package within 30 days of the received date. Applicants who are able to resolve their 
deficiencies within seven business days will be forwarded into Phase Two and will 
continue to be prioritized by their received date. Applications with deficiencies not cured 
within seven business days, will be retained in Phase One until all deficiencies have been 
addressed/resolved by the Applicant to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon 
satisfaction of all deficiencies will the Application be forwarded to Phase Two. 
Applications that have not proceeded out of Phase One within 50 days of the received 
date will be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds. 

Phase Two will include a review of all application requirements. The Department will 
ensure review of materials required under the NOFA, and application guidelines and will 
issue notice of any deficiencies as to threshold and eligibility within 45 days of the date it 
enters Phase Two. Applicants who are able to resolve their deficiencies within seven 
business days will be forwarded into Phase Three and will continue to be prioritized by 
their received date. Applications with deficiencies not cured within seven business days, 
will be retained in Phase Two until all deficiencies have been addressed/resolved by the 
Applicant to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon satisfaction of all deficiencies, and 
of threshold and eligibility requirements will the Application be forwarded to Phase 
Three. An Application that has not proceeded out of Phase Two within 65 days of the 
date it entered Phase Two will be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds. 
Application submitted for non-development Activities will not go through a Phase Three 
evaluation.
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Phase Three will include a comprehensive review for material noncompliance and 
financial feasibility by the Department. Financial feasibility reviews will be conducted by 
the Real Estate Analysis (REA) Division consistent with §1.32 of this title. REA will 
create an underwriting report identifying staff’s recommended loan terms, the loan or 
grant amount and any conditions to be placed on the development. The Department will 
ensure financial feasibility review and issue notice of any required deficiencies for that 
feasibility review within 45 days of the date it enters Phase Three. Applicants who are 
able to resolve their deficiencies within seven business days will be forwarded into 
"Recommended Status" and will continue to be prioritized by their received date. 
Applications with deficiencies not satisfied within seven business days, will be retained 
in Phase Three until all deficiencies have been addressed/resolved by the Applicant to the 
Department’s satisfaction. Only upon resolution of all deficiencies will the Application 
be forwarded to the Department’s Executive Awards Review and Advisory Committee 
for recommendation to the Board. Any application that has not finished Phase Three 
within 65 days of the date it entered Phase Three will be terminated and must reapply for 
consideration of funds.

Upon completion of the applicable final review Phase, applications will be presented to 
the Executive Awards Review and Advisory Committee (the Committee). If satisfactory, 
the Committee will then recommend the award of funds to the Board, as long as HOME 
funds are still available for this Activity under the applicable NOFA. If the Application is 
recommended at least 14 days prior to the next Board meeting, it will be placed on the 
next Board meeting’s agenda. If the Application is recommended with less than 14 days 
before the next Board meeting, the recommendation will be placed on the subsequent 
month’s Board meeting agenda. Applications which are not recommended by the 
committee will be either returned to Department Staff or terminated. 

Because applications are processed in the order they are received by the Department, it is 
possible that the Department will expend all available HOME funds before an application 
has completed all phases of its review. In the case that all HOME funds are committed 
before an application has completed all phases of the review process, the Department will 
notify the applicant that their application will remain active for 90 days in its current 
phase. If new HOME funds become available, applications will continue onward with 
their review without losing their received date priority. If HOME funds do not become 
available within 90 days of the notification, the Applicant will be notified that their 
application is no longer under consideration. The applicant must reapply to be considered 
for future funding. If on the date an application is received by the Department, no funds 
are available under this NOFA, the applicant will be notified that no funds exist under the 
NOFA and the application will not be processed. 

c) Pursuant to 10 TAC §53.59(3), a site visit will be conducted as part of the HOME 
Program development feasibility review. Applicants must receive recommendation for 
approval from the Department to be considered for HOME funding by the Board.

d) The Department may decline to consider any Application if the proposed activities do 
not, in the Department’s sole determination, represent a prudent use of the Department’s 
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funds. The Department is not obligated to proceed with any action pertaining to any 
Applications which are received, and may decide it is in the Department’s best interest to 
refrain from pursuing any selection process. The Department strives, through its loan 
terms, to securitize its funding while ensuring the financial feasibility of a Development. 
The Department reserves the right to negotiate individual elements of any Application.

e) In accordance with §2306.082 Texas Government Code and 10 TAC §53.58(d), it is the 
Department's policy to encourage the use of appropriate alternative dispute resolution 
procedures ("ADR") under the Governmental Dispute Resolution Act, Chapter 2009, 
Texas Government Code, to assist in resolving disputes under the Department's 
jurisdiction. As described in Chapter 154, Civil Practices and Remedies Code, ADR 
procedures include mediation. Except as prohibited by the Department's ex parte 
communications policy, the Department encourages informal communications between 
Department staff and Applicants, and other interested persons, to exchange information 
and informally resolve disputes. The Department also has administrative appeals 
processes to fairly and expeditiously resolve disputes. If at anytime an Applicant or other 
person would like to engage the Department in an ADR procedure, the person may send a 
proposal to the Department's Dispute Resolution Coordinator. For additional information 
on the Department's ADR Policy, see the Department's General Administrative Rule on 
ADR at 10 Texas Administrative Code §1.17.

f) An Applicant may appeal decisions made by staff in accordance with 10 TAC §1.7.

10)11) Application Submission 
a) All applications submitted under this NOFA must be received on or before 5:00 p.m. on 

June 2, 2008. The Department will accept applications from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. each 
business day, excluding federal and state holidays from the date this NOFA is published 
on the Department’s web site until the deadline.  For questions regarding this NOFA 
please contact Barbara Skinner at 512-475-1643 or via e-mail at 
barbara.skinner@tdhca.state.tx.us or Skip Beaird at 512-475-0908 or via e-mail at 
skip.beaird@tdhca.state.tx.us.

b) All applications must be submitted, and provide all documentation, as described in this 
NOFA and associated application materials 

c) Applicants must submit one complete printed copy of all Application materials and one 
complete scanned copy of the Application materials as detailed in the 2007 Final ASPM. 
All scanned copies must be scanned in accordance with the guidance provided in the 
2007 Final ASPM.

d) The application consists of three parts: bound items, unbound items and electronic 
submission. A complete application for each proposed development must be submitted. 
Incomplete applications or improperly bound applications will not be accepted. The 
bound volumes of the application must be bound using red pressboard binders. Each 
volume must be submitted in a separate red pressboard binder.  If the required 
documentation for a volume exceeds the capacity of one binder, a second binder may be 
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used to subdivide the volume. Applicants must submit one complete printed copy of all 
application materials and one complete scanned copy stored on compact disc of the 
application materials as detailed in the 2007 Final ASPM. All scanned copies must be 
scanned in accordance with the guidance provided in the 2007 Final ASPM.

e) Third party reports – If third party reports are not received at the time of application 
submission, the Application will be terminated. 

f) All Application materials including manuals, NOFA, program guidelines, and all 
applicable HOME rules, will be available on the Department’s website at 
www.tdhca.state.tx.us.  Applications will be required to adhere to the HOME Rule and 
threshold requirements in effect at the time of the Application submission. Applications 
must be on forms provided by the Department, and cannot be altered or modified and 
must be in final form before submitting them to the Department. 

g) Applicants are required to remit a non-refundable Application fee payable to the Texas 
Department of Housing and Community Affairs in the amount of $500.00 per 
Application. Payment must be in the form of a check, cashier’s check or money order. Do 
not send cash. §2306.147(b) of the Texas Government Code requires the Department to 
waive Application fees for nonprofit organizations that offer expanded services such as 
child care, nutrition programs, job training assistance, health services, or human services. 
These organizations must include proof of their exempt status and a description of their 
supportive services in lieu of the Application fee. The Application fee is not an allowable 
or reimbursable cost under the HOME Program. 

h) Applications must be sent via overnight delivery to: 

HOME Division 
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 

Attn: Barbara Skinner 
221 East 11th Street 

Austin, TX 78701-2410 

or via the U.S. Postal Service to: 
HOME Division 

Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
Attn: Barbara Skinner 
Post Office Box 13941 

Austin, TX  78711-3941 

NOTE: This NOFA does not include the text of the various applicable regulatory provisions that 
may be important to the particular HOME CHDO Rental Housing Development Program. For 
proper completion of the application, the Department strongly encourages potential applicants 
to review all applicable State and Federal regulations.
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HOME DIVISION 
BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval to amend the 2007 Rental Housing Development 
Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA). 

Requested Action

Approve, Deny or Approve with Amendments the Rental Housing Development Program Notice 
of Funding Availability (NOFA). 

Background

In June 2007, the Department released the Rental Housing Development Program Supporting 
New Job Creation and Economic Development in Rural Texas Notice of Funding Availability 
(NOFA).  The NOFA made available $5,000,000 in HOME funds for qualified applicants to 
develop affordable rental housing in conjunction with rural economic development projects that 
have been recently developed or are currently under development.  The application submission 
deadline was October 1, 2007.  Two applications, which were subsequently withdrawn, were 
received in July 2007.  No other requests for funding were received.  Since the application 
deadline has passed for this NOFA and due to continued interest in the availability of HOME 
funds for rental housing development, staff recommends amending the Rental Housing 
Development (RHD) Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA), released in July 2007, to 
increase the amount of funds available to $15,000,000.  The RHD Program NOFA originally 
made available $10,000,000 in HOME funds for qualified applicants to develop affordable rental 
housing through an open cycle application process.  The application submission deadline is June 
2, 2008.  The rolling of these funds allows applications from applicants who may still want to 
pursue rural economic development leveraging while not limiting the funds to solely that 
activity. 

The original NOFA is attached with blackline reflecting the amendments proposed. 

Recommendation

Approve the amended Rental Housing Development Program Notice of Funding Availability 
(NOFA) increasing the total amount available to $15,000,000. 
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Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
HOME Investment Partnerships Program 

Rental Housing Development Program 
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) 

1) Summary

a) The Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (“the Department”) 
announces the availability of approximately $1015,000,000 in funding from the HOME 
Investment Partnerships Program for the development of affordable rental housing for 
low-income Texans. The availability and use of these funds is subject to the State HOME 
Rules at Title 10 Texas Administrative Code (10 TAC) Chapter 53 (“HOME Rules”) in 
effect at the time application is submitted, the Federal HOME regulations governing the 
HOME program (24 CFR Part 92), and Chapter 2306, Texas Government Code.  Other 
Federal regulations may also apply such as, but not limited to, 24 CFR Parts 50 and 58 
for environmental requirements, Davis-Bacon Act for labor standards, 24 CFR 85.36 and 
84.42 for conflict of interest and 24 CFR Part 5, Subpart A for fair housing.  Applicants 
are encouraged to familiarize themselves with all of the applicable state and federal rules 
that govern the program.  

2) Allocation of HOME Funds 
a) These funds are made available through unawarded and deobligated HOME funds that 

are set-aside for rental housing development proposals which involve new construction, 
rehabilitation, acquisition and rehabilitation of affordable rental housing development 
activities. All funds released under this NOFA are to be used for the creation of 
affordable rental housing for low-income Texans earning 80 percent or less of the Area 
Median Family Income (AMFI).  

b) A rental application may be submitted in a PJ if the HOME units requested are serving 
persons with disabilities; however the submission will not be processed, reviewed or 
potentially recommended to the Board unless there are a balance of uncommitted funds 
available from the 5% PJ funds.

c) In accordance with 10 TAC 53.58, this NOFA will be an Open Application Cycle and 
funding will be available on a first-come, first-served Statewide basis. Applications will 
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be accepted until 5:00 p.m. June 2, 2008 unless all funds are committed prior to this date.  
Applicants are encouraged to review the application process cited above and described 
herein.  Applications that do not meet minimum threshold and financial feasibility will 
not be considered for funding. 

d) The Department awards HOME funds, typically as a loan, to eligible recipients for the 
provision of housing for low, very low and extremely low-income individuals and 
families, pursuant to 10 TAC 53.54(2). Award amounts are limited to no more than $3 
million per development. The minimum HOME award may not be less than $1,000 per 
HOME assisted unit.  The maximum award may not exceed 90% of the total 
development costs. The remaining 10% of total development cost must be in the form of 
loans or grants from private or public entities. The per-unit subsidy may not exceed the 
per-unit dollar limits established by the United States Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) under §221(d)(3) of the National Housing Act which are applicable 
to the area in which the development is located, and as published by HUD.  The 
Department’s underwriting guidelines in 10 TAC 1.32 will be used which set as a 
minimum feasibility a 1.15 debt coverage ratio.  Where the anticipated debt coverage 
ratio in the year after completion exceeds 1.35, a loan or partial loan will be 
recommended. 

e) Developments involving rehabilitation must establish that the rehabilitation will 
substantially improve the condition of the housing and will involve at least $12,000 per 
unit in direct hard costs, unless the property is also being financed by the United States 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development program. When HOME funds are used 
for a rehabilitation development the entire unit must be brought up to the applicable 
property standards, pursuant to 24 CFR 92.251(a)(1). 

3) Eligible and Ineligible Activities 
a) Eligible activities will include those permissible under the federal HOME Rule at 24 CFR 

92.205, the State HOME Rules at 10 TAC 53.53(g), which involve only the acquisition, 
rehabilitation and construction of affordable rental developments.

b) Prohibited activities include those under federal HOME rules at 24 CFR 92.214 and 10 
TAC 53.56. 

c) Rental development funds will not be eligible for use in a Participating Jurisdiction (PJ). 

d) Refinancing of federally financed properties or use of HOME funds for properties 
constructed within five years of the submission of an Application for assistance will not 
be permissible.  

4) Eligible and Ineligible Applicants 
a) The Department provides HOME funding to qualified nonprofit organizations, for-profit 

entities, sole proprietors, public housing authorities and units of general local 
government. 
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b) Applicants may be ineligible for funding if they meet any of the criteria listed in 
§53.53(b) of the Department’s HOME rule, clarification for §53.53(b)(6) creates 
ineligibility with any requirements under 10 TAC 49.5(a) excluding subsections (5) - (8). 
Applicants are encouraged to familiarize themselves with the Department’s certification 
and debarment policies prior to application submission.  

5) Matching Funds
a) Applicants will be required to submit documentation on all financial resources to be used 

in the development that may be considered match to the Department’s federal HOME 
requirements.  Applicants must provide firm commitments as defined in accordance with 
the Federal HOME rules at 24 CFR 92.218 and the Department’s Match Guide and will 
be provided with the appropriate forms and instructions on how to report eligible match. 

6) Affordability Requirements 
a) Applicants should be aware that there are minimum affordability standards necessary for 

HOME assisted rental developments. Initial occupancy income restrictions require that at 
least 90% of the units are affordable to persons below 60% AMFI and that 20% of the 
units are affordable to person below 50% AMFI.  Over the remaining affordability period 
at least 20% of HOME assisted units should be affordable to persons earning 50% or less 
than the AMFI, all remaining units must be affordable to persons earning 80% or less 
than the AMFI.

b) Each development will have a two-tier affordability term.  

i) The first tier will entail the federally required affordability term. For new 
construction or acquisition of new housing, this term is 20 years. For rehabilitation or 
acquisition of existing housing, the term is 5 years if the HOME investment is less 
than $15,000 per unit; 10 years if the HOME investment is $15,000 to $40,000 per 
unit; and 15 years if the HOME investment is greater than $40,000 per unit. This first 
tier is subject to all federal laws and regulations regarding HOME requirements, 
recapture, net proceeds and affordability.  

ii) The second tier of affordability is the additional number of years required to bring 
the total term of affordability up to 30 years or the term of the loan agreement.  For 
example, the second tier of affordability on a 10-year federal affordability term is 20 
additional years. The second tier, or remaining term, is subject only to state 
regulations and affordability requirements.  

c) Properties will be restricted under a Land Use Restriction Agreement (“LURA”), or other 
such instrument as determined by the Department for these terms. Among other 
restrictions, the LURA may require the owner of the property to continue to accept 
subsidies which may be offered by the federal government, prohibit the owner from 
exercising an option to prepay a federally insured loan, impose tenant income-based 
occupancy and rental restrictions, or impose any of these and other restrictions as deemed 
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necessary at the sole discretion of the Department in order to preserve the property as 
affordable housing on a case-by-case basis. 

7) Site and Development Restrictions 
a) Pursuant to 24 CFR 92.251, housing that is constructed or rehabilitated with HOME 

funds must meet all applicable local codes, rehabilitation standards, ordinances, and 
zoning ordinances at the time of project completion. In the absence of a local code for 
new construction or rehabilitation, HOME-assisted new construction or rehabilitation 
must meet, as applicable, one of three model codes: Uniform Building Code (ICBO), 
National Building Code (BOCA), Standard (Southern) Building Code (SBCCI); or the 
Council of American Building Officials (CABO) one or two family code; or the 
Minimum Property Standards (MPS) in 24 CFR 200.925 or 200.926d. To avoid 
duplicative inspections when Federal Housing Administration (FHA) financing is 
involved in a HOME-assisted property, a participating jurisdiction may rely on a 
Minimum Property Standards (MPS) inspection performed by a qualified person. Newly 
constructed housing must meet the current edition of the Model Energy Code published 
by the Council of American Building Officials. 

b) All other HOME-assisted housing (e.g., acquisition) must meet all applicable State and 
local housing quality standards and code requirements and if there are no such standards 
or code requirements, the housing must meet the housing quality standards in 24 CFR 
982.401. When HOME funds are used for a rehabilitation development the entire unit 
must be brought up to the applicable property standards, pursuant to 24 CFR 
92.251(a)(1).

c) Housing must meet the accessibility requirements at 24 CFR Part 8, which implements 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and covered multifamily 
dwellings, as defined at 24 CFR 100.201, must also meet the design and construction 
requirements at 24 CFR 100.205, which implement the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 
3601–3619). Additionally, pursuant to the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan (QAP), 10 
TAC 49.9(h)(4)(G), Developments involving New Construction (excluding New 
Construction of nonresidential buildings) where some Units are two-stories and are 
normally exempt from Fair Housing accessibility requirements, a minimum of 20% of 
each Unit type (i.e. one bedroom, two bedroom, three bedroom) must provide an 
accessible entry level and all common-use facilities in compliance with the Fair Housing 
Guidelines, and include a minimum of one bedroom and one bathroom or powder room 
at the entry level. A certification will be required after the Development is completed 
from an inspector, architect, or accessibility specialist. Any Developments designed as 
single family structures must also satisfy the requirements of §2306.514, Texas 
Government Code. 

d) All of the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules 10 TAC 49.6, excluding subsections 
(d), (f), (g) and (h) apply. 

e) Developments involving new construction will be limited to 252 Units. These maximum 
Unit limitations also apply to those Developments which involve a combination of 
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rehabilitation and new construction. Developments that consist solely of 
acquisition/rehabilitation or rehabilitation only may exceed the maximum Unit 
restrictions. The minimum number of units shall be 4 units, pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(f).

8) Threshold Criteria 
a) Housing units subsidized by HOME funds must be affordable to low, very-low or 

extremely low-income persons.  Mixed Income rental developments may only receive 
funds for units that meet the HOME program affordability standards. All applications 
intended to serve persons with disabilities must adhere to the Department’s Integrated 
Housing Rule at 10 TAC 1.15.

b) For funds being used for Rental Housing Developments, the Recipient must establish a 
reserve account consistent with §2306.186, Texas Government Code, and as further 
described in 10 TAC 1.37, pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(i).

c) All applications will be required to meet Section 8 Housing Quality Standards detailed 
under 24 CFR 982.401, Texas Minimum Construction Standards, as well as the Fair 
Housing Accessibility Standards and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
Developments must also meet all local building codes or standards that may apply. If the 
development is located within a jurisdiction that does not have building codes, 
developments must meet the most current International Building Code.

d) Pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(j), Applicants for Rental Development activities will be 
required to provide written notification to each of the following persons or entities 14 
days prior to the submission of any application package. Failure to provide written 
notifications 14 days prior to the submission of an application package at a minimum will 
cause an application to be terminated under competitive application cycles. Applicants 
must provide notifications to:

i) the executive officer and elected members of the governing board of the community 
where the development will be located. This includes municipal governing boards, 
city councils, and County governing boards;

ii) all neighborhood organizations whose defined boundaries include the location of the 
Development;  

iii) executive officer and Board President of the school district that covers the location of 
the Development;  

iv) residents of occupied housing units that may be rehabilitated, reconstructed or 
demolished; and  

v) the State Representative and State Senator whose district covers the location of the 
Development.  
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vi) the notification letter must include, but not be limited to, the address of the 
development site, the number of units to be built or rehabilitated, the proposed rent 
and income levels to be served, and all other details required of the NOFA and 
Application Manual.

e) The following Threshold Criteria listed in this subsection are mandatory requirements at 
the time of Application submission unless specifically indicated otherwise: 

i) An applicant shall provide certification that no person or entity that would benefit 
from the award of HOME funds has provided a source of match or has satisfied the 
Applicant’s cash reserve obligation or made promises in connection therewith, 
pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(k). 

ii) All contractors, consulting firms, and Administrators must sign and submit an 
affidavit with each draw to attest that each request for payment of HOME funds is for 
the actual cost of providing a service and that the service does not violate any conflict 
of interest provisions, pursuant to 10 TAC 53.53(l). 

iii) To encourage the inclusion of families and individuals with the highest need for 
affordable housing, applicants must target a minimum of 5% of the total units for 
individuals or families earning 30% or less of area medium income for the 
development site.  

iv) To encourage the involvement of other public agencies and private entities in 
affordable housing, applicants must provide a minimum of 10% of the total 
development cost from other public agencies and/or private entities. 

v) To encourage reasonable and cost effective building strategies, applicants must limit 
development cost per square foot to $70.00 for new construction and $38.00 for 
rehabilitation. Please note, use normal rounding when performing this calculation. 
($69.50 and higher would be rounded up to $70.00, $69.49 and lower would be 
rounded down to $69.00). 

vi) All of the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules at 10 TAC 49.9(h), excluding 
subsections (4)(I), (11), (12) and (15).

vii) An applicant is not eligible to apply for funds or any other assistance from the 
Department unless audits are current at the time of application or the Audit 
Certification Form has been submitted to the Department in a satisfactory format on 
or before the application deadline for funds or other assistance per 10 TAC 1.3(b).

9) Review Process 
a) Pursuant to 10 TAC 53.58, each application will be handled on a first-come, first-served 

basis as further described in this section. Each application will be assigned a "received 
date" based on the date and time it is physically received by the Department. Then each 
application will be reviewed on its own merits in three review phases, as applicable. 
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Applications will continue to be prioritized for funding based on their "received date" 
unless they do not proceed into the next phase(s) of review. Applications proceeding in a 
timely fashion through a phase will take priority over applications that may have an 
earlier "received date" but that did not timely complete a phase of review. Applications 
will be reviewed for Applicant and Activity Eligibility, Threshold Criteria, and Financial 
Feasibility as described in this NOFA. 

b) Pursuant to the QAP 10 TAC 49.5(a)(9) if a submitted Application has an entire Volume 
of the application missing; has excessive omissions of documentation from the Threshold 
Criteria or Uniform Application documentation; or is so unclear, disjointed or incomplete 
that a thorough review cannot reasonably be performed by the Department, as determined 
by the Department. If an application is determined ineligible pursuant to this section, the 
Application will be terminated without being processed as an Administrative Deficiency. 

Phase One will begin as of the received date. Applications not being considered under the 
CHDO Set-Aside will be passed through to Phase Two upon receipt. Phase One will only 
entail the review of the CHDO Certification package. The Department will ensure review 
of these materials and issue notice of any deficiencies on the CHDO Certification 
package within 30 days of the received date. Applicants who are able to resolve their 
deficiencies within seven business days will be forwarded into Phase Two and will 
continue to be prioritized by their received date. Applications with deficiencies not cured 
within seven business days, will be retained in Phase One until all deficiencies have been 
addressed/resolved by the Applicant to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon 
satisfaction of all deficiencies will the Application be forwarded to Phase Two. 
Applications that have not proceeded out of Phase One within 50 days of the received 
date will be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds. 

Phase Two will include a review of all application requirements. The Department will 
ensure review of materials required under the NOFA, and application guidelines and will 
issue notice of any deficiencies as to threshold and eligibility within 45 days of the date it 
enters Phase Two. Applicants who are able to resolve their deficiencies within seven 
business days will be forwarded into Phase Three and will continue to be prioritized by 
their received date. Applications with deficiencies not cured within seven business days, 
will be retained in Phase Two until all deficiencies have been addressed/resolved by the 
Applicant to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon satisfaction of all deficiencies, and 
of threshold and eligibility requirements will the Application be forwarded to Phase 
Three. An Application that has not proceeded out of Phase Two within 65 days of the 
date it entered Phase Two will be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds. 
Application submitted for non-development Activities will not go through a Phase Three 
evaluation.

Phase Three will include a comprehensive review for material noncompliance and 
financial feasibility by the Department. Financial feasibility reviews will be conducted by 
the Real Estate Analysis (REA) Division consistent with 10 TAC 1.32. REA will create 
an underwriting report identifying staff’s recommended loan terms, the loan or grant 
amount and any conditions to be placed on the development. The Department will ensure 
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financial feasibility review and issue notice of any required deficiencies for that 
feasibility review within 45 days of the date it enters Phase Three. Applicants who are 
able to resolve their deficiencies within seven business days will be forwarded into 
"Recommended Status" and will continue to be prioritized by their received date. 
Applications with deficiencies not satisfied within seven business days, will be retained 
in Phase Three until all deficiencies have been addressed/resolved by the Applicant to the 
Department’s satisfaction. Only upon resolution of all deficiencies will the Application 
be forwarded to the Department’s Executive Awards Review and Advisory Committee 
for recommendation to the Board. Any application that has not finished Phase Three 
within 65 days of the date it entered Phase Three will be terminated and must reapply for 
consideration of funds.

Upon completion of the applicable final review Phase, applications will be presented to 
the Executive Awards Review and Advisory Committee (the Committee). If satisfactory, 
the Committee will then recommend the award of funds to the Board, as long as HOME 
funds are still available for this Activity under the applicable NOFA. If the Application is 
recommended at least 14 days prior to the next Board meeting, it will be placed on the 
next Board meeting’s agenda. If the Application is recommended with less than 14 days 
before the next Board meeting, the recommendation will be placed on the subsequent 
month’s Board meeting agenda. Applications which are not recommended by the 
committee will be either returned to Department Staff or terminated. 

Because applications are processed in the order they are received by the Department, it is 
possible that the Department will expend all available HOME funds before an application 
has completed all phases of its review. In the case that all HOME funds are committed 
before an application has completed all phases of the review process, the Department will 
notify the applicant that their application will remain active for 90 days in its current 
phase. If new HOME funds become available, applications will continue onward with 
their review without losing their received date priority. If HOME funds do not become 
available within 90 days of the notification, the Applicant will be notified that their 
application is no longer under consideration. The applicant must reapply to be considered 
for future funding. If on the date an application is received by the Department, no funds 
are available under this NOFA, the applicant will be notified that no funds exist under the 
NOFA and the application will not be processed. 

c) Pursuant to 10 TAC 53.59(3), a site visit will be conducted as part of the HOME Program 
development feasibility review. Applicants must receive recommendation for approval 
from the Department to be considered for HOME funding by the Board.  

d) The Department may decline to consider any Application if the proposed activities do 
not, in the Department’s sole determination, represent a prudent use of the Department’s 
funds. The Department is not obligated to proceed with any action pertaining to any 
Applications which are received, and may decide it is in the Department’s best interest to 
refrain from pursuing any selection process. The Department strives, through its loan 
terms, to securitize its funding while ensuring the financial feasibility of a Development. 
The Department reserves the right to negotiate individual elements of any Application.
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e) In accordance with §2306.082 Texas Government Code and 10 TAC 53.58(d), it is the 
Department's policy to encourage the use of appropriate Alternative Dispute Resolution 
procedures ("ADR") under the Governmental Dispute Resolution Act, Chapter 2009, 
Texas Government Code, to assist in resolving disputes under the Department's 
jurisdiction. As described in Chapter 154, Civil Practices and Remedies Code, ADR 
procedures include mediation. Except as prohibited by the Department's ex parte 
communications policy, the Department encourages informal communications between 
Department staff and Applicants, and other interested persons, to exchange information 
and informally resolve disputes. The Department also has administrative appeals 
processes to fairly and expeditiously resolve disputes. If at anytime an Applicant or other 
person would like to engage the Department in an ADR procedure, the person may send a 
proposal to the Department's Dispute Resolution Coordinator. For additional information 
on the Department's ADR Policy, see the Department's General Administrative Rule on 
ADR at 10 TAC 1.17.

f) An Applicant may appeal decisions made by staff in accordance with 10 TAC 1.7.

10) Application Submission 
a) All applications submitted under this NOFA must be received on or before 5:00 p.m. on 

June 2, 2008. The Department will accept applications from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. each 
business day, excluding federal and state holidays from the date this NOFA is published 
on the Department’s web site until the deadline.  For questions regarding this NOFA 
please contact Barbara Skinner at 512-475-1643 or via e-mail at 
barbara.skinner@tdhca.state.tx.us or Skip Beaird at 512-475-0908 or via e-mail at 
skip.beaird@tdhca.state.tx.us.

.
b) All applications must be submitted, and provide all documentation, as described in this 

NOFA and associated application materials. 

c) Applicants must submit one complete printed copy of all Application materials and one 
complete scanned copy of the Application materials as detailed in the 2007 Final ASPM. 
All scanned copies must be scanned in accordance with the guidance provided in the 
2007 Final ASPM.

d) The application consists of three parts: bound items, unbound items and electronic 
submission. A complete application for each proposed development must be submitted. 
Incomplete applications or improperly bound applications will not be accepted. The 
bound volumes of the application must be bound using red pressboard binders. Each 
volume must be submitted in a separate red pressboard binder.  If the required 
documentation for a volume exceeds the capacity of one binder, a second binder may be 
used to subdivide the volume. Applicants must submit one complete printed copy of all 
application materials and one complete scanned copy stored on compact disc of the 
application materials as detailed in the 2007 Final ASPM. All scanned copies must be 
scanned in accordance with the guidance provided in the 2007 Final ASPM.
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e) Third party reports – If third party reports are not received at the time of application 
submission, the Application will be terminated. 

f) All Application materials including manuals, NOFA, program guidelines, and all 
applicable HOME rules, will be available on the Department’s website at 
www.tdhca.state.tx.us.  Applications will be required to adhere to the HOME Rule and 
threshold requirements in effect at the time of the Application submission. Applications 
must be on forms provided by the Department, and cannot be altered or modified and 
must be in final form before submitting them to the Department. 

g) Applicants are required to remit a non-refundable Application fee payable to the Texas 
Department of Housing and Community Affairs in the amount of $500.00 per 
Application. Payment must be in the form of a check, cashier’s check or money order. Do 
not send cash. Section 2306.147(b) of the Texas Government Code requires the 
Department to waive Application fees for nonprofit organizations that offer expanded 
services such as child care, nutrition programs, job training assistance, health services, or 
human services. These organizations must include proof of their exempt status and a 
description of their supportive services in lieu of the Application fee. The Application fee 
is not an allowable or reimbursable cost under the HOME Program. 

h) Applications must be sent via overnight delivery to: 

HOME Division 
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 

Attn: Barbara Skinner 
221 East 11th Street 

Austin, TX 78701-2410 

or via the U.S. Postal Service to: 

HOME Division 
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 

Attn: Barbara Skinner 
Post Office Box 13941 

Austin, TX  78711-3941 

NOTE: This NOFA does not include the text of the various applicable regulatory provisions that 
may be important to the particular HOME CHDO Rental Housing Development Program. For 
proper completion of the application, the Department strongly encourages potential applicants 
to review all applicable State and Federal regulations.
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HOME DIVISION 
BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of the Housing Trust Fund Rental Production 
Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA).  

Requested Action

Approve, Deny or Approve with Amendments the Housing Trust Fund Rental Production 
Program Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA).  

Background

At the September 2007 Board meeting, the 2008 Housing Trust Fund Annual Plan was approved 
which included a Rental Production Program component.  This program is designed to provide a 
leveraging of funds with rental properties, primarily in rural areas, to better enable quality 
properties to target units to households at lower median incomes, 30% to 50% of Area Median 
Family Income (AMFI).  

These funds will be used for low or 0% interest loans to ensure repayment of the fund, are 
capped at an award amount of no more that $250,000, and will be limited to financing units that 
will serve families at or below 50% of AMFI.  For those funds that are used to target families at 
30% or below, which are not targeted by another subsidy source, the Department may allow a 
forgivable loan only for those funded units. 

Recommendation

Approve the Housing Trust Fund Rental Production Program Notice of Funding Availability 
(NOFA).
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Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
Housing Trust Fund 

Rental Production Program 
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) 

1) Summary

a) The Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (“the Department”) 
announces the availability of approximately $844,000 in funding from the Housing Trust 
Fund for financing of affordable rental housing for very low-income and extremely low-
income Texans. The availability and use of these funds is subject to the state Housing 
Trust Fund Rules at Title 10 Texas Administrative Code (10 TAC) Chapter 51 (“HTF 
Rules”) and Chapter 2306, Texas Government Code in effect at the time an application is 
submitted. Applicants are encouraged to familiarize themselves with all of the applicable 
rules that govern the program.  

2) Allocation of Housing Trust Funds 
a) These funds are made available through General Revenue Funds appropriated to the 

Housing Trust Fund for financing rental housing developments which involve new 
construction, rehabilitation or acquisition and rehabilitation. All funds released under this 
NOFA are to be used for the subsidizing of affordable rental housing units that target 
very low-income Texans earning 50 percent or less of Area Median Family Income 
(AMFI) and are not being funded with Housing Tax Credits. Additionally, if the funds 
are used to target extremely low-income Texans earning 30 percent or less of the AMFI 
and those units are not designated to serve extremely low-income households through 
another subsidy source, the Department may allow a forgivable loan only for the 
extremely low-income units. 

b) In accordance with 10 TAC 51.6 (d), this NOFA will be an Open Application Cycle and 
funding will be available on a first-come, first-served statewide basis. Applications will 
be accepted until 5:00 p.m. May 1, 2008 unless all funds are committed prior to this date.  
Applicants are encouraged to review the application process cited above and described 
herein. Applications that do not meet minimum threshold and financial feasibility will not 
be considered for funding. 



2 of 8

c) The Department will award Housing Trust Fund funds as a loan, to eligible recipients for 
the provision of housing for very low and extremely low-income individuals and 
families. Funds will be allocated primarily in rural areas and will not be awarded to 
developments that have received an allocation of Housing Tax Credits so that special 
emphasis is given to smaller proposed developments. The Department’s underwriting 
guidelines at 10 TAC §1.32 will be used which set as a minimum feasibility a 1.15 debt 
coverage ratio. 

d) Award amounts are limited to no more than $250,000 per development. 
e) Developments involving rehabilitation must establish that the rehabilitation will 

substantially improve the condition of the housing and will involve at least $12,000 per 
unit in direct hard costs, unless the property is also being financed by the United States 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development program.  

3) Eligible and Ineligible Activities and Restrictions 

a) Eligible activities will include the financing, new construction, acquisition and/or 
rehabilitation of affordable rental housing developments. 

b) Ineligible activities include the acquisition, rehabilitation, reconstruction or refinancing 
of affordable rental housing constructed within the past 5 years or previously funded by 
the Department. 

c) Ineligible activities include financing for any property that also has received or will 
receive Housing Tax Credits.

d) Restrictions include the displacement of existing affordable housing. Pursuant to 
§2306.203(a)(4) of the Texas Government Code, Housing Trust Funds shall not be 
utilized on a development that has the effect of permanently displacing low, very low, 
and extremely low income persons and families. Low-Income persons who may be 
temporarily displaced by the rehabilitation of affordable housing may be eligible for 
compensation of moving and relocation expenses. If a Housing Trust Fund recipient 
violates the permanent dislocation provision of this subsection, that recipient risks loss of 
Housing Trust Funds and the landlord/developer must pay the affected tenant’s costs and 
all moving expenses. 

4) Eligible and Ineligible Applicants 
a) The Department provides HTF to qualified local units of government, public housing 

authorities, community housing development organizations, nonprofit organizations and 
for-profit entities.  

b) Ineligible Applicants will include the following: 
i) Previously funded recipient(s) whose Housing Trust Funds have been partially or 

fully deobligated due to failure to meet contractual obligations during the 12 months 
prior to the current funding cycle;

ii) Applicants, or persons affiliated with the Applicant that have been barred, 
suspended, or terminated from procurement in a state or federal program and listed 
in the List of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement of Non-procurement 
Programs;  

iii) Applicants or persons affiliated with the Applicant that are subject of enforcement 
action under state or federal securities law, or are the subject of an enforcement 
proceeding with a state or federal agency or another governmental entity;  
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iv) Applicants or persons affiliated with the Applicant that have unresolved audit 
findings related to previous or current funding agreements with the Department;  

v) Applicants or persons affiliated with the Applicant that have delinquent loans, fees or 
other commitments with the Department, until payment is made;  

vi) Applicants who have not satisfied all threshold requirements described in this title, 
and the NOFA to which they are responding, and for which Administrative 
Deficiencies were unresolved;

vii) Applicants who have submitted incomplete Applications;  
viii) Applicants or persons affiliated with the Applicant that have been otherwise barred 

by the Department;  
ix) Applicants are subject to §1.13 of this title; or 
x) Applicants or persons affiliated with the Applicant that have breached a contract 

with a public agency. 
c) Each Application will be reviewed for its compliance history by the Department, 

consistent with 10 TAC Chapter 60. Applicants, or persons affiliated with an Application, 
found to have a Development or Contract in Material Noncompliance with the 
Department, will have their Application(s) terminated. 

5) Affordability Requirements 
a) Pursuant to §2306.203 (6) of  the Texas Government Code, Applicants proposing 

multifamily housing, new construction or rehabilitation, will be required to guarantee the 
Development will remain affordable to income qualified families or individuals for a 
period of 20 years.

b) Properties will be restricted under a Land Use Restriction Agreement (“LURA”), or other 
such instrument as determined by the Department for these terms. Among other 
restrictions, the LURA may require the owner of the property to continue to accept 
subsidies which may be offered by the federal government, prohibit the owner from 
exercising an option to prepay a federally insured loan, impose tenant income-based 
occupancy and rental restrictions, or impose any of these and other restrictions as deemed 
necessary at the sole discretion of the Department in order to preserve the property as 
affordable housing on a case-by-case basis. 

6) Site and Development Restrictions 
a) Housing that is constructed or rehabilitated with HTF funds must meet all applicable 

local codes, rehabilitation standards, ordinances, and zoning ordinances at the time of 
project completion. In the absence of local codes applications will be required to meet 
Texas Minimum Construction Standards, as well as the Fair Housing Accessibility 
Standards and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Developments must also 
meet all local building codes or standards that may apply.  

b) Housing must meet the accessibility requirements at 24 CFR Part 8, which implements 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and covered multifamily 
dwellings, as defined at 24 CFR §100.201, must also meet the design and construction 
requirements at 24 CFR §100.205, which implement the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 
3601–3619).  Any Developments designed as single family structures must also satisfy 
the requirements of §2306.514, Texas Government Code. 
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7) Threshold Criteria 
a) Housing units subsidized by HTF funds must be affordable to very-low or extremely low-

income persons.  Mixed Income rental developments may only receive funds for units 
that serve very-low or extremely low-income persons. All applications intended to serve 
persons with disabilities must adhere to the Department’s Integrated Housing Rule at 10 
TAC §1.15.

b) The Recipient must establish a reserve account consistent with §2306.186, Texas 
Government Code, and as further described in 10 TAC §1.37. 

c) The following Threshold Criteria listed in this subsection are mandatory requirements at 
the time of Application submission unless specifically indicated otherwise. Applicants  
must demonstrate the application can meet the following threshold criteria to be 
considered for funding: 
i) The application is consistent with the requirements established in the HTF rules and 

the NOFA.  
ii) The Applicant provides evidence of its ability to carry out the proposal in the areas of 

financing, acquiring, rehabilitating, developing or managing an affordable housing 
development. 

iii) To encourage the inclusion of families and individuals with the highest need for 
affordable housing, applicants must target units for individuals or families earning 
50% or less of area medium income for the development site.  

iv) To encourage reasonable and cost effective building strategies, applicants must limit 
development cost per square foot to $70.00 for new construction and $38.00 for 
rehabilitation. Please note, use normal rounding when performing this calculation. 
($69.50 and higher would be rounded up to $70.00, $69.49 and lower would be 
rounded down to $69.00). 

v) An applicant is not eligible to apply for funds or any other assistance from the 
Department unless audits are current at the time of application or the Audit 
Certification Form has been submitted to the Department in a satisfactory format on 
or before the application deadline for funds or other assistance per 10 TAC §1.3(b).

8) Review Process 
a) Pursuant to 10 TAC §51.6, each application will be handled on a first-come, first-served 

basis as further described in this section. Each application will be assigned a "received 
date" based on the date and time it is physically received by the Department. Then each 
application will be reviewed on its own merits in three review phases, as applicable. 
Applications will continue to be prioritized for funding based on their "received date" 
unless they do not proceed into the next phase(s) of review. Applications proceeding in a 
timely fashion through a phase will take priority over applications that may have an 
earlier "received date" but that did not timely complete a phase of review. Applications 
will be reviewed for Applicant and Activity Eligibility, Threshold Criteria, and Financial 
Feasibility as described in this NOFA. 

b) If a submitted Application has an entire Volume of the application missing; has excessive 
omissions of documentation from the Threshold Criteria or Uniform Application 
documentation; or is so unclear, disjointed or incomplete that a thorough review cannot 
reasonably be performed by the Department, as determined by the Department. If an 
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application is determined ineligible pursuant to this section, the Application will be 
terminated without being processed as an Administrative Deficiency. 

Phase One will include a review of all application requirements. The Department will 
ensure review of all application materials required under the NOFA and issue notice of 
any deficiencies on the application’s satisfaction of threshold and eligibility within 45 
days of the date it enters Phase One. Applicants who are able to resolve their deficiencies 
within seven business days will be forwarded into Phase Two and will continue to be 
prioritized by their received date. Applications which do not resolve all deficiencies 
within seven business days, will be retained in Phase One until all deficiencies have been 
addressed or resolved by the Applicant to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon 
resolution of all deficiencies will the Application be forwarded to Phase Two. 
Applications that have not left Phase One within 65 days of the date it entered Phase One 
will be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds.  
Phase Two will include a comprehensive review for material noncompliance and 
financial feasibility by the Department. Financial feasibility reviews will be conducted by 
the Department’s Real Estate Analysis (REA) Division consistent with 10 TAC §1.32, 
Underwriting Rules and Guidelines. REA will draft an underwriting report that will 
identify staff’s recommended loan terms, the loan or grant amount and any conditions to 
be placed on the development. The Department will ensure financial feasibility review 
and issue notice of any required deficiencies for that feasibility review within 45 days of 
the date it enters Phase Two. Applicants who are able to resolve their deficiencies within 
seven business days will be forwarded into “Recommended Status” and will continue to 
be prioritized by their received date. Applications with deficiencies not satisfied within 
seven business days, will be retained in Phase Two until Applicant resolves all 
deficiencies to the Department’s satisfaction. Only upon satisfaction of all deficiencies 
will the Application be forwarded to the Department’s Executive Award Review and 
Advisory Committee for final approval before recommendation to the Board. Any 
application that has not left Phase Two after 65 days of the date it entered Phase Two will 
be terminated and must reapply for consideration of funds.  
Upon completion of the applicable final review Phase, applications will be presented to 
the Executive Awards Review and Advisory Committee (the Committee). If satisfactory, 
the Committee will then recommend the award of funds to the Board, as long as HTF 
funds are still available for this Activity under the applicable NOFA. If the Application is 
recommended at least 14 days prior to the next Board meeting, it will be placed on the 
next Board meeting’s agenda. If the Application is recommended with less than 14 days 
before the next Board meeting, the recommendation will be placed on the subsequent 
month’s Board meeting agenda. Applications which are not recommended by the 
committee will be either returned to Department Staff or terminated. 
Because applications are processed in the order they are received by the Department, it is 
possible that the Department will expend all available HTF funds before an application 
has completed all phases of its review. In the case that all HTF are committed before an 
application has completed all phases of the review process, the Department will notify the 
applicant that their application will remain active for 90 days in its current phase. If new 
HTF funds become available, applications will continue onward with their review 
without losing their received date priority. If HTF funds do not become available within 
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90 days of the notification, the Applicant will be notified that their application is no 
longer under consideration. The applicant must reapply to be considered for future 
funding. If on the date an application is received by the Department, no funds are 
available under this NOFA, the applicant will be notified that no funds exist under the 
NOFA and the application will not be processed. 

c) Pursuant to 10 TAC §51.6(g)(1), a site visit will be conducted as part of the HTF 
Program development feasibility review. Applicants must receive recommendation for 
approval from the Department to be considered for HTF funding by the Board.  

d) The Department may decline to consider any Application if the proposed activities do 
not, in the Department’s sole determination, represent a prudent use of the Department’s 
funds. The Department is not obligated to proceed with any action pertaining to any 
Applications which are received, and may decide it is in the Department’s best interest to 
refrain from pursuing any selection process. The Department strives, through its loan 
terms, to securitize its funding while ensuring the financial feasibility of a Development. 
The Department reserves the right to negotiate individual elements of any Application.

e) In accordance with §2306.082 Texas Government Code and 10 TAC 51.6(j), it is the 
Department's policy to encourage the use of appropriate Alternative Dispute Resolution 
procedures ("ADR") under the Governmental Dispute Resolution Act, Chapter 2009, 
Texas Government Code, to assist in resolving disputes under the Department's 
jurisdiction. As described in Chapter 154, Civil Practices and Remedies Code, ADR 
procedures include mediation. Except as prohibited by the Department's ex parte 
communications policy, the Department encourages informal communications between 
Department staff and Applicants, and other interested persons, to exchange information 
and informally resolve disputes. The Department also has administrative appeals 
processes to fairly and expeditiously resolve disputes. If at anytime an Applicant or other 
person would like to engage the Department in an ADR procedure, the person may send a 
proposal to the Department's Dispute Resolution Coordinator. For additional information 
on the Department's ADR Policy, see the Department's General Administrative Rule on 
ADR at 10 TAC 1.17.

f) An Applicant may appeal decisions made by staff in accordance with 10 TAC §1.7.

9) Application Submission 
a) All applications submitted under this NOFA must be received on or before 5:00 p.m. on 

May 1, 2008. The Department will accept applications from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. each 
business day, excluding federal and state holidays from the date this NOFA is published 
on the Department’s web site until the deadline.  For questions regarding this NOFA 
please contact Barbara Skinner at 512-475-1643 or via e-mail at 
barbara.skinner@tdhca.state.tx.us or Ann Gusman-MacBeth at 512-475-4606 or via e-
mail at ann.macbeth@tdhca.state.tx.us.

b) If an Application is submitted to the Department for a Development that requests funds 
from two separate housing finance programs, and only one of the housing finance 
programs is operated as a competitive cycle, the Application will be handled in 
accordance with the guidelines for each housing program. The Applicant is responsible 
for adhering to the deadlines and requirements of both programs. If an Application is 
submitted for two separate housing finance programs where both programs are either 
open cycle, or competitive, the Application will be handled in accordance with the 
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guidelines of each housing program.  The Applicant is responsible for adhering to the 
deadlines and requirements of both programs. 

c) All applications must be submitted, and provide all documentation, as described in this 
NOFA and associated application materials. 

d) Applicants must submit two complete printed copy of all Application materials as 
detailed in the 2007 ASPM for Housing Trust Fund.  

e) The application consists of three parts: bound items, unbound items and electronic 
submission. A complete application for each proposed development must be submitted. 
Incomplete applications or improperly bound applications will not be accepted. The 
bound volumes of the application must be bound using red pressboard binders. Each 
volume must be submitted in a separate red pressboard binder.  If the required 
documentation for a volume exceeds the capacity of one binder, a second binder may be 
used to subdivide the volume.  

f) If third party reports are not received at the time of application submission, the 
Application will be terminated. 

g) All Application materials including manuals, NOFA, program guidelines, and all 
applicable Housing Trust Fund rules, will be available on the Department’s website at 
www.tdhca.state.tx.us.  Applications will be required to adhere to the Housing Trust Fund 
Rule and threshold requirements in effect at the time of the Application submission. 
Applications must be on forms provided by the Department, and cannot be altered or 
modified and must be in final form before submitting them to the Department. 

h) Applicants are required to remit a non-refundable Application fee payable to the Texas 
Department of Housing and Community Affairs in the amount of $200.00 per
Application. Payment must be in the form of a check, cashier’s check or money order. Do 
not send cash. Section 2306.147(b) of the Texas Government Code requires the 
Department to waive Application fees for nonprofit organizations that offer expanded 
services such as child care, nutrition programs, job training assistance, health services, or 
human services. These organizations must include proof of their exempt status and a 
description of their supportive services in lieu of the Application fee.  

i) Applications must be sent via overnight delivery to: 

HOME Division 
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 

Attn: Barbara Skinner 
221 East 11th Street 

Austin, TX 78701-2410 

or via the U.S. Postal Service to: 

HOME Division 
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 

Attn: Barbara Skinner 
Post Office Box 13941 

Austin, TX  78711-3941 
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NOTE: This NOFA does not include the text of the various applicable regulatory provisions that 
may be important to the particular Housing Trust Fund Program. For proper completion of the 
application, the Department strongly encourages potential applicants to review all applicable 
State and Federal regulations.



BOND FINANCE DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Items

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Resolution No. 08-001 authorizing the 
extension of the certificate purchase period for Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds, 2006 
Series A-C (Program 66). 

Required Action

Approval of Resolution No. 08-001 authorizing the extension of the certificate purchase period 
for Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds, 2006 Series A-C (Program 66). 

Background

The mortgage loan origination period related to TDHCA’s Single Family Mortgage Revenue 
Bonds, 2006 Series A-C (Program 66) will terminate on January 1, 2008. If the origination
period is not extended, any unspent proceeds will be used for an unexpended bonds proceeds 
redemption.  At the time of bond pricing, investors ask issuers about their history of unspent 
bond proceeds.  Because of these extensions, TDHCA can report positively back to investors.  
Staff recommends extending the certificate purchase date for Program 66 to January 1, 2009.  
The table below reflects Program 66’s balances, per the master servicer’s records, as of 
September 27, 2007. 

Total Lendable Bond Proceeds $ 241.3 million

Assisted Funds Unreserved Balance  $    0.0 million 
+ Unassisted Funds Unreserved Balance $    0.0 million 
+ Loans in Mortgage Pipeline $  30.4 million 

= Total Unspent Proceeds Balance $   30.4 million 

Mortgages Closed and Funded $ 210.9 million 

A significant amount of the mortgage funds have been purchased. On June 29, 2007, $16.4 
million in funds reserved for families earning 60% Area Median Family Income (AMFI) or 
below in the Rita Gulf Opportunity Zone became available for families earning up to 140% 
AMFI.  Since then, all of the funds have been reserved at the mortgage rates of 5.625% 
unassisted, 6.125% assisted and 5.875% assisted (GO Zone) are waiting to be purchased by the 
master servicer.  For families constructing a new home, 180 days are needed to complete the 
processing of funds reserved in the pipeline.  Should any of these loans fall-out, the extension of 
the certificate purchase period would allow ample time to close and fund new loans. 



Recommendation

Approve Resolution No. 08-001 authorizing the extension of the certificate purchase period for 
Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds, 2006 Series A-C (Program 66). 



Resolution No. 08-001 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXTENSION OF THE CERTIFICATE PURCHASE 
PERIOD FOR SINGLE FAMILY MORTGAGE REVENUE REFUNDING BONDS, 2006 
SERIES A; SINGLE FAMILY MORTGAGE REVENUE REFUNDING BONDS, 2006 SERIES 
B AND SINGLE FAMILY MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS, 2006 SERIES C; 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF DOCUMENTS AND 
INSTRUMENTS RELATING THERETO; MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS AND 
DETERMINATIONS IN CONNECTION THEREWITH; AND CONTAINING OTHER 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE SUBJECT 

WHEREAS, the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (the “Department”) has been duly 
created and organized pursuant to and in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 2306, Texas Government Code, 
as amended (the “Act”), for the purpose, among others, of providing a means of financing the costs of residential 
ownership, development and rehabilitation that will provide decent, safe, and affordable living environments for 
individuals and families of low and very low income (as defined in the Act) and families of moderate income (as 
described in the Act and determined by the Governing Board of the Department (the “Board”) from time to time); 
and

WHEREAS, the Act authorizes the Department: (a) to make and acquire and finance, and to enter into 
advance commitments to make and acquire and finance, mortgage loans and participating interests therein, secured 
by mortgages on residential housing in the State of Texas (the “State”); (b) to issue its bonds, for the purpose, 
among others, of obtaining funds to acquire, finance or acquire participating interests in such mortgage loans, to 
establish necessary reserve funds and to pay administrative and other costs incurred in connection with the issuance 
of such bonds; and (c) to pledge all or any part of the revenues, receipts or resources of the Department, including 
the revenues and receipts to be received by the Department from such single family mortgage loans or participating 
interests, and to mortgage, pledge or grant security interests in such mortgages or participating interests, mortgage 
loans or other property of the Department, to secure the payment of the principal or redemption price of and interest 
on such bonds; and 

WHEREAS, in order to implement its Bond Program No. 66, the Department issued its Single Family 
Mortgage Revenue Refunding Bonds, 2006 Series A in the aggregate principal amount of $59,555,000 (the “2006 
Series A Bonds”), its Single Family Mortgage Revenue Refunding Bonds, 2006 Series B in the aggregate principal 
amount of $70,485,000 (the “2006 Series B Bonds”), and its Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds, 2006 Series 
C in the aggregate principal amount of $105,410,000 (the “2006 Series C Bonds” and together with the 2006 Series 
A Bonds and the 2006 Series B Bonds, collectively, the “2006 Series A/B/C Bonds”) pursuant to a Single Family 
Mortgage Revenue Bond Trust Indenture dated as of October 1, 1980 between the Department, as successor to the 
Texas Housing Agency, and The Bank of New York Trust Company, N.A., as successor trustee (the “Trustee”), as 
supplemented and amended (collectively, the “Single Family Indenture”), and the Forty-Sixth Supplemental Single 
Family Mortgage Revenue Bond Trust Indenture dated as of June 1, 2006 (the “Forty-Sixth Supplement”) with 
respect to the 2006 Series A Bonds, the Forty-Seventh Supplemental Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bond Trust 
Indenture dated as of June 1, 2006 (the “Forty-Seventh Supplement”) with respect to the 2006 Series B Bonds and 
the Forty-Eighth Supplemental Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bond Trust Indenture dated as of June 1, 2006 (the 
“Forty-Eighth Supplement”) with respect to the 2006 Series C Bonds, each between the Department and the Trustee, 
for the purpose, among others, of providing funds to make and acquire qualified mortgage loans (including 
participating interests therein) during the Certificate Purchase Period (as described in the Forty-Sixth Supplement); 
and

WHEREAS, concurrently with the issuance of the 2006 Series A/B/C Bonds, the Department issued its 
Single Family Mortgage Revenue Refunding Bonds, 2006 Series D in the aggregate principal amount of 
$29,685,000 (the “2006 Series D Bonds”) and its Single Family Mortgage Revenue Refunding Bonds, 2006 Series E 
in the aggregate principal amount of $17,295,000 (the “2006 Series E Bonds”) pursuant to the Single Family 
Indenture and the Forty-Ninth Supplemental Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bond Trust Indenture dated as of 
June 1, 2006 with respect to the 2006 Series D Bonds and the Fiftieth Supplemental Single Family Mortgage 
Revenue Bond Trust Indenture dated as of June 1, 2006 with respect to the 2006 Series E Bonds, each between the 
Department and the Trustee, for the purpose, among others, of refunding certain prior bonds of the Department; and 
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WHEREAS, the Certificate Purchase Period with respect to the 2006 Series A/B/C Bonds ends on 
January 1, 2008, unless extended; and 

WHEREAS, the Department desires to approve and authorize (i) the extension of the Certificate Purchase 
Period for the 2006 Series A/B/C Bonds to January 1, 2009 in accordance with the terms of the Forty-Sixth 
Supplement, (ii) all actions to be taken with respect thereto, and (iii) the execution and delivery of all documents and 
instruments in connection therewith; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BOARD OF THE TEXAS 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS THAT: 

ARTICLE I

EXTENSION OF CERTIFICATE PURCHASE PERIOD; APPROVAL OF DOCUMENTS 

Section 1.1--Approval of Extension of the Certificate Purchase Period.  The extension of the Certificate 
Purchase Period to January 1, 2009, or the first business day thereafter, is hereby authorized, subject to advice of any 
financial advisor, bond counsel or other advisor to the Department, such extension to be effectuated under and in 
accordance with the Single Family Indenture and the Forty-Sixth Supplement, and the authorized representatives of 
the Department named in this Resolution each are authorized hereby to execute and deliver all documents and 
instruments in connection therewith and to request and deliver all certificates as may be required by the terms of the 
Forty-Sixth Supplement in connection therewith. 

Section 1.2--Execution and Delivery of Other Documents.  The authorized representatives of the 
Department named in this Resolution each are authorized hereby to execute and deliver all agreements, certificates, 
contracts, documents, instruments, releases, financing statements, letters of instruction, notices, written requests and 
other papers, whether or not mentioned herein, as may be necessary or convenient to carry out or assist in carrying 
out the purposes of this Resolution. 

Section 1.3--Authorized Representatives.  The following persons are each hereby named as authorized 
representatives of the Department for purposes of executing and delivering the documents and instruments referred 
to in this Article I:  the Chair of the Board; the Vice Chairman of the Board; the Secretary to the Board; the 
Executive Director of the Department; and the Director of Bond Finance of the Department. 

ARTICLE II 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Section 2.1--Purpose of Resolution.  The Board has expressly determined and hereby confirms that the 
acquisition of mortgage loans or the purchase of Mortgage Certificates resulting from the extension of the 
Certificate Purchase Period will accomplish a valid public purpose of the Department by providing for the housing 
needs of persons and families of low, very low and extremely low income and families of moderate income in the 
State.

Section 2.2--Effective Date.  That this Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and upon its 
adoption. 

Section 2.3--Notice of Meeting.  Written notice of the date, hour and place of the meeting of the Board at 
which this Resolution was considered and of the subject of this Resolution was furnished to the Secretary of State 
and posted on the Internet for at least seven (7) days preceding the convening of such meeting; that during regular 
office hours a computer terminal located in a place convenient to the public in the office of the Secretary of State 
was provided such that the general public could view such posting; that such meeting was open to the public as 
required by law at all times during which this Resolution and the subject matter hereof was discussed, considered 
and formally acted upon, all as required by the Open Meetings Act, Chapter 551, Texas Government Code, as 
amended; and that written notice of the date, hour and place of the meeting of the Board and of the subject of this 
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Resolution was published in the Texas Register at least seven (7) days preceding the convening of such meeting, as 
required by the Administrative Procedure and Texas Register Act, Chapters 2001 and 2002, Texas Government 
Code, as amended.  Additionally, all of the materials in the possession of the Department relevant to the subject of 
this Resolution were sent to interested persons and organizations, posted on the Department’s website, made 
available in hard-copy at the Department, and filed with the Secretary of State for publication by reference in the 
Texas Register not later than seven (7) days before the meeting of the Board as required by Section 2306.032, Texas 
Government Code, as amended. 

[Execution page follows] 
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PASSED AND APPROVED this 11th day of October, 2007. 

       Chair, Governing Board 

ATTEST: 

Secretary to the Governing Board 

(SEAL) 

































































































































DISASTER RECOVERY DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of an Amendment to the 2008 Housing Trust Fund Plan. 

Required Action

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of an Amendment related to the 2008 Housing Trust 
Fund (HTF) set-aside for the Disaster Recovery Homeowner Repair Gap Financing Program (HTF 
Disaster Recovery Program). 

Background

On September 13, 2007, TDHCA’s Governing Board approved the 2008 Housing Trust Fund Annual 
Report (Annual Plan or Plan).  The Department set-aside $1,000,000 in the Annual Plan for the HTF 
Disaster Recovery Program.  Associated administrative fees were not provided as part of the funding. 

The purpose of the set-aside was to assist in the removal of a major barrier to providing assistance under 
the Community Development Block Grant Disaster Recovery Program (CDBG Disaster Recovery 
Program) as identified by the three Councils of Government (COGs) administering housing assistance 
under Round I of CDBG funding.  

The CDBG Disaster Recovery Program can provide all of the funding necessary to rehabilitate or 
reconstruct a home unless the funding represents a duplication of benefits, which is prohibited. This has 
resulted in a funding gap to households and is preventing otherwise qualified households from program 
participation. In response, the Department set-aside $1,000,000 in HTF dollars with a maximum per 
household award of $10,000. Subsequent to the Annual Plan’s approval, the COGs have expressed 
concerns that the funding intent cannot be met if assistance is required to be provided in the form of a 
loan as required in the Plan. Specifically, a zero percent interest repayable loan will be a disincentive to 
households because it does not complement the existing program that primarily provides assistance in the 
form of a grant.  Also, a loan secured by residential housing could result in loan closing costs that exceed 
the amount actually needed by the households. The average gap amount is $3,000 per household. 

Approximately 80% of the households with gap funding needs that have been prioritized by the COGs for 
assistance are very low income, elderly, and disabled, and some still reside in Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) trailers. These households have a limited ability to repay a loan and lack 
only a small portion of funds needed to rehabilitate and reconstruct safe, decent and affordable housing.  

The Annual Plan as approved by the Governing Board September 13, 2007 requires that the HTF funds 
be loaned in the form of a zero percent interest loan for rehabilitation and reconstruction of housing.  
Pursuant to Chapter 2306 of the Texas Government Code, housing trust fund loans used to finance 
residential construction and rehabilitation are required to be mortgage loans or temporary loans and 
advances in anticipation of permanent mortgage loans.  Mortgage loans must be secured by a mortgage 
lien on real property.  Estimated closing costs for HTF loans will range from $1,400 to $1,800 based on 
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the maximum loan amount of $10,000.  Although the average gap funding need of some households is 
$3,000, it can range from as little as $100 up to $10,000 or more. 

Staff is recommending that the HTF dollars be provided in the form of a grant in all instances except 
when the assistance is greater than $5,000 and the household’s Area Family Median Income (AMFI) 
exceeds 60%.  This structure will complement and combine with the existing CDBG fund delivery.  It 
will also result in greater participation of very low income households and ensure there is a greater ability 
to repay, that loan related closing costs will not exceed the actual amount needed, and that the HTF 
Program is structured in a way that can better address the major barrier to the CDBG Disaster Recovery 
Program as identified by the COGs.   

If the Governing Board approves the proposed action, the Department will amend the applicable section 
of the Annual Plan as follows (indicated in bold): 

General Program Description: Currently the CDBG Disaster Recovery Funds are limited in the amount 
of federal assistance that can be provided to a household. Otherwise qualified households, who are 
lacking only a small portion of funds to fulfill their full cost of construction, are unable to begin their 
reconstruction or complete their home. This is preventing them from taking advantage of the CDBG 
assistance for which they have qualified and preventing them from reestablishing their homes, and is a 
major impediment to program implementation.  It is estimated that the gap in needed funds for many 
of these households is less than $10,000 and averages around $3,000. This Program would be designed 
to complement and combine with the existing CDBG fund delivery structure which is administered by 
three Councils of Government (COG). A process would be established by which each COG would be able 
to access some portion of these funds for qualified households. This funding would be structured as a
grant in all instances except when the assistance is greater than $5,000 and the household’s Area 
Family Median Income (AMFI) exceeds 60%.  Assistance to households earning more than 60% 
AMFI with needs greater than $5,000 will be provided such assistance in the form of a zero percent
interest loan. The amortization period will depend on the income level of the family to ensure 
ability to repay.  

Recommendation

Authorize the provision of the 2008 HTF Disaster Recovery Homeowner Repair Gap Financing Program 
be implemented as described above. 

Authorize and direct the staff to amend the Annual Plan as required pursuant to Rider 10d related to the 
Disaster Recovery Homeowner Repair Gap Financing Program. 
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DISASTER RECOVERY DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation and Discussion of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster 
Recovery Status Report for CDBG Round 1 Funding relating to housing. 

Requested Action

Presentation and discussion of the CDBG Disaster Recovery Status Report for CDBG Round 1 
Funding relating to housing. 

Background

This Board Action Request summarizes the activities of the three Councils of Governments (COGs) 
administering CDBG Disaster Recovery Program (Program) housing contracts.  

Housing Activities as of October 11, 2007

Disaster Recovery Division staff met with the Deep East Texas Council of Governments (DETCOG), 
Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC), South East Texas Regional Planning Commission 
(SETRPC), and SETRPC’s subrecipients the cities of Beaumont and Port Arthur on September 19, 
2007. Several topics were discussed including clarification of the definition of eligibility and a report 
presented by each COG and COG subrecipient related to the program’s status.  Staff also discussed 
the expectations of TDHCA that administrative expenses should be in line with production to date 
and released a plan of action to achieve this objective. Following the meeting in Houston, staff visited 
the offices of DETCOG and the city of Port Arthur.

Financial Activity 

Current
Budget 

Admin $ Drawn 
To Date 

Project $ 
Drawn To Date 

Balance CDBG 
Funds

% of 
Funds 

Disbursed 

DETCOG $6,745,034.00  $205,805.10  $0  $6,539,228.90  3.05% 
H-GAC $7,015,706.00  $322,041.58  $0  $6,693,664.42  4.59% 
SETRPC  $26,498,536.00  $525,744.66  $532,533.31  $25,440,258.03  3.99% 
     SETRPC $15,788,536.00  $525,744.66 $532,533.31 $14,730,258.03 6.70%
Beaumont  $5,145,000.00  $0.00 $0.00 $5,145,000.00 0.00%
Port Arthur  $5,565,000.00  $0.00 $0.00 $5,565,000.00 0.00%

Totals $40,259,276.00  $1,053,591.94  $532,533.31  $39,112,824.89  11.63% 



Project Activity 

# to be 
Assisted*

# of 
Applications

# Certified 
Eligible

# of  Contracts  
Awarded

# of Assisted 
Households

DETCOG 182 744 15 12 2
H-GAC 128 526 44 8 4
SETRPC 228 2910 93 26 15
     SETRPC 127 1,569 91   26 15
     Beaumont 55 764 0 0  0
     Port Arthur 46 577 2  0  0

Total 538 4,180 152 46 19
* Based on the projected number of households that the COGs will be able to serve with the funding allocation 

COG Activity Highlights 

Deep East Texas Council of Governments
DETCOG confirmed that a total of 15 applicants are certified eligible.  DETCOG submitted 10 
project set-ups for approval and placed orders for 10 manufactured housing units for delivery and 
installation in October.

Houston-Galveston Area Council
H-GAC confirmed that a total of 44 are certified eligible.  H-GAC submitted 5 project set-ups for 
approval and placed orders for 5 manufactured housing units for delivery and installation in October.   

South East Texas Regional Planning Commission 
SETRPC confirmed that a total of 93 are certified eligible. SETRPC has also installed 3 
manufactured housing units and received approval on 9 additional set-ups since the last Board 
Meeting.  Activities in October include the continuation and completion (92% & 70% complete) of 
construction on 2 stick built units; initiating construction for 8 units; and placing 17 additional units 
out to bid that will be awarded in October. 
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DISASTER RECOVERY DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION

October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation and Discussion of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster Recovery Status 
Report relating to non-housing activities for CDBG Round 1 Funding and infrastructure activities for CDBG 
Round 2 

Requested Action

Presentation and discussion of the ORCA CDBG Disaster Recovery Status Report. 

Background

The Office of Rural Community Affairs (ORCA), in partnership with TDHCA, is working to distribute the 
nonhousing funds totaling $30,537,374 under CDBG Round 1 and $42,000,000 of restoration of critical 
infrastructure funds in CDBG Round 2.   

The TDHCA Governing Board has requested a monthly report item on the status of the CDBG Disaster 
Recovery Programs. This report item includes the activities of both CDBG Rounds. 

NON-HOUSING ACTIVITIES for CDBG Round 1

All available funding for non-housing activities is under contract.  Each of the awarded communities 
has received at least one technical assistance / site visit by ORCA staff.  To date, approximately 
$5,371,496 has been paid to non-housing contractors of which $322,739 or 6% is local administrative 
costs.  Approximately 46% of the contracts awarded under CDBG Round 1 have requested draws 
totaling 17.4% of the non-housing funds.  Sixty or 69% of the non-housing contracts have completed 
environmental reviews.  Another 11 or 11% have completed the environmental review on a portion of 
the contract activities.  Procurement of goods and services continues.  At least 9 contracts totaling 
$4.7 million are experiencing delays because these projects are Hazard Mitigation Grant Program 
(HMGP) projects that are not being prioritized by the Federal Emergency Management Agency, and 
as a result, FEMA funding for the projects is slow in being received by these communities.  Forty 
three or 47% of the contracts include match for a FEMA program.   

ORCA continues a comprehensive “Project Status and Plan/Next Step” initiative to visit all non-
housing recipients with outstanding funds available.  ORCA Disaster Recovery staff are visiting each 
city, county, and tribe to discuss the status of the each project, establish the “plan or next step” 
necessary for communities to submit reimbursements requests to ORCA, and provide any needed 
technical assistance.  This is part of ORCA’s enhanced effort to encourage all parties to focus on any 
impediments the community may be encountering in submitting reimbursement requests to ORCA in 
a timely manner, combined with additional technical assistance that would benefit the communities. 
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NON-HOUSING ACTIVITIES for CDBG Round 2

Restoration of Critical Infrastructure
CDBG Round 2 

Total Funding Available   $     42,000,000  
  Set Aside   
  Hardin County  $     10,000,000  
  Bridge City  $       3,800,000  
  Memorial Hermann Baptist  
  Hospital Orange  $       6,000,000  

Total Available for Competitive 
Award  $     22,200,000  
  Total 26 Applications Received *  $     73,363,664  
  Shortage  $    (51,163,664) 

*Applications for the competitive cycle were received August 10 and are currently being reviewed for 
recommendation to the TDHCA Governing Board.  Once applicants are ranked the top scoring applicants will 
be asked to provide additional information related to any administrative costs exceeding ORCA's projected 
costs.  Assuming the requested information is provided timely ORCA will make a recommendation to the 
Board at its November 8 Board Meeting.   

In the August 23rd TDHCA Board Meeting the board approved a $6 million set aside award to 
Memorial Hermann Baptist Orange Hospital for the purchase of a CT Scan and demolition of areas 
damaged by Hurricane Rita.  Memorial Hermann has begun procurement to acquire the CT Scan. 
ORCA received 26 applications totaling $73,363,664 in requests for the $22,200,000competitive 
portion of the Restoration of Critical Infrastructure Program.  These applications are currently being 
reviewed by ORCA staff for recommendation. 



Texas Community Development Block Grant Program 
Disaster Recovery Awards 

 CDBG Round 1 
October 2007    

Contractor Total
Beneficiaries 

Contract Total Drawn to Date Available
Balance

 Local Admin 
Drawn to Date 

 Environmental 
Complete 

 FEMA 
Project 

Alabama Coushatta Indian 
Reservation 480  $             9,512  $        9,512.00 
Alto 1190  $         316,600  $     316,600.00 P
Angelina County 80130  $         379,816  $      18,186.60  $     361,629.40  $      12,411.60 X X
Beaumont 26247  $      1,950,000  $      37,150.00  $  1,912,850.00  $      37,150.00 X X
Bevil Oaks 1346  $         200,000  $      12,923.10  $     187,076.90  $                  -  P
Bridge City 8651  $         300,000  $     237,724.01  $      62,275.99  $                  -  X X
Broaddus 210  $           21,403  $           778.40  $      20,624.60  $           778.40 P X
Browndell 402  $           47,900  $        1,440.00  $      46,460.00  $        1,440.00 X
Carthage 3067  $         338,600  $     338,600.00 X X
Center 5153  $         184,287  $     184,287.00 X X
Chambers County 26301  $         225,000  $     225,000.00 X
Chester 274  $           29,078  $      29,078.00 
China 1112  $         200,000  $     200,000.00 X
Cleveland 6857  $         350,000  $     350,000.00 X
Coldspring 700  $           15,457  $      15,457.00 X
Colmesneil 638  $           70,006  $      70,006.00 X X
Corrigan 1714  $           40,924  $      40,924.00 X
Cove 301  $         345,055  $     345,055.00 
Crockett 7141  $         189,946  $     189,946.00 
Cushing 568  $             9,919  $        9,919.00 X
Dayton 5698  $         188,100  $     188,100.00 X
Diboll 5470  $           69,300  $        2,520.00  $      66,780.00  $        2,520.00 X
Gallatin 394  $           58,800  $      58,800.00 P
Galveston County 2390  $         350,000  $     350,000.00 X X
Garrison 791  $           13,142  $      13,142.00 
Goodrich 260  $           32,500  $      32,500.00 X
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Grapeland 1293  $           19,800  $           720.00  $      19,080.00  $           720.00 X

Groves 15733 $         500,000 $     500,000.00 X X
Groveton 677  $           28,314  $        1,029.60  $      27,284.40  $                  -  P
Hardin County 48073  $      1,050,000  $     519,282.28  $     530,717.72  $                  -  X X
Hemphill 1209  $           63,017  $      24,658.66  $      38,358.34  $                  -  X X
Henderson 5932  $         338,600  $     338,600.00  $                  -  X X
Houston County 23218  $         218,500  $        7,400.00  $     211,100.00  $        7,400.00 X
Hudson 3792  $           72,044  $        2,524.40  $      69,519.60  $        2,524.40 X X
Huntington 2085  $           21,583  $      21,583.00 X
Huntsville 23576  $         350,000  $     350,000.00 X
Huxley 982  $             4,340  $        3,982.45  $           357.55  $                  -  X
Jasper 8247  $         747,133  $     146,621.53  $     600,511.47  $                  -  X X
Jasper County 35604  $      2,270,118  $  1,859,922.01  $     410,195.99  $      62,335.00 X X
Jefferson 2024  $         316,600  $     316,600.00 X X
Jefferson County 252051  $      1,500,000  $  1,500,000.00 X
Joaquin 839  $           35,200  $        1,280.00  $      33,920.00  $        1,280.00 X
Kennard 360  $           38,400  $        1,160.00  $      37,240.00  $        1,160.00 X
Kirbyville 2085  $         188,890  $     188,890.00 P X
Kountze 1738  $         210,000  $        4,000.00  $     206,000.00  $        4,000.00 X
Liberty County 386  $         350,000  $      28,157.50  $     321,842.50  $      13,170.00 X X
Livingston 5433  $         129,194  $     129,194.00 X X
Longview 98500  $         338,997  $     338,997.00 X
Lovelady 607  $           27,500  $        1,000.00  $      26,500.00  $        1,000.00 X
Lufkin 32709  $         485,000  $     485,000.00 X X
Lumberton 8833  $         315,000  $     210,692.50  $     104,307.50  $      12,450.00 X
Montgomery County 350000  $         189,202  $     189,202.00 X X
Nacogdoches 29914  $         158,371  $     158,371.00 X X
Nacogdoches County 59203  $         436,065  $     436,065.00 X
Nederland 17422  $         500,000  $     500,000.00 X
New Waverly 950  $         100,000  $        4,050.00  $      95,950.00  $        4,050.00 X
Newton 2459  $         172,729  $     133,163.52  $      39,565.48  $                  -  X
Newton County 15072  $         877,654  $     103,979.49  $     773,674.51  $                  -  X
Nome 515  $         100,000  $     100,000.00 X
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Onalaska 1174  $           28,050  $      10,740.00  $      17,310.00  $        1,020.00 X
Orange 4707  $         750,000  $      97,250.67  $     652,749.33  $                  -  X
Orange County 84966  $      1,200,000  $  1,200,000.00 X
Panorama Village 1965  $           72,760  $      72,760.00 P X
Pine Forest 652  $         100,000  $     100,000.00 P
Pinehurst 2274  $         200,000  $     200,000.00 X
Pineland 980  $           56,100  $        2,040.00  $      54,060.00  $        2,040.00 X
Point Blank 559  $           12,504  $      12,504.00 X
Polk County 46397  $         886,854  $     886,854.00 X
Port Arthur 57023  $      1,500,000  $  1,187,487.47  $     312,512.53  $                  -  X X
Port Neches 13601  $         500,000  $     500,000.00 X X
Rose City 519  $         100,000  $     100,000.00 P
Rusk 640  $         291,800  $     291,800.00 
Sabine County 10469  $         473,140  $     473,140.00 X
San Augustine 2678  $         111,100  $        4,040.00  $     107,060.00  $        4,040.00 X
San Augustine County 4715  $         236,765  $     236,765.00 X
San Jacinto County 22246  $         478,669  $     478,669.00 P
Shelby County 25224  $         221,699  $      21,334.40  $     200,364.60  $        7,334.40 X X
Shepherd 2029  $           48,300  $        3,100.00  $      45,200.00  $        1,520.00 X
Silsbee 6398  $         315,000  $     315,000.00 P X
Sour Lake 1667  $         210,000  $      35,880.00  $     174,120.00  $                  -  X X
Splendora 1275  $         350,000  $     350,000.00 X
Surfside Beach 450  $         130,000  $     126,921.80  $        3,078.20  $                  -  X
Taylor Landing 265  $           50,000  $      50,000.00 X X
Timpson 1094  $           14,173  $      14,173.00 X
Trinity County 13779  $         267,300  $      12,150.00  $     255,150.00  $      12,150.00 X X
Tyler County 20871  $      1,918,920  $  1,918,920.00 X X
Vidor 11440  $         500,000  $     176,279.54  $     323,720.46  $        9,280.00 X X
Walker County 2600  $         396,930  $        8,960.62  $     387,969.38  $                  -  X X
West Orange 4111  $         200,000  $     200,000.00  $                  -   $                  -  X
Willis 4028  $         219,109  $     219,109.00 X
Woodville 2415  $         264,993  $     264,993.00 X
Zavalla 701  $           52,600  $        1,640.00  $      50,960.00  $        1,640.00 X X
Deep East TX Council of 
Governments 

 $         100,000  $      41,523.52  $      58,476.48  $      41,523.52 

Page 5 of 6 



East TX Council of 
Governments 

$           50,000 $      50,000.00  $                  -  $      50,000.00 

Houston-Galveston Area 
Council of Governments  $           74,556  $      21,578.03  $      52,977.97  $      21,578.03 
South East TX Regional 
Planning Commission  $           18,656  $        6,224.00  $      12,432.00  $        6,224.00 

Total: 1,592,918  $    30,845,074  $      5,371,496  $         322,739 

 P = environmental partially complete  
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OFFICE OF RURAL COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of Requests for Amendments to CDBG 
contracts administered by Office of Rural Community Affairs (ORCA) 

Requested Action

Approve the request for amendments related to the use of non-housing funds under the State of 
Texas Action Plan (Action Plan) for Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Disaster 
Recovery Funds to Areas Most Impacted and Distressed by Hurricane Rita.

Background

The U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) approved the State of Texas 
Action Plan (Action Plan) related to the CDBG Disaster Recovery Funds to Areas Most 
Impacted & Distressed by Hurricane Rita on June 16, 2006.  On August 30, 2006 the TDHCA 
Governing Board approved the non-housing project recommendations of the Office of Rural 
Community Affairs (ORCA) and the four COGs in the affected area.  

The Action Plan approved by HUD specifically states “contract amendments that vary more than 
5% must be approved by the TDHCA Board.”   

City of Hemphill DRS060032

Summary of Request 
The City of Hemphill is requesting approval of a transfer in funding categories to move $1,731 
from sewer activities, $23,246 from other public utilities, and $1,259 from street activities to 
move the total of $26,236 into the water facilities line item.   

The TDHCA Governing Board approved a $63,017 award for installation of a generator at the 
City water treatment plant, acquisition of damaged equipment for the City sewer plant, the repair 
of 50 miles of power distribution lines, and street improvements. As the City has progressed with 
its projects FEMA match is no longer required for match on these activities.  The City is 
requesting to move the funds originally allocated for these purposes to acquire an emergency 
generator for a water distribution pump station.   There will be no change in the number of 
beneficiaries.
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Activity  Current Budget  Change (+/-)  Revised Budget

Water Facilities  $      31,000.00  +  $  26,236.00  $       57,236.00

Sewer Facilities  $        1,731.00  -  $    1,731.00  $                  -

Other Public 
Facilities  $      23,246.00  -  $  23,246.00  $                  -

Street
Improvements  $        1,259.00  -          $    1,259.00  $                  -

Engineering  $        2,500.00  $             -  $         2,500.00

Planning / Project 
Delivery  $        3,281.00  $             -  $         3,281.00

 $      63,017.00  $       63,017.00

Requested Action 
ORCA recommends approval of a transfer in funding categories to move $1,731 from sewer 
activities, $23,246 from other public utilities, and $1,259 from street activities to move the total 
of $26,236 into the water facilities line item.   

City of Onalaska Contract Number DRS060063

Summary of Request 
The City of Onalaska is requesting approval of a transfer in funding categories to move $15,780 
from the fire protection line item to the shelter line item. 

On August 30, 2006 the TDHCA Governing Board approved a $28,050 award for a generator at 
the City fire station.  The City was able to get a considerable savings by buying a generator that 
had been delivered by mistake to the local water company.  With these savings the City is 
requesting to make improvements to their fire station to allow it to operate as a shelter.  There 
will be no change in the number of beneficiaries. 

Activity  Current Budget  Change (+/-)  Revised Budget
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Fire
Protection  $      25,500.00  -  $  15,780.00  $         9,720.00

Neighborhoo
d Facilities / 
Shelter  $                 - +  $  15,780.00  $       15,780.00

Planning / 
Project
Delivery  $        2,550.00  $             -  $         2,550.00

 $      28,050.00  $       28,050.00

Requested Action 
ORCA recommends approval of a transfer in funding categories to move $15,780 from the fire 
protection line item to the shelter line item. 
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OFFICE OF RURAL COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Approval of projects granted reserved funds under the 
Restoration of Critical Infrastructure Program to be administered by Office of Rural Community 
Affairs (ORCA)

Requested Action

Discussion and Possible Approval of the Hardin County set aside project described in the Partial
Action Plan for Disaster Recovery to Use Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
Funding (Action Plan) under the Restoration of Critical Infrastructure Program 

Background

The U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) approved the State of Texas 
Action Plan (Partial Action Plan for Disaster Recovery to Use Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG)) Funding (Action Plan) on April 13, 2007. Within the Action Plan, three projects 
including Hardin County presented such significant need for funding that funds were specifically 
reserved accordingly.

Hardin County 

The sustained high level winds and wind driven rain from Hurricane Rita caused massive 
amounts of downed trees, limbs, leaves and shifted soil to be deposited in drainage ditches and 
waterways throughout Hardin County.  This debris has blocked water from draining, causing 
flooding of roads and homes in areas of Hardin County that had not flooded previously.   Other 
areas of the county have seen increased flooding with smaller amounts of rainfall because of the 
change in water flow due to hurricane debris. 

Hardin County's project will address these issues by removing the debris from identified problem 
areas throughout the county including drainage ditches, streams and bayous.  Disposal of debris 
will be carried out through appropriate disposal means.  Pine Island Bayou has been identified as 
an area greatly in need of debris removal.  However, parts of the bayou are within the Big 
Thicket National Park and therefore the National Park Service (NPS) must approve and 
authorize any work that is done in that area. To facilitate this, the NPS has stipulated that a 
study of the types of debris in the bayou and the effects removing such debris may have on the 
ecosystem within the park must be done prior to any debris removal.   

All of the proposed debris removal sites will have county wide benefits.  Eliminating the need 
for county emergency services to residents who have been effected by increased incidents of 
flooding since Hurricane Rita, and increasing public safety on county roads by protecting them 
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from deterioration as drainage is restored and roads are not left under water after heavy rainfall 
will benefit all county residents.

The county's entire population of 48,073 individuals, in 17,805 households will benefit from 
these activities.

The TDHCA Governing Board approved the Memorial Hermann Baptist Orange Hospital $6 
million set aside award at its August 23, 2007 meeting.  At the August meeting ORCA was 
unable to recommend approval of the Hardin County and Bridge City set aside awards because 
additional information was needed to evaluate the administrative expenses of the applicants.  
Hardin County has since submitted an administrative budget for the requested costs based on 
specific tasks required to administer its contract.  The proposed budget the County submitted 
assumes that an amendment to the Action Plan that will allow the County to make improvements 
to the Woodway Bridge will be approved by ORCA, TDHCA, and HUD.  This amendment to 
the Action Plan will require a public comment period and public hearings to request HUD 
approval once the TDHCA Governing Board authorizes submission of a request to amend the 
Action Plan.  ORCA does anticipate that this Action Plan amendment will be recommended for 
approval and approved by both TDHCA and HUD.  If approved, ORCA will make a subsequent 
recommendation for the administrative expenses related to the bridge activity currently estimated 
at $111,355 be added for a total administration budget of $341,059.  Based on the information 
provided by the County, ORCA would currently recommend $229,204 for the administrative 
costs associated with the debris removal activity alone.  Should the amendment to allow the 
bridge activity not be approved the total amount of debris removal activities would be increased 
from that provided by the County and could require additional administrative expenses.  ORCA 
is only recommending the budget for administrative expenses; all costs must be supported with 
actual documentation prior to payment.   

ORCA staff reviewed the proposed administrative budget provided by the County and compared 
the task-based costs to the administrative charges for other TxCDBG projects.  The analysis 
classified administrative tasks into seven major categories and recorded the costs associated with 
those categories according to invoices submitted by the Applicant.  Using this model, staff 
analyzed the administrative costs of two sets of existing TxCDBG contracts: 

1) a sample of 17 recent contracts, which included both community development and 
disaster recovery contracts funded between 2003 and 2006; and

2) the four largest projects funded under the first Hurricane Rita Supplemental CDBG 
Disaster Recovery program, of which all four contracts awarded over $1 million and 
three contracts funded debris removal projects. 

The proposed administrative costs for the Hardin County project were analyzed using two 
separate methods:  

1)  costs for each task category were compared to administrative costs for existing TxCDBG 
contracts using the model described above, and  

2)  costs for each individual task described in the proposal were evaluated for reasonableness 
based on historical program experience. 
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Based on this analysis, ORCA staff recommends that the total administrative costs approved for 
this project not exceed $229,204 for the debris removal activities.  Should additional activities as 
described in Hardin County’s administrative budget be approved through an Action Plan 
Amendment ORCA will recommend the administrative expenses related to those activities at 
that time; currently estimated to be a total of $341,059 with the addition of the bridge activity.

Requested Action 
ORCA recommends approval of the Hardin County set aside project for the activities currently 
allowable under the action plan with the budget as shown below. 

Activity  Cost 
Debris Removal  $            9,021,051       
Engineering / Architectural Costs  $               700,000 
Planning Study  $                 49,745
Administration (Planning / Project Delivery Costs)  $               229,204 

Total  $          10,000,000
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Hardin County Restoration Project, Administrative Costs 
TxCDBG Staff Recommendation 

September 27, 2007 

Staff recommendations for reasonable administrative costs are based on an analysis of actual administrative charges for a sample of 17 recent 
TxCDBG contracts, in addition to an analysis of administrative charges for 4 large Supplemental Disaster Recovery grants related to Hurricane Rita 
and are subject to approval by the TDHCA Governing Board.  Costs provided by applicant assumed that the Action Plan amendment to include the 
Woodway Bridge would be approved by ORCA, TDHCA, and HUD.  All costs were determined to be reasonable by ORCA staff but must be
supported with actual documentation to be funded. 
Description of Task Debris Removal Woodway Bridge Comments

Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub

Project Management
Develop record keeping system 1,530

Establish filing system 1,080

Maintain filing system 28,080
12,000

18,720
6,000

Reasonable cost calculated as $500/mo 

Provide TA 119,900
0

27,300
0

Ineligible cost: TA is provided by ORCA at no 
cost 

Procure engineering In kind In kind 

Furnish forms and procedures 40,950
0

13,650
0

Ineligible cost: Forms are provided by ORCA at 
no cost 

Meet special conditions 15,006
0

7,000
0

Ineligible cost: No project specific special 
conditions will be required by ORCA 

Prepare and submit amendments 6,000
2,000

2,000
6,000

1 projected amendment to reconcile debris 
quantities and 1 Action Plan amendment 
required for Woodway bridge project 

Conduct environmental reassessment for 
amendments

4,200
0

1,400 Ineligible cost: debris removal is exempt, no 
reassessment required. 

Quarterly reports 6,863 1,485

Disclosure reports 226 226

Establish procedures to document local 
expenditures

18,000
0

14,000
0

Ineligible cost: county has procedures from past 
contracts 

Monitoring liaison 10,624
5,000

2,656
2,000

Reasonable cost calculated for time and travel 
as $1000 per visit for 7 visits 
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Financial Management
Prove ability to manage funds 2,325

0
1,100

0
1,200

0
700

0
Duplicate cost: financial startup forms charged 
below

Description of Task Debris Removal Woodway Bridge Comments
Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub

Establish bank account 1,500
100

3,000
500

750
100

1,500
500

Reasonable cost for time, no cost to open 
accounts

Maintain bank account 23,400
2,400

31,200
0

15,600
1,200

15,600
0

Reasonable cost for time to reconcile accounts 
calculated as $100 per month 

Submit financial startup forms: 
Acct Cert (1), Direct Dep (1-2), Signatory (1) 

450
100

2,100
300

150
0

700
100

Reasonable cost calculated for consultant as 
$100 per form 

Prepare drawdowns 15,600
6,000

109,200
30,000

23,400
3,000

54,600
15,000

Reasonable cost calculated as $1000 
(consultant) and $200 (locality) per draw 

Provide TA 22,200
0

24,700
0

9,360
0

7,800
0

31,200
0

4,680
0

Ineligible cost: TA is provided by ORCA at no 
cost 

Fraud prevention 3,100
1,500

10,000 3,100
1,500

7,500
5,000

Reasonable cost calculated as $15,000 for 
design and $3000 for implementation 

Environmental Review
Prepare EA, including bayou debris study 7,000 70,255 0

7,000
Debris removal is exempt activity but may 
require additional work due to special 
circumstances; bridge requires a full EA 

Coordinate clearance with other agencies 3,850
0

3,850
0

Duplicate cost: part of preparing environmental 
review 

Conduct public meetings 450 2,300 450 2,300

Acquisition
Provide TA 1,875

0
3,500

0
Ineligible cost: TA is provided by ORCA at no 
cost 

Submit acquisition reports 350
100

Reasonable cost calculated as $100 for report 

Establish acquisition files for each parcel 1,350 900

Conduct acquisition procedures 1,650
2,000

5,250
7,500

Reasonable cost as estimated by staff 

Construction Management
Establish procedures for local construction 4,500 5,550 750 900 1,950 375

Ensure EEO compliance 1,400 350

Minimum wage / overtime pay compliance 5,760
0

3,360
0

1,440
500

840
1,000

Ineligible cost for debris removal: exempt from 
Davis-Bacon requirements 
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Reasonable cost for bridge as estimated by 
staff 

Act as LSO 1,684
50

421
50

Reasonable cost calculated as $100 per form, 
submitted once for the contract 

Request wage rates 350
0

700 Ineligible cost for debris removal: exempt from 
Davis-Bacon requirements 

Description of Task Debris Removal Woodway Bridge Comments
Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub

Provide sample contract to engineer 44
0

Ineligible cost: sample provided by ORCA at no 
charge

Advertise for bids 3,500 2,400 875 1,000

10 day call 44
0

44 Ineligible cost for debris removal: exempt from 
Davis-Bacon requirements 

Verify construction contractor eligibility 75
0

0
1,200

19
0

0
300

Reasonable cost calculated as $300 per 
construction contract, consultant’s role 

Review construction contracts 1,400 5,600 350 1,400

Conduct pre-construction conference 600 1,865
4,000

800
0

600 2,215
1,000

800
0

Reasonable cost calculated for consultant as 
$1000 per construction contract; no 
subcontractor required 

Issue Notice of Start of Construction 75
0

175
400

19
0

44
100

Reasonable cost calculated for consultant as 
$100 per form, no action by locality required 

Review payrolls and conduct employee 
interviews

9,525
250

13,450 Reasonable cost as estimated by staff for 
locality, action required only in the case of 
DBRA violations 

Process change orders 9,400 9,400

Obtain COCC / FWCR 1,050
400

350
200

Reasonable cost calculated as $100 per form, 
FWCR not required for debris removal 

Provide TA 95,220
0

18,320
0

Ineligible cost: TA is provided by ORCA at no 
cost 

Fair Housing / Equal Opportunity
Fair housing activities 960

600
240
600

Reallocated cost: activity occurs once per 
contract

Document beneficiary demographics 120
0

30
0

Ineligible cost: all necessary demographic 
information was reported in application 

Prepare Section 3 and Affirmative Action 
Plan

240
0

60
0

Duplicate cost: included in construction 
management costs 

Prepare Section 504 requirements 160
100

40
100

Reallocated cost: activity occurs once per 
contract

Provide EO provisions in bid packet 640
0

160
0

Duplicate cost: included in construction 
management costs 
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Audit / Closeout Procedures
Prepare closeout reports 4,460

5,000
1,116
2,000

Reasonable cost as estimated by staff 

Procure project audit 0
15,000

44,320
0

0
5,000

11,080
0

Reasonable cost for locality as estimated by 
staff, prorated part of single audit , 2 fiscal years 

Resolve monitor/audit findings 1,680
5,000

420
2,000

Reasonable cost as estimated by staff 

Description of Task Debris Removal Woodway Bridge Comments
Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub

Resolve third party claims 4,400
3,000

5,200
2,000

Reasonable cost as estimated by staff 

Provide auditor with guidelines 24
0

6
0

Ineligible cost: audit guidelines provided by 
ORCA at no cost 

Debris Removal Woodway Bridge Total Project

Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub Local Cons Sub

78,335
30,550

626,255
115,499

93,565
83,405

67,078
15,700

280,471
89,530

14,355
6,375

145,413
46,250

906,726
204,529

137,920
89,780

Total Costs 

798,155
229,454 * 

361,904
111,605**

1,160,059
341,059 ** 

* Could possibly increase if all activities remain in debris. 
** Assumes that the Woodway Bridge portion of the Hardin County set aside will be approved by ORCA, TDHCA, and HUD. 



Housing Tax Credit Program 
Board Action Request 

October 11, 2007

Action Item

Request review and board determination of one (1) four percent (4%) tax credit application with another issuer for tax-exempt bond transaction. 

Recommendation

Staff is recommending that the board review and approve the issuance of one (1) four percent (4%) Tax Credit Determination Notice with another issuer for 
the tax-exempt bond transaction known as: 

TDHCA
No.

Name Location Issuer Total
Units

LI
Units

Total
Development

Applicant
Proposed

Tax Exempt 
Bond

Amount

Requested
Credit

Allocation 

Recommended 
Credit

Allocation 

07452 Enclave Gardens San 
Antonio

San Antonio 
HFC

228 228 $19,732,095 $15,000,000 $601,737 $601,737 
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MULTIFAMILY FINANCE PRODUCTION DIVISION 
BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

Action Item

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Issuance of Determination Notices for Housing Tax Credits 
associated with Mortgage Revenue Bond Transactions with other Issuers.

Requested Action

Approve, Amend or Deny the staff recommendation for Enclave Gardens, #07452. 

 Summary of the Transaction

Background and General Information: The application was received on July 13, 2007.  The Issuer for 
this transaction is San Antonio HFC with a reservation of allocation that expires on December 10, 2007.  
The development proposes the new construction of 228 total units targeting the general population.  The 
development is proposed for the City of San Antonio, Bexar County and 100% of the units are proposed 
to be restricted.  The site is currently zoned for such a development.  

Organizational Structure and Compliance:  The Borrower is Enclave Gardens, Ltd. and the General 
Partner is Enclave Living GP, LLC, of which Las Varas Public Facility Corporation has 100% ownership 
interest.  The Compliance Status Summary completed on October 3, 2007 reveals that the principals of 
the general partner have 19 properties with no material non-compliance. The bond priority for this 
transaction is:

Priority 2:   Set aside 100% of units that cap rents at 30% of 60% AMFI 
   (MUST receive 4% Housing Tax Credits 

Census Demographics:  The development is to be located at 1552 Jackson-Keller in San Antonio. 
Demographics for the census tract (1910.03) include AMFI of $46,418; the total population is 7,009; the 
percent of population that is minority is 66.86%; the percent of population that is below the poverty line 
is 15.03%; the number of owner occupied units is 1,373; the number of renter units is 1,501 and the 
number of vacant units is 200. The percentage of population that is minority for the entire City of San 
Antonio is 68%.  (Census information from FFIEC Geocoding for 2007). 

Public Comment: The Department has received no letters of support or opposition. 

Recommendation

Staff recommends the Board approve the issuance of a Determination Notice of $601,737 in Housing Tax 
Credits for Enclave Gardens.

































Applicant Evaluation

Project ID # 07452 Name: Enclave Gardens City: San Antonio

LIHTC 9% LIHTC 4% HOME HTFBOND SECO ESGP Other

No Previous Participation in Texas Members of the development team have been disbarred by HUD

Yes NoN/ANational Previous Participation Certification Received:

Noncompliance Reported on National Previous Participation Certification: Yes No

Total # of Projects monitored: 13

# not yet monitored or pending review: 8

zero to nine: 9Projects 
grouped
by score

ten to nineteen: 4

Portfolio Management and Compliance

twenty to twenty-nine: 0

# monitored with a score less than thirty: 13

# in noncompliance: 0
NoYes

Projects in Material Noncompliance

Single Audit
Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Portfolio Monitoring

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Reviewed by Patricia Murphy Date 10/3/2007

Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Issues found regarding late audit

Issues found regarding late cert

# of projects not reported 0

No
YesProjects not reported 

in application

Portfolio Analysis
Not applicable

No unresolved issues

Not current on set-ups

Not current on draws

Not current on match

No relationship

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Reviewer EEF

Date 9 /19/2007

Community Affairs

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Reviewer S Gamble

Date 9 /19/2007

Multifamily Finance Production

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Reviewer Sandy M. Garcia

Date 9 /20/2007

HOME

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Reviewer RAUL GONZALES

Date 9 /26/2007

Office of Colonia Initiatives

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

Not applicable

Review pending

No unresolved issues

Unresolved issues found

Reviewer D. Burrell

Date 9 /24/2007

             Real Estate Analysis      
(Workout)

Unresolved issues found that 
warrant disqualification 
(Comments attached)

No delinquencies found

Delinquencies found

Reviewer Melissa M. Whitehead

Date 9 /21/2007

Financial Administration



07449
Canterbury Apartments, Amarillo 

Has been withdrawn 



07448
River Falls, Amarillo 

Has been withdrawn 



07447
Three Fountains, Amarillo 

Has been withdrawn 



07450
Puckett Place Apartments, Amarillo 

Has been withdrawn 
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MULTIFAMILY FINANCE PRODUCTION DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

 
Action Items 

Presentation, Discussion and Possible Reallocation of 2007 Housing Tax Credits and Possible 
Allocation of 2008 Housing Tax Credits. 

Required Action 

Ratify the Commitment Notices for 2007 Housing Tax Credits for the Sunlight Manor Apartments, 
TDHCA #07189 in Beaumont; Historic Lofts of Waco High, TDHCA #07192, in Waco. 
 
Approve the Commitment Notices for 2007 Housing Tax Credits and Possible 2008 Forward 
Commitments for Orange Palm Garden Apartment Homes, TDHCA #07257, in Orange; Villas on 
Raiford, TDHCA #07303, in Carrollton; and Covington Townhomes, TDHCA #07164 in Texarkana in 
the amounts described below.   

Recommendation 

 Based on the details described after this recommendation, staff recommends the following:  

1. Staff recommends the Board ratify the commitments of 2007 Housing Tax Credits for the 
following: 

• Sunlight Manor Apartments, TDHCA #07189, Urban/Exurban Region 5, in an amount 
not to exceed of $678,699, pending final underwriting, and  

• Historic Lofts of Waco High, TDHCA #07192, Urban/Exurban Region 8, $1,031,581. 
 

2. Provided below, are three options for consideration. In all of the following options the same 
three applications (in addition to the two above) are being recommended. The options provide 
variations in whether the applications must be resized and what year of credit ceiling the 
allocation would be applied. All recommended amounts below are amounts not to exceed, 
pending final underwriting and subject to compliance and audit reviews. The final amounts 
recommended for Covington Townhomes may vary from the amounts listed in this 
presentation. A commitment notice for Covington Townhomes will not be issued until a final 
reconciliation of credit activity is completed by staff.  

 
Option #1 – The Board may direct staff to award $735,817 to Orange Palm Garden Apartment 
Homes (return of Pineywood Orange for $547,817 plus $188,000 above what is available from 
the region) and $1,200,000 to Villas on Raiford (return of Oak Timbers and Primrose at 
Highland for $912,955 plus $287,045 above what is available from the region) to make both 
applications whole from the 2007 credit ceiling. The remaining 2007 credits in the amount of 
$539,053 may be applied to the next highest scoring eligible application, Covington 
Townhomes, from the most underserved subregion, from the statewide collapse. The Covington 
Townhomes application requested $1,200,000. To fully fund this application, this option 
recommends a forward commitment in the amount of $660,947 from the 2008 credit ceiling. 
Staff requests the Board’s approval to utilize any other credits returned through December 31, 
2007 to reduce the amount of the forward commitment requested by staff to make Covington 



Page 2 of 6 

Townhomes whole with only 2007 ceiling if possible unless this would cause a violation of a 
federal set-aside. This option will require only one application to be a split award from 2007 
and 2008 credit ceilings. The table “Option #1” below illustrates how the allocation amounts 
will be applied. 
 

Option #1 

Region Subregion Development 
Number Development Name 

Amount 
Recommended 
Pending REA 

Recommended 
2007 

Tax Credits* 

Recommended 
2008 

Tax Credits* 
3 U/EX 07303 Villas on Raiford $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $0
5 State 

Collapse 
U/EX 

07189 Sunlight Manor 
Apartment 

$678,699 $678,699 $0
5 Rural 07257 Orange Palm 

Gardens $735,817 $735,817 $0
8 U/EX 07192 Historic Loft of 

Waco High $1,031,581 $1,031,581 $0
4 State 

Collapse 
U/EX 

07164 Covington 
Townhomes 

$1,200,000 $539,053 $660,947
Total    $4,846,097 $4,185,150 $660,947

 * Recommended amounts are pending final underwriting. 
 

Option #2 - The Board may direct staff to not pool the remaining returned credits and award 
only the amounts available to the respective subregions. This scenario requires all three 
applicants to resize their developments and follows the standard waiting list procedure. This 
would be Orange Palm Garden Apartment Homes in the amount of $547,817; Villas on Raiford 
in the amount of $912,955; and then award the next highest scoring eligible application from 
the most underserved subregion Covington Townhomes in the amount of $1,014,060. The table 
“Option #2” below illustrates how the allocation amounts will be applied. 

 
Option #2 

Region Subregion Development 
Number Development Name 

Amount 
Requested by 

Applicant 

Recommended 
2007 

Tax Credits* 
3 U/EX 07303 Villas on Raiford $1,200,000 $912,955
5 U/EX 07189 Sunlight Manor 

Apartment $678,699 $678,699
5 Rural 07257 Orange Palm 

Gardens $735,817 $547,817
8 U/EX 07192 Historic Loft of 

Waco High $1,031,581 $1,031,581
4 State 

Collapse 
U/EX 

07164 Covington 
Townhomes 

$1,200,000 $1,014,098
Total    $4,846,097 $4,185,150

 * Recommended amounts are pending final underwriting. 
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Option #3 – The Board may direct staff to not pool the remaining returned credits and award 
partial awards to each application from the 2007 ceiling and partial forward commitments from 
the 2008 ceiling. This scenario allocates the full amounts to each applicant and follows the 
standard waitlist procedure. However, this requires each application to have a forward 
commitment and execute carryover allocation agreements in two separate years. This would be 
Orange Palm Garden Apartment Homes in the amount of $547,817 from 2007 and $188,000 
from 2008; Villas on Raiford in the amount of $912,955 from 2007 and $287,045 from 2008; 
and then award the next highest scoring eligible application from the most underserved 
subregion Covington Townhomes in the amount of $1,014,060 from 2007 and $185,940 from 
2008. Staff would request the Board’s approval to utilize any other returned credits through 
December 31, 2007 to reduce the amount of the forward commitment requests by staff to make 
each application whole with 2007 credit ceiling unless this would cause a violation of a federal 
set-aside. The table “Option #3” below illustrates how the allocation amounts will be applied. 
 

 
Option #3 

Region Subregion Development 
Number Development Name 

Amount 
Recommended 
Pending REA 

Recommended 
2007 

Tax Credits* 

Recommended 
2008 

Tax Credits* 
3 U/EX 07303 Villas on Raiford $1,200,000 $912,955 $287,045
5 U/EX 07189 Sunlight Manor 

Apartment $678,699 $678,699 $0
5 Rural 07257 Orange Palm 

Gardens $735,817 $547,817 $188,000
8 U/EX 07192 Historic Loft of 

Waco High $1,031,581 $1,031,581 $0
4 State 

Collapse 
U/EX 

07164 Covington 
Townhomes 

$1,200,000 $1,014,098 $185,902
Total    $4,846,097 $4,185,150 $660,947

 * Recommend amounts are pending final underwriting. 
 

Background  

At the July 30, 2007 Board meeting staff recommended and the Board approved awards for 2007 
Competitive Housing Tax Credit Applications.  On July 30, 2007 the total 2007 State Housing Credit 
Ceiling was $47,695,110.  The total tax credit award amount approved by the Board in that meeting 
was $47,695,110, which included a partial forward commitment award of $518,550 to make the final 
recommended application whole. Subsequent to the July meeting, the Department received $548,821 
in national pool credits which was applied to the partial forward award and left a remaining balance for 
2007 of $30,271. 
 
2007 has been an usual year in regards to the return of previously awarded tax credits. Ten applicants 
from previous years returned their tax credits prior to the final awards in July for a total amount of 
$1,827,379 and five applicants from the 2007 awards along with two applicants from previous years 
returned their tax credits after the July awards for a total amount of $4,185,150. The table on page 4 of 
this presentation reflects the credits returned that prompted this action item. 
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Housing Tax Credits Returned since the July 30th Awards 

Region Subregion 
Development 

Number Development Name Amount 
3 Urban/Exurban 07126 Oak Timbers-Caplin Drive 897,393
3 Urban/Exurban 07053 Primrose at Highland 15,562
5 Urban/Exurban 07162 Pointe North 1,200,000
5 Rural 060148  Pineywoods Orange Development 547,817
8 Urban/Exurban 07275 Mansions at Briar Creek 1,200,000
8 Rural 060208 Gardens of Gatesville 294,069

11 Rural 07063 Bahia Palms Apartments* 38
   National Pool Tax Credits* 30,271
Total       4,185,150

 
 
At the July 30, 2007 Board meeting the Board also approved staff’s recommendation that if any 
awarded tax credits were returned to the Department, staff would grant Commitment Notices to the 
applications next on the waiting list conditioned upon ratification by the Board.  In this case, because 
several of the actions are somewhat unique, staff is bringing the request for approval to the Board in 
lieu of solely requesting ratification. 
 
Sunlight Manor Apartments – 07189, Region 5 Urban/Exurban 
Tax Credit Return  
On September 17, 2007, the applicant for Pointe North, TDHCA #07162, in Urban/Exurban Region 5 
returned the 2007 allocation of $1,196,874 which it received on July 30, 2007, which was the award 
amount recommended in the Underwriting Report. 
Reallocation of Tax Credits 
Because Pointe North was originally awarded during the statewide collapse, the action for reallocation 
looks at which region would have been next in the statewide collapse. Because of the loss of Pointe 
North to Urban/Exurban Region 5, Urban/Exurban Region 5 is still the most underserved in the 
statewide collapse and therefore following the credit return, staff is recommending that the Department 
issue a Commitment Notice in an amount not to exceed $678,699 to the next highest scoring 
application in Urban/Exurban Region 5, Sunlight Manor Apartments, TDHCA #07189, located in 
Beaumont.  
Balance of Tax Credits after Reallocation 
The balance of tax credits remaining is $521,301 after the return of Pointe North ($1,200,000) and the 
reallocation of to Sunlight Manor Apartments ($678,699).  As noted earlier, the Pointe North 
application was awarded from the statewide collapse. Consistent with the waiting list procedure, this 
remaining allocation should go back to the statewide pool. 
 
Historic Lofts of Waco High – 07192, Region 8 Urban/Exurban 
Tax Credit Return  
On September 13, 2007, the Department formally rescinded a Commitment Notice for $1,200,000 in 
tax credits from the Mansions at Briar Creek, TDHCA #07275, an application awarded on July 30, 
2007 in Urban/Exurban Region 8.  The credits were rescinded because the Applicant failed to meet a 
condition of the Commitment Notice related to points awarded under §49.9(i)(5) of the 2007 QAP.  
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The loss of these points made the application noncompetitive, and pursuant to the QAP, the credits 
were rescinded and reallocated.     
Reallocation of Tax Credits 
Following the credit rescission, staff issued a Commitment Notice for $1,031,581 to the next highest 
scoring application in Urban/Exurban Region 8, Historic Lofts of Waco High, TDHCA #07192, 
located in Waco.  The Commitment Notice was conditioned on the award being ratified by the Board 
at the October 11, 2007 Board meeting.      
Balance of Tax Credits after Reallocation 
The amount of allocation remaining is $168,419 after the rescission of the Mansions at Briar Creek 
Commitment Notice ($1,200,000) and the reallocation of these tax credits to Historic Lofts of Waco 
High ($1,031,581).  There are no other eligible applications available in Region 8.  
 
Orange Palm Garden Apartment Homes  – 07257, Region 5 Rural  
Tax Credit Return  
On September 7, 2007, the applicant for Pineywoods Orange Development, TDHCA #060148 returned 
the 2006 allocation of $547,817, which was awarded out of the 2006 Hurricane Rita Round in Rural 
Region 5.   
Reallocation of Tax Credits 
Consistent with the waiting list procedure, staff offered the applicant of the next highest scoring 
eligible application in Rural Region 5 Orange Palm Garden Apartments, the opportunity to adjust the 
size of the development in order to utilize the amount of credits available. The applicant’s original 
credit request was for $809,338; therefore the amount of tax credits returned is too small to fund this 
request.  This applicant requested a forward commitment from the Board during the September 13, 
2007 Board meeting, in the amount of $188,000 to allow them a full adjusted allocation of $735,817. 
The Board directed staff to include an item on the agenda for this meeting that would allow the 
applicant’s request to be considered. This item allows that action if the Board so chooses. The total 
credit request is now $735,817 of which $547,817 is absorbed by the 2007 credits returned from 
Pineywoods. The Board may require them to utilize the lower amount of credits currently available 
from the credits returned which is $547,817; the Board may utilize the credits returned and award a 
forward commitment from the 2008 credit ceiling for $188,000; or the Board may instruct staff to 
utilize other credits returned in 2007 (as noted in this write-up) to make up the difference for the 
$188,000.  
Balance of Tax Credits after Reallocation 
Because the credits returned were for an amount less than the amount requested by the next highest 
scoring application in Rural Region 5, the balance of tax credits after reallocation is $0. 
 
Villas on Raiford – 07303, Region 3 Urban/Exurban  
Tax Credit Return  
On August 15, 2007, the applicants for Oak Timbers-Caplin Drive, TDHCA #07126 and Primrose at 
Highland, TDHCA #07053, returned the 2007 allocations of $897,393 and $15,562, respectively, 
which were awarded in Urban/Exurban Region 3.  
Reallocation of Tax Credits 
Following the return, staff offered the applicant for the next highest scoring eligible application in 
Urban/Exurban Region 3 the opportunity to adjust the size of the development in order to utilize the 
amount of credits available, consistent with the waiting list procedure approved by the Board on July 
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30, 2007.  This application is Villas on Raiford, TDHCA #07303, located in Carrollton.  The 
applicant’s original credit request was for $1,200,000; therefore the amount of tax credits returned, 
$912,955 (Oak-Timbers for $897,393 and Highland at Primrose for $15,562), is too small to fund this 
request.  The Board may require them to utilize the lower amount of credits currently available from 
the credits returned which is $912,955; the Board may utilize the credits returned and award a forward 
commitment from 2008 for $287,045; or the Board may instruct staff to utilize other credits returned in 
2007 to make up the difference for the $287,045.  
Balance of Tax Credits after Reallocation 
Because the credit return was for an amount less than the amount requested by the next highest scoring 
application in Urban/Exurban Region 3, the balance of tax credits after reallocation is $0. 
 
Rural Region 8 
Tax Credit Return  
On August 31, 2007, the applicant for Gardens of Gatesville, TDHCA #060208 returned a 2006 
allocation of $294,069, which was awarded during the 2006 Application Round in Rural Region 8.     
Reallocation of Tax Credits 
All eligible applications in Rural Region 8 received an award of tax credits on July 30, 2007; therefore 
there are no other eligible applications in the subregion to reallocate the tax credits to.      
Balance of Tax Credits after Reallocation 
The amount of allocation remaining after the return of the Gardens of Gatesville is $294,069.   
 
 



2007 Competitive HTC Awards and Waiting List - October 4, 2007
 Sorted by Region, Allocation, Recommendation Status and Final Score

State Ceiling to be Allocated:  $49,085,817**
(Report Includes Applications Awarded During the August 23, 2007 Board Meeting and All Active Applications on the Waiting List)

Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$2,235,890 $1,130,893 $1,104,997Allocation Information for Region 1: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 1

Total Credits Available for Region:

$111,795 $335,384

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 1:

112 140 Ron Hance 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $18,676Stone Hollow Village 1510 Cornell Lubbock07016 U/EXBA1

112 140 $18,676Total:

106 111 Jamie Hayden 203 Competitive in RegionRH E $876,745Canyons Retirement 
Community

2200 W. 7th Ave. Amarillo07219 U/EXA1

106 111 $876,745Total:

218 251 $895,421Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 1:

47 47 Patrick A. 
Barbolla

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $7,000La Mirage Villas 309 S.E. 15th Perryton07074 RBA1

47 47 $7,000Total:

76 76 Mike Sugrue 185 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

NC G $707,970StoneLeaf at Dalhart 1719 E. 1st St. Dalhart07131 R2007
FWD

1 *

76 76 $707,970Total:

76 76 Tim Lang 190 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
State Collapse

NC G $1,038,857Hampton Villages 1600 Blk of Alcock 
St.

Pampa07137 RA1

Page 1 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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LI 
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Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*
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63 64 Justin 
Zimmerman

149 Competitive in USDA 
Allocation

NC G $507,059Deer Creek 
Apartments

SE Corner of W. 
Ellis St. & MLK St.

Levelland07117 RA1

139 140 $1,545,916Total:

262 263 $2,260,886Total:

480 514 $3,156,3076 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 2 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$1,549,740 $798,099 $751,641Allocation Information for Region 2: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 2

Total Credits Available for Region:

$77,487 $232,461**One previously awarded development, TDHCA number 060218, returned credits in 
the amount of $214,749; this amount has been added to the original allocation for 
Region 2 Rural and to the state credit ceiling and is correctly reflected in the credits 
available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 2:

96 96 Rick J. Deyoe 195 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
Regional Collapse, 
and 07133 Removed 
from Recommended 
List by Board

NC G $877,338Washington Village 
Apartments

600 Flood St. Wichita Falls07114 U/EXA2

96 96 $877,338Total:

118 118 Mike Sugrue 198 Removed from 
Recommended List by 
Board

NC Intg $787,592StoneLeaf at Tye 649 Scott St. Tye07133 U/EXN2

80 80 Theresa Martin-
Holder

195 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $729,049Anson Park Seniors Ambrocio Flores Jr. 
Rd. & Vogel Ave.

Abilene07285 U/EXN2 *

36 36 Randy 
Stevenson

191 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $375,091Green Briar Village 
Phase II

Approx. SH 240 at 
Airport Dr.

Wichita Falls07236 U/EXN2 *

234 234 $1,891,732Total:

330 330 $2,769,070Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 2:

75 75 Vaughn 
Zimmerman

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $10,338Wildwood Trails 
Apartments

1500 Davis Ln. Brownwood07058 RBA2

75 75 $10,338Total:

42 48 Eric Hartzell 186 Competitive in Region 
and USDA Allocation

NC G $506,036Grove at Brushy 
Creek

NE Corner of El 
Dorado & Patterson

Bowie07294 RA2

Page 3 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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LI 
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Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
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Owner 
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Final 
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Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
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73 76 Justin 
MacDonald

184 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
State Collapse

NC G $687,210377 Villas 4236 Hwy 377 S. Brownwood07194 RA2

115 124 $1,193,246Total:

190 199 $1,203,584Total:

520 529 $3,972,6547 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 4 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$9,171,731 $704,007 $8,467,724Allocation Information for Region 3: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 3

Total Credits Available for Region:

$458,587 $1,375,760

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 3:

297 310 Len Vilicic 301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

RH G $1,200,000Fairway Crossing 7229 Ferguson Rd. Dallas07001 U/EX2006
FWD

3

204 209 John P. 
Greenan

301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

RH G $1,242,595City Walk at Akard 511 N. Akard Dallas07091 U/EX2006
FWD

3

38 40 Dan Allgeier 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $9,490Preston Trace 
Apartments

8660 Preston Trace 
Blvd.

Frisco07028 U/EXBA3

128 160 Ron Pegram 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $76,305Spring Oaks 
Apartments

4317 Shepherd Ln. Balch Springs07017 U/EXBA3

78 100 Deborah A. 
Griffin

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $36,629Villas of Forest Hill 7400 Forest Hill Dr. Forest Hill07024 U/EXBA3

78 100 Deborah A. 
Griffin

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $36,900Villas of Seagoville 600 E. Malloy 
Bridge Rd.

Seagoville07025 U/EXBA3

60 76 Tim Lott 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $27,242Frazier Fellowship 4700-4900 Hatcher 
St.

Dallas07031 U/EXBA3

126 126 Steve Dutton 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $59,531Samaritan House 929 Hemphill Ave. Fort Worth07040 U/EXBA3

120 150 Shirley Nell 
Hensley

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $65,771Renaissance Courts 308 S. Ruddell St. Denton07037 U/EXBA3

1,129 1,271 $2,754,463Total:

144 144 Ron Pegram 200 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,161,000Peachtree Seniors 5009 S. Peachtree 
Rd.

Balch Springs07289 U/EXA3

90 90 Bradley E. 
Forslund

200 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,194,940Evergreen at 
Farmers Branch

11701 Mira Lago 
Blvd.

Farmers 
Branch

07254 U/EXA3

Page 5 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 
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1 Mile, 
1 Year
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140 146 Dan Allgeier 195 Competitive in RegionNC G $1,200,000Residences at 
Eastland

5500 Eastland St. Fort Worth07149 U/EXA3

135 135 Tim Valentine 193 Competitive in RegionNC E $989,447Jeremiah Seniors 909 W. Hurst Blvd. Hurst07166 U/EXA3

509 515 $4,545,387Total:

98 102 Kenneth H. 
Mitchell

190 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,118,156Country Lane 
Seniors-Greenville 
Community

W side of O'Neal 
St., N. of U.S. Hwy 
69 (Joe Ramsey 
Blvd.)

Greenville07104 U/EXN3

172 180 Chan Il Pak 190 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,200,000Villas on Raiford Raiford Rd. Carrollton07303 U/EXN3 *

145 145 Bradley E. 
Forslund

189 Not Competitive in 
Region, Award Would 
Cause Violation of 
$2M Limit

NC E $1,200,000Evergreen at The 
Colony

NW Quadrant of SH 
121 & Morning Star

The Colony07256 U/EXN3 *

145 150 George King, 
Jr.

187 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,200,000Carpenter's Point 3326 Mingo St. Dallas07101 U/EXN3 *

36 36 Hollis Fitch 182 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $439,226Stephen Austin 
School Apartments

1702 Wesley St. Greenville07190 U/EXN3 *

36 36 Hollis Fitch 175 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $349,937Washington Hotel 
Lofts

2612 Washington St. Greenville07191 U/EXN3 *

124 130 Jay Oji 161 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,200,000Sphinx at Fiji Seniors 201 Fran Way Dallas07245 U/EXN3 *

756 779 $6,707,319Total:

2,394 2,565 $14,007,169Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 3:

48 48 Patrick A. 
Barbolla

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $7,000Briarwood 
Apartments

513 E. 6th St. Kaufman07069 RBA3

90 100 Bradley E. 
Forslund

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $52,598Churchill at 
Commerce

731 Culver Commerce07032 RBA3

138 148 $59,598Total:

40 40 Warren Maupin 113 Competitive in At-Risk 
Set-Aside

RH G $174,797Meadowlake Village 
Apartments

209 Grand Ave. Mabank07167 RA3

Page 6 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
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Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 
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1 Mile, 
1 Year
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40 40 $174,797Total:

76 76 Alyssa 
Carpenter

189 Financially InfeasibleNC E $0Plantation Valley 
Estates

Hopkins Rd. & E. 
McCart St.  
(FM1173)

Krum07272 RN3

76 76 $0Total:

254 264 $234,395Total:

2,648 2,829 $14,241,56424 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 7 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 
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1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$2,439,014 $1,445,350 $993,663Allocation Information for Region 4: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 4

Total Credits Available for Region:

$121,951 $365,852

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 4:

88 88 Jim Sari 301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

NC/
RH

G $748,845Moore Grocery Lofts 408 & 410 N. 
Broadway

Tyler07096 U/EX2006
FWD

4

88 88 $748,845Total:

126 126 Richard 
Herrington

197 Insufficient Funds in 
Sub-Region

RC G $1,200,000Covington 
Townhomes

E Side of Milam St. 
Between 13th & 
11th St.

Texarkana07164 U/EXN4

73 76 Stuart Shaw 196 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $799,995North Eastman 
Residential

1400 N. Eastman 
Rd.

Longview07292 U/EXN4 *

199 202 $1,999,995Total:

287 290 $2,748,840Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 4:

34 36 George D. 
Hopper

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $24,972Gardens of 
Gladewater

108 N. Lee Dr. Gladewater07043 RBA4

34 36 $24,972Total:

63 64 Justin 
Zimmerman

190 Competitive in Region 
and USDA Allocation

NC G $520,342Lakeside Apartments 1 Blk E. of S. 
Jefferson St. & 
Tennison Rd.

Mount 
Pleasant

07118 RA4

73 76 Eric Hartzell 189 Competitive in RegionNC G $758,354Bluestone Hwy 198 at Manning 
St. and Paschall St.

Mabank07295 RA4

136 140 $1,278,696Total:

76 76 Matt Harris 188 Not Competitive in 
Region and Financially 
Infeasible

NC E $0Stone Brook Senior 
Apartments

NW Corner Loop 
256 & Threll St.

Palestine07193 RN4

Page 8 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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LI 
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Final 
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Set-Asides
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HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

48 48 Jeffrey S. 
Spicer

187 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $580,813Terry Street 
Apartments

215 N. Terry St. Malakoff07247 RN4 *

76 76 Bonita Williams 182 Not Competitive in 
Region/Set-Aside

NC G $916,970Austin Place Plat 2, 2200 Blk of 
N. Edwards Ave. 
(FM 1734)

Mount 
Pleasant

07175 RN4 *

16 16 Emanuel H. 
Glockzin, Jr.

178 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $409,663Victoria Place 
Addition

5.10 Acres Barbara 
St. Extension

Athens07260 RN4 *

76 76 Emanuel H. 
Glockzin, Jr.

178 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $693,735Lexington Court 
Phase II

3509 U.S. Hwy 259 
N.

Kilgore07261 RN4 *

292 292 $2,601,181Total:

462 468 $3,904,849Total:

749 758 $6,653,68911 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 9 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.



Development Name Address  City NP AR
LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 

Recommended 
Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
Score

Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$2,004,054 $1,307,778 $696,276Allocation Information for Region 5: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 5

Total Credits Available for Region:

$100,203 $300,608**The estimated allocation based on the regional allocation formula for 2007 for 
Region 5 is $2,004,054.  In 2006 to address pressing disaster relief needs, the TDHCA 
Board forward allocated the 2007 credits in an amount of $1,452,903.  Therefore, all 
2007 credits for Region 5 Rural have already been committed.  One previously 
awarded development, 060148, returned credits in the amount of $547,817; this 
amount has been returned to the allocation for the allocation for Rural Region 5 and 
has been added to the state credit ceiling.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 5:

200 200 K.T. (Ike) 
Akbari

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH E $40,084O.W. Collins 
Apartments

4440 Gulfway Dr. Port Arthur07026 U/EXBA5

200 200 $40,084Total:

158 158 Robert Reyna 193 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
State Collapse

RC G $1,196,874Pointe North 3710 Magnolia Beaumont07162 U/EXN5

120 120 K.T. (Ike) 
Akbari

189 Insufficient Funds in 
Sub-Region

RH G $678,699Sunlight Manor 
Apartments

2950 S. 8th St. Beaumont07189 U/EXN5 *

278 278 $1,875,573Total:

478 478 $1,915,657Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 5:

76 76 K.T. (Ike) 
Akbari

301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

NC G $636,962Cypresswood 
Crossing

Hwy 87 at Hwy 105 Orange07093 R2006
FWD

5

69 72 Eric Hartzell 301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

NC G $722,842Prospect Point 201 Premier Dr. Jasper07092 R2006
FWD

5

34 36 Mark 
Musemeche

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $26,141Park Estates 1200 Blk Nacogdoches07011 RBA5

Page 10 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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LI 
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Owner 
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Final 
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Set-Asides
1File #
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3
5

4
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1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

36 36 Doug Dowler 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $26,874Pineywoods 
Community Orange

36 Scattered Sites 
in East Town of 
Orange, TX

Orange07018 RBA5

215 220 $1,412,819Total:

76 76 Marc Caldwell 188 Insufficient Funds in 
Sub-Region

NC E $809,338Orange Palm 
Garden Apt Homes

1727 37th St. Orange07257 RN5 *

36 36 Robert Crow 187 Insufficient Funds in 
Sub-Region

NC G $545,417Tower Village Park St.  & Tower 
Rd.

Nacogdoches07123 RN5 *

112 112 $1,354,755Total:

327 332 $2,767,574Total:

805 810 $4,683,2319 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 11 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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LI 

Units
Total 
Units Target 
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Credit*

Owner 
Contact

Final 
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Set-Asides
1File #

 TDHCA 
HOMEAlloc. USDA 2 CommentStatus

3
5

4
6Housing 

Activity ACQ 7
1 Mile, 
1 Year

Region

$11,349,523 $545,781 $10,803,741Allocation Information for Region 6: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 6

Total Credits Available for Region:

$567,476 $1,702,428**Three previously awarded developments, TDHCA numbers 04200, 04203, and 060004 
returned credits in the amount of $487,554; $401,044 has been added to the original 
allocation for Region 6 Urban/Exurban, $86,510 has been added to the original 
allocation for Region 6 Rural, and $487,554 has been added to the state credit ceiling 
and is correctly reflected in the credits available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 6:

80 100 Les Kilday 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $39,216Freeport Oaks 
Apartments

NE Corner of Ave. J 
& Skinner St.

Freeport07060 U/EXBA6

100 125 John N. 
Barineau

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC ET $19,572South Union Place 7210 Scott St. Houston07010 U/EXBA6

80 100 H. Elizabeth 
Young

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $37,014Lake Jackson Manor 100 Garland Lake Jackson07051 U/EXBA6

141 176 Margie Lee 
Bingham

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $77,147Lansbourough 
Apartments

10050 Cullen Blvd. Houston07062 U/EXBA6

86 108 Deepak 
Sulakhe

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC ET $48,106Commons of Grace 
Senior

8900 Tidwell Houston07054 U/EXBA6

80 100 Barry Kahn 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $39,863Baybrook Park 
Retirement Center

500 Texas Ave. 
West

Webster07020 U/EXBA6

80 100 Thomas H. 
Scott

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $50,356Village on Hobbs 
Road

6000 Hobbs Rd. League City07041 U/EXBA6

76 96 Rick J. Deyoe 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $41,991Redwood Heights 
Apartments

7300 Jensen Dr. Houston07022 U/EXBA6

200 250 Horace Allison 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $114,593Oxford Place 605 Berry Rd. Houston07042 U/EXBA6

923 1,155 $467,858Total:

149 149 Joy Horak-
Brown

209 Competitive in RegionRH G $680,321New Hope Housing 
at Bray's Crossing

6311 Gulf Freeway Houston07210 U/EXA6

Page 12 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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110 110 Alyssa 
Carpenter

203 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,200,000Melbourne 
Apartments

3337 Mustang Rd. Alvin07203 U/EXA6

22 22 Chris Presley 203 Competitive in RegionNC G $242,318Villas at Goose 
Creek

SE Corner of N. 
Main St. & E. Defee 
St.

Baytown07179 U/EXA6

108 108 Alyssa 
Carpenter

203 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,093,000Notting Hill Gate 
Apartments

200 S.E. of 
Intersection of S. 
Gessner & Beltway 8

Missouri City07204 U/EXA6

36 36 Charles 
Holcomb

202 Competitive in RegionNC E $371,883Oak Tree Village 2700 Blk of FM 1266 Dickinson07103 U/EXA6

114 114 Les Kilday 197 Competitive in RegionNC G $942,176Glenwood Trails Glenwood Dr. N. of 
Holton Ave.

Deer Park07309 U/EXA6

114 114 Les Kilday 196 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,000,000Gardens at 
Friendswood Lakes

1400 Blk of FM 528 Friendswood07310 U/EXA6

90 90 Alyssa 
Carpenter

196 Competitive in RegionNC E $907,000Wentworth 
Apartments

SE of Corner of 
Timber Forest Dr. & 
FM 1960

Atascocita07300 U/EXA6

35 36 Diana McIver 195 Competitive in RegionNC E $385,100Morningstar Villas 3500 Blk of 
Magnolia Ave.

Texas City07293 U/EXA6

50 50 Thomas Jones 195 Competitive in RegionNC E $541,928Zion Village 
Apartments

3154 Gray St. Houston07306 U/EXA6

126 132 Stuart Shaw 194 Competitive in RegionNC G $1,199,797Cypress Creek at 
Reed Road

Approx. 2900 Blk of 
Reed Rd.

Houston07291 U/EXA6

48 48 Debra Guerrero 193 Competitive in RegionNC E $575,334Gibraltar 152 Blk of 
Brazoswood Dr.

Clute07170 U/EXA6

1,002 1,009 $9,138,857Total:

147 153 Kenneth W. 
Fambro

187 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,200,000Pinnacle of Pleasant 
Humble

1200 Blk of 1st Ave. 
E

Humble07141 U/EXN6

102 102 Manish Verma 176 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,095,525Andalusia 4343 Old Spanish Tr. Houston07280 U/EXN6 *

123 127 Barry Kahn 169 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC Intg $1,200,000Elrod Place W side of Approx. 
3700 Blk Elrod

Katy07109 U/EXN6 *

75 75 Margie Lee 
Bingham

164 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $737,449Victory Place 
Seniors

2001 S. Victory Houston07217 U/EXN6 *

Page 13 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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150 150 Daniel Williams 141 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $1,200,000Gates of Dominion 
North

NW Corner of JFK 
Blvd. & Lauder Rd.

Houston07165 U/EXN6 *

597 607 $5,432,974Total:

2,522 2,771 $15,039,689Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 6:

150 176 Brian Cogburn 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $82,466Cricket Hollow 
Apartments

9700 FM 1097 Willis07004 RBA6

150 176 $82,466Total:

76 76 Marc Caldwell 190 Competitive in USDA 
Allocation

NC E $665,529Trinity Garden Apt 
Homes

2000 Blk of Panther 
Dr.

Liberty07258 RA6

80 80 Lisa Castillo 147 Competitive in At-Risk 
Set-Aside

RH G $347,876Lexington Square 1324 E. Hospital Dr. Angleton07246 RA6

156 156 $1,013,405Total:

48 48 Emanuel H. 
Glockzin, Jr.

173 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $492,857Montgomery 
Meadows Phase II

Corner of Old 
Montgomery Rd. & 
Cline

Huntsville07259 RN6 *

50 50 Lisa Castillo 144 Not Competitive in 
Region

RH G $226,377Brooks Manor 
Apartments

444 Jefferson Ave. West Columbia07252 RN6 *

52 54 Dennis Hoover 121 Financially InfeasibleRH G $0Mid-Towne I 
Apartments

820 E. Carrell St. Tomball07268 RN6

150 152 $719,234Total:

456 484 $1,815,105Total:

2,978 3,255 $16,854,79432 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 14 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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$2,551,062 $269,467 $2,281,595Allocation Information for Region 7: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 7

Total Credits Available for Region:

$127,553 $382,659**Two previously awarded developments, TDHCA numbers 05142 and 05228, returned 
credits in the amount of $503,593; $368,190 has been added to the original allocation 
for Region 7 Urban/Exurban, $135,403 has been added to the original allocation for 
Region 7 Rural, and $503,593 has been added to the state credit ceiling and is 
correctly reflected in the credits available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 7:

144 144 Colby Denison 199 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,189,481Bluffs Landing 
Senior Village

2200 Old Settlers 
Blvd.

Round Rock07249 U/EXA7

170 176 Mark 
Musemeche

197 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
State Collapse, Partial 
Award of $518,550 in 
2008 Tax Credits 
Required

NC G $1,200,000Tuscany Park at 
Buda

FM 2001 E. of IH 35 Buda07234 U/EXA7

60 60 Naomi Walker 178 Competitive in At-Risk 
Set-Aside

RH G $369,110Shady Oaks 
Apartments

501 Janis Dr. Georgetown07223 U/EXA7

374 380 $2,758,591Total:

136 136 Ebby Green 194 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,000,000Villas at Rabbit Hill FM 1460 Across 
from Timberline Dr.

Round Rock07313 U/EXN7 *

77 80 Naomi Walker 181 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $731,071Sierra Ridge 
Apartments

Intersection of N.W. 
Blvd. & Washam Dr.

Georgetown07224 U/EXN7 *

213 216 $1,731,071Total:

587 596 $4,489,662Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 7:

73 76 Mark Mayfield 181 Competitive in USDA 
Allocation

NC G $582,217San Gabriel 
Crossing

1625 Loop 332 Liberty Hill07220 RA7

73 76 $582,217Total:

Page 15 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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73 76 $582,217Total:

660 672 $5,071,8796 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 16 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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$2,923,137 $865,548 $2,057,589Allocation Information for Region 8: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 8

Total Credits Available for Region:

$146,157 $438,471**Two previously awarded developments, TDHCA numbers 05225 and 060208, 
returned credits in the amount of $407,477; this amount has been added to the 
original allocation for Region 8 Rural and to the state credit ceiling and is correctly 
reflected in the credits available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 8:

79 99 Monica Poss 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $44,275Village at 
Meadowbend 
Apartments II

1638 Case Rd. Temple07034 U/EXBA8

54 60 Leslie 
Donaldson 
Holleman

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $23,990Chisholm Trail 
Senior Village

1003 W. 9th Ave. Belton07015 U/EXBA8

133 159 $68,265Total:

16 16 Emanuel H. 
Glockzin, Jr..

187 Competitive in RegionNC G $294,106Santour Court Lots 14-26 & 40-42, 
Blk 14 Santour 
Court St., Edelweiss 
Gartens Subdivision

College Station07262 U/EXA8

16 16 $294,106Total:

108 108 Emanuel H. 
Glockzin, Jr.

192 Financially InfeasibleNC G $0Constitution Court Constitution Dr., Off 
U.S. Hwy 190

Copperas 
Cove

07263 U/EXN8

171 171 Robert R. 
Burchfield

183 Competitive in RegionNC E $1,200,000Mansions at Briar 
Creek

Near 200 Blk of E. 
Wm. J. Bryan Pkwy

Bryan07275 U/EXN8

104 104 Hollis Fitch 169 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $1,031,581Historic Lofts of 
Waco High

815 Columbus Ave. Waco07192 U/EXN8

383 383 $2,231,581Total:

532 558 $2,593,952Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 8:

Page 17 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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76 76 G. Granger 
MacDonald

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $40,048Bluffview Villas 2800 Hwy 36 S. Brenham07038 RBA8

76 76 $40,048Total:

36 36 Bonita Williams 179 Competitive in Region 
and USDA Allocation

NC E $339,782Hamilton Senior 
Village

Williams St. , 11 
Acres at Hamilton 
City Limits

Hamilton07177 RA8

68 68 Warren Maupin 126 Competitive in At-Risk 
Set-Aside

RH G $267,348Holland House 
Apartments

616 Josephine St. Holland07180 RA8

104 104 $607,130Total:

180 180 $647,178Total:

712 738 $3,241,1309 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 18 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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4
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Region

$3,013,098 $807,723 $2,205,375Allocation Information for Region 9: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 9

Total Credits Available for Region:

$150,655 $451,965**Two previously awarded developments, TDHCA numbers 05226 and 05231, returned 
credits in the amount of $400,876; this amount has been added to the original 
allocation for Region 9 Rural and to the state credit ceiling and is correctly reflected in 
the credits available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 9:

100 100 David Marquez 301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

RH G $696,936Las Palmas 
Gardens Apartments

1014 S. San 
Eduardo

San Antonio07095 U/EX2006
FWD

9

100 100 Colby Denison 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $55,603Stratton Oaks 
Apartments

716 Stratton Ave. Seguin07014 U/EXBA9

24 24 Margaret 
Starkey

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $22,493Seton Home Center 
for Teen Moms

1115 Mission Rd. San Antonio07036 U/EXBA9

160 200 Fernando 
Godinez

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $81,457Palacio Del Sol 400 N. Frio San Antonio07006 U/EXBA9

384 424 $856,489Total:

138 144 Henry A. 
Alvarez III

203 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

RC G $1,200,000San Juan Square II S Calaveras St. & 
Brady Blvd.

San Antonio07171 U/EX2007
FWD

9

138 144 $1,200,000Total:

50 50 David Marquez 210 Competitive in RegionRH G $316,781West End Baptist 
Manor Apartments

934 SW 35th St. San Antonio07173 U/EXA9

82 82 Ronald C. 
Anderson

208 Competitive in RegionRH G $657,418West Durango 
Plaza Apartments

5635 W. Durango San Antonio07198 U/EXA9

132 132 $974,199Total:

120 120 Paul Patierno 199 Not Competitive in 
Region

RH G $652,194Ingram Square 
Apartments

5901 Flynn Dr. San Antonio07233 U/EXN9 *

120 120 $652,194Total:

Page 19 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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774 820 $3,682,882Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 9:

39 44 Mark Mayfield 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $18,608Towne Park in 
Fredericksburg II

1100 S. Adams Fredericksburg07061 RBA9

76 76 Lucille Jones 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $40,760Friendship Place 600-700 E. 
Friendship Ln.

Fredericksburg07008 RBA9

76 76 Lucille Jones 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $42,318Oaks Of Bandera 400 Old San 
Antonio Hwy

Bandera07007 RBA9

191 196 $101,686Total:

30 30 Gary M. 
Driggers

186 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

RH G $87,371Poteet Housing 
Authority Farm Labor

Ave. N at 4th St. Poteet07110 R2007
FWD

9

30 30 $87,371Total:

73 76 Justin 
MacDonald

190 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
Regional Collapse

NC G $712,276Paseo de Paz 
Apartments

400 Blk of 
Clearwater Paseo

Kerrville07242 RA9

73 76 $712,276Total:

294 302 $901,333Total:

1,068 1,122 $4,584,21513 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 20 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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4
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$1,680,545 $872,315 $808,230Allocation Information for Region 10: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 10

Total Credits Available for Region:

$84,027 $252,082

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 10:

80 80 Debbie 
Gillespie

301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

NC E $472,636Thomas Ninke 
Senior Village

1901 Lova Rd. Victoria07090 U/EX2006
FWD

10

80 80 $472,636Total:

60 60 David Marquez 205 Competitive in Region 
and At-Risk Set-Aside

RC E $566,203LULAC Hacienda 
Apartments

2625 Greenwood Dr. Corpus Christi07174 U/EXA10

60 60 $566,203Total:

120 120 Randy 
Stevenson

159 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC E $1,103,844Buena Vida Senior 
Village

4650 Old 
Brownsville Rd.

Corpus Christi07318 U/EXN10 *

120 120 $1,103,844Total:

260 260 $2,142,683Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 10:

55 55 Gary L. Kersch 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $2,380Lantana Ridge 
Apartments

2200 N. Adams St. Beeville07073 RBA10

32 32 Gary M. 
Driggers

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $21,258Fenner Square Corner of Burke & 
Campbell St.

Goliad07021 RBA10

35 35 Gary L. Kersch 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $1,400Lantana Ridge 
Apartments South

2200 N. Adams St. Beeville07072 RBA10

55 55 Gary L. Kersch 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $2,419Saltgrass Landing 
Apartments

1602 S. Church St. Rockport07071 RBA10

177 177 $27,457Total:

88 88 Walter Martinez 192 Competitive in RegionRH G $491,514Kingsville LULAC 
Manor Apartments

1220 N. 17th Kingsville07199 RA10

Page 21 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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65 65 Dennis Hoover 129 Competitive in USDA 
Allocation

RH G $322,018Hyatt Manor 
Apartments

1701 Waco St. Gonzales07271 RA10

153 153 $813,532Total:

72 72 Mark 
Musemeche

185 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $661,500King's Crossing 
Phase II

1505 E. Corral Kingsville07124 RN10 *

72 72 $661,500Total:

402 402 $1,502,489Total:

662 662 $3,645,17210 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 22 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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$5,974,191 $2,175,228 $3,798,963Allocation Information for Region 11: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 11

Total Credits Available for Region:

$298,710 $896,129

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 11:

106 106 Roy Navarro 301 Forward Commitment 
of 2007 Credits Made 
in 2006

NC E $594,048Mesquite Terrace 400 Blk of E. 
Thomas Rd.

Pharr07094 U/EX2006
FWD

11

100 100 William (Bill) J. 
Lee

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $53,407Las Canteras 
Apartments

415 E. Thomas Rd. Pharr07013 U/EXBA11

100 100 Bill Fisher 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC E $29,947Providence at 
Edinburg

201 N. 13th Ave. Edinburg07045 U/EXBA11

189 199 William (Bill) J. 
Lee

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH E $28,453Villa del Sol 700 E. St. Charles 
St.

Brownsville07012 U/EXBA11

151 158 Bill Fisher 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $72,261Providence at Boca 
Chica

Intersection of Ash 
St. & Elm St.

Brownsville07044 U/EXBA11

646 663 $778,116Total:

100 100 Roy Navarro 215 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

RC G $975,319Sunset Terrace 920 W. Villegas Pharr07183 U/EX2007
FWD

11

36 36 Mary Vela 196 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

NC E $360,000Bluebonnet Senior 
Village

1201 W. Austin Lane Alamo07185 U/EX2007
FWD

11 *

136 136 $1,335,319Total:

161 168 Gilberto de los 
Santos

203 Competitive in Region 
Because 07183 
Removed from 
Recommended List by 
Board

NC E $1,151,989Villa Estella Trevino 1/4 Mile E. of Sugar 
Rd., N. Side of Mile 
17 1/2 Rd. (a.k.a. 
Russell Rd.

Edinburg07206 U/EXA11

74 74 Joe Saenz 203 Competitive in RegionRC G $734,361Retama Village - 
Phase II

2301 Jasmine Ave. McAllen07182 U/EXA11

Page 23 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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132 132 Saleem Jafar 196 Competitive in At-Risk 
Set-Aside

RH G $981,612Candlewick 
Apartments

1155 Paredes Line 
Rd.

Brownsville07226 U/EXA11

367 374 $2,867,962Total:

126 130 Mike Lopez 196 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $1,115,662North Manor Estates 
Apartments

Southwest corner of 
Mile 10 Rd. and mile 
4.5, entrance fronts 
on mile 10 road.

Weslaco07205 U/EXN11 *

140 140 Abraham 
Rodriguez

190 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $1,200,000Costa Madera Poggenpohl St.  & 
San Ignacio Ave.

Laredo07169 U/EXN11 *

266 270 $2,315,662Total:

1,415 1,443 $7,297,059Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 11:

20 20 Patrick A. 
Barbolla

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

RH G $726Vista Hermosa 
Apartments

820 N. Bibb Eagle Pass07068 RBA11

108 120 Anita Kegley 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $73,818Arbor Cove 2805 Fordyce Ave. Donna07055 RBA11

156 196 Monica Poss 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $82,912Casa Saldana SW Corner of Mile 8 
Rd. & Baseline Rd.

Mercedes07035 RBA11

284 336 $157,456Total:

50 50 Saleem Jafar 204 Competitive in RegionRC G $481,928Champion Home at 
La Joya

945 S Leo & Various 
Addresses for 
Scattered SF Homes

La Joya07227 RA11

76 76 Donald Pace 187 Competitive in RegionNC G $983,288Tammye's Pointe Old Pioneer Rd. at 
FM 1021

Eagle Pass07178 RA11

76 76 Alyssa 
Carpenter

179 Competitive in USDA 
Allocation

NC G $738,251Los Ebanos 
Apartments

300 Yards S. of 5 
Mile Line Rd. on E. 
Side of Los Ebanos 
Rd.

Alton07153 RA11

202 202 $2,203,467Total:

75 75 Saleem Jafar 201 Financially Infeasible, 
and Award Would 
Cause Violation of 
$2M Limit

RC G $0Las Palmas Homes 213 Orive Los Fresnos07228 RN11

Page 24 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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73 76 Jean Coburn 178 Not Competitive in 
Region/Set-Aside

NC G $705,994Casa Alton NW Corner Trosper 
Rd. & Proposed 
Oxford St.

Alton07302 RN11 *

58 58 Dennis Hoover 145 Not Competitive in 
Region/Set-Aside

RH E $134,701Buena Vida 
Apartments

100 S. Kansas City 
Rd.

La Feria07267 RN11

206 209 $840,695Total:

692 747 $3,201,618Total:

2,107 2,190 $10,498,67721 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 25 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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$1,386,899 $406,927 $979,972Allocation Information for Region 12: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 12

Total Credits Available for Region:

$69,345 $208,035

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 12:

85 100 Ron Hance 300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $15,819Sedona Springs 
Village

920 W. University Odessa07033 U/EXBA12

85 100 $15,819Total:

36 36 Bernadine 
Spears

196 Forward Commitment 
of 2008 Credits Made 
in 2007

NC E $237,938Key West Village 
Phase II

1600 W. Clements Odessa07151 U/EX2007
FWD

12 *

36 36 $237,938Total:

130 136 Manish Verma 203 Competitive in RegionNC G $904,473Palermo SE Corner of Gist 
Ave. & Wayside Dr.

Midland07282 U/EXA12

130 136 $904,473Total:

96 100 Diana McIver 198 Not Competitive in 
Region, Award Would 
Cause Violation of 
$2M Limit

NC E $893,976Riverbend Trails Intersection of 
Surber Dr. & Rio 
Concho Dr.

San Angelo07222 U/EXN12

96 100 $893,976Total:

347 372 $2,052,206Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 12:

48 48 Justin 
Zimmerman

129 Competitive in Region 
and USDA Allocation

NC G $377,886Heights Apartments MLK St., 1 Blk E. of 
FM 700

Big Spring07115 RA12

48 48 $377,886Total:

48 48 $377,886Total:

395 420 $2,430,0925 Applications in Region  Region Total:

Page 26 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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$2,258,112 $284,967 $1,973,146Allocation Information for Region 13: Rural Allocation: Urban/Exurban Allocation:

5% Required for USDA: 15% Required for At-Risk:

Region: 13

Total Credits Available for Region:

$112,906 $338,717**One previously awarded development, TDHCA number 05247, returned credits in the 
amount of $107,199; this amount has been added to the original allocation for Region 
13 Urban/Exurban and to the state credit ceiling and is correctly reflected in the 
credits available.

Urban/ExurbanApplications Submitted in Region 13:

112 112 R.L. (Bobby) 
Bowling IV

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $59,831Americas Palms 12310 Lorenzo Ruiz 
Dr.

El Paso07047 U/EXBA13

34 36 R.L. (Bobby) 
Bowling IV

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $17,494Diana Palms 4700 Diana St. El Paso07003 U/EXBA13

146 148 $77,325Total:

180 180 R.L. (Bobby) 
Bowling IV

173 Competitive in RegionNC G $1,200,000Paseo Palms 3000' E. of Joe 
Battle Near 
Pellicano Dr.

El Paso07108 U/EXA13

128 128 Ike J. Monty 158 Significant Sub-
Regional Shortfall in 
State Collapse

NC E $1,069,620Woodchase Senior 
Community

8410 & 8411 Tigris 
Dr.

El Paso07235 U/EXA13

308 308 $2,269,620Total:

58 58 Gary Sanchez 155 Not Competitive in 
Region

NC G $669,659Alamito Place Bordered by Delta 
Drive, St Vrain St. 
E. Third St, & Hill 
Street

El Paso07244 U/EXN13 *

58 58 $669,659Total:

512 514 $3,016,604Total:

RuralApplications Submitted in Region 13:

76 76 R.L. (Bobby) 
Bowling IV

300 Binding Allocation 
Agreement

NC G $41,271Horizon Palms 12199 Darrington 
Rd.

El Paso07048 RBA13

Page 27 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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76 76 $41,271Total:

76 76 $41,271Total:

588 590 $3,057,8756 Applications in Region  Region Total:

159 Total Applications 14,372 15,089 $82,091,279

Page 28 of 281 = Status Abbreviation:  Received Award for 2007 Housing Tax Credits=A, 2004 Developments Awarded Binding Allocation Agreements from the 2007 Ceiling=BA, 
2006 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2007 Ceiling=2006FWD, 2007 Developments Awarded Credits from the 2008 Ceiling=2007FWD, Did Not Receive 
Award of 2007 Housing Tax Credits=N
2 = Allocation Abbreviation:  Rural Regional Allocation=R, Urban/Exurban Regional Allocation=U/EX

Thursday, October 04, 2007

5 = Target Population Abbreviation:  Intergenerational=Intg, Elderly/Transitional=ET, Elderly=E, General=G

** = The State Housing Credit Ceiling is based on 2007 population figures, plus any returned credits as of the date of this publication from previous awards.

3 = Set-Aside Abbreviation:  TX-USDA-RHS=USDA,  Nonprofit=NP, At-Risk=AR
4 = Housing Activity:  Rehabilitation=RH, Reconstruction=RC, New Construction=NC             

6 = Acquistion=ACQ, Developments for which acquisition Housing Tax Credits have been awarded or are being requested
7 = Comment:  Reason for Award Recommendation
* = Indicates that an Underwriting Report has not been completed.  The credit amount shown is the applicant request.
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MULTIFAMILY FINANCE PRODUCTION DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 

October 11, 2007 

Action Items
Presentation, Discussion and Possible Action on a Policy for Addressing Placement in Service 
Extensions for 2005 Housing Tax Credit Developments. 

Required Action
Discuss, and Accept, Reject, or Accept with Amendments the proposed Policy for Addressing 
Placement in Service Extensions for 2005 Housing Tax Credit Developments.  

Background
During the September 13, 2007 meeting of the Texas Department of Housing and Community 
Affairs’ (the “Department”) Board, members of the tax credit development community requested 
assistance from the Department relating to the Placement in Service deadline of December 31, 
2007 for Applications that received an award of tax credits in 2005.  Public comment noted that  
the unusually heavy rains experienced in parts of Texas since the beginning of 2007 have caused 
construction delays that are putting allocations of tax credits at risk because the federal 
Placement in Service deadline of December 31, 2007 is unlikely to be met by these 
developments, resulting in the return of tax credit allocations to the Department. Comment noted 
that as the Department has no ability to extend these deadlines, the only solution for 
developments in this situation would be the return and subsequent reallocation of credits.  The 
Board directed staff to bring a proposed policy that would outline how the Department could 
handle this issue if the Board so desired. The proposed Policy for Addressing Placement in 
Service Extensions for 2005 Housing Tax Credit Developments (the “Policy”) outlines how the 
Department could give relief to affected developments by rescinding the 2005 tax credits 
originally allocated to the Developments and reallocating the credits using 2008 tax credits in 
order to extend the Placement in Service deadline.   

Staff has concerns with this proposal both because the Department has historically never 
recommended reallocation of credits (as further described below) and because the liberal 2 ½ 
year timeline provided by the federal regulations already allows for such unexpected, but short-
term, construction delays. As noted later in the description, staff has provided criteria for the 
policy that reflect the parameters that should be successfully met. Because of the significance of 
this action, the policy is written such that only after Board approval of the policy will staff (in 
coordination with the 2005 applicants), then identify the 2005 developments eligible for possible 
relief. In those cases, they will be presented to the Board in November 2007. 
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As noted there are several reasons why reallocation is not recommended.   
1. IRS Revenue Procedure 2007-54 (“Rev. Proc. 2007-54”) –

� The Internal Revenue Service (“IRS”) already allows for a one-year extension of 
the Placement in Service deadline for developments in areas declared as major 
disaster areas during the period between award and Placement in Service.   

� Rev. Proc. 2007-54 is the IRS’ interpretation of the types of events that are 
sufficiently severe to necessitate an extension of the Placement in Service 
deadline.

� Only in the absence of such an interpretation would a separate interpretation from 
the Department be necessary.  Further guidance from the Department is not 
necessary because the IRS has already defined what obstacles are considered 
legitimate for purposes of extensions of Section 42 deadlines.   

� Initial research by staff, indicate seventy-three (73) Texas counties have been 
declared as major disaster areas, and are therefore potentially eligible for a 
Placement in Service extension under Rev. Proc. 2007-54.  This represents 30% 
of all Texas counties.  Of those seventy-three (73) counties, all but three (3) were 
declared disaster areas for severe storms, tornadoes, or flooding. There are 
twenty-eight (28) developments in those counties that may be eligible for a 
Placement in Service extension under the Rev. Proc 2007-54. There are thirty (30) 
remaining developments that may not qualify under the Rev. Proc. 2007-54 and 
could potentially qualify for the Reallocation and Placement in Service extension 
under this proposed policy. The number of counties and developments eligible 
under the Revenue Proclamation could increase through December 31, 2007.  

2. Section 49.16(j) of the 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules ("QAP”) states: 
“The Department may, at any time and without additional administrative process, 
determine to award credits to Developments previously evaluated and awarded 
credits if it determines that such previously awarded credits are or may be invalid
and the owner was not responsible for such invalidity…” 

It should be noted that staff does not believe that the tax credits awarded to the 2005 
applications are invalid under this section and does not affirm that any applicants who 
would request assistance under this proposed Policy were not responsible.  While staff is 
sympathetic to the challenges posed by inclement weather, the Placement in Service 
deadline is known, constant and provides a fairly liberal period of time for construction.  
Those counties with legitimate weather-related challenges are already eligible for 
assistance under Rev. Proc. 95-28 or Rev. Proc. 2007-54.  Weather-related delays are a 
normal part of the construction business, and the management of those delays is one of 
the developer’s responsibilities in their readiness to proceed. 

3. Developments issued commitments of allocation from the State Credit Ceiling each year 
are generally allowed twenty-nine months from the time of award to the Placement in 
Service deadline. The average length of construction is eighteen months. Therefore, 
ninety days of inclement weather should not jeopardize the Placement in Service. 
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4. At the July 30, 2007 Board meeting the Board approved a waiting list of applicants that 
could receive tax credits if any previously awarded applicants return their tax credits 
prior to the end of the year. This proposed policy would deviate from the waiting list 
procedure approved by the Board in July. 

5. Lastly, the potential for returned and reallocated credits is approximately $14 million for 
the thirty (30) developments that may qualify under this proposed policy. Applicants not 
currently awarded may consider this policy to have a disparate impact because the $14 
million in returned credits would not be reallocated according to the competitive process 
in the year of the credit ceiling from which the credits will be reallocated.   

As requested by the Board, a policy has been provided that describes how this process would be 
implemented. The following are some key features of the proposed policy: 

1. To be eligible under the proposed Policy, a development must meet all of the following 
criteria:

� The applicant will be required to pay a fee in the amount of $10,000 at the time of 
submission of the extension request.   

� The development is not eligible for an extension of the Placement in Service 
deadline under IRS Revenue Procedure 2007-54. 

� The development is not eligible for an extension of the Placement in Service 
deadline under any Gulf Opportunity Zone legislation. 

� The owner of the development can document that the Development Site, as 
defined by the Qualified Allocation Plan (“QAP”) has had more than 90 days of 
inclement weather that has caused a halt to construction.  This is to ensure that 
only those developments with legitimate claims are allowed to receive an 
extension of Placement in Service.  This proposed Policy is not intended to 
provide relief to development owners that are not able to meet deadlines due to a 
failure to properly manage the project. 

� The construction of the development is at least 40% complete.  Once again, this 
requirement is intended to ensure that development owners do not receive relief 
when inclement weather was not the cause for construction delays, but rather that 
construction did not begin timely or was not completed timely for reasons of poor 
time management.  

� The development received an award of tax credits during 2005 and has a 
Placement in Service deadline of December 31, 2007.  Developments that 
received awards of 2005 tax credits in 2004, or which were awarded in 2004 and 
have already received a one year placement in service extension under Revenue 
Proclamation 95-28 are not eligible under this proposed Policy.   
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2. If a development is determined by Department staff to be eligible under the proposed 
Policy, the following deadlines must be met. These deadlines are proposed because if 
indeed a rain delay was the cause, then most of these developments would only need an 
approximate 90 day extension. 

� The development must receive Certificates of Occupancy for each building no 
later than March 15, 2008.  This policy is not intended to offer a two-year 
extension to December 31, 2010 (which is the new federal deadline if credits are 
reallocated from 2008), but rather, an extension of reasonable length to allow the 
completion of the development. 

� The cost certification must be submitted to the Department no later than May 15, 
2008.

� IRS Forms 8609 must be issued by December 31, 2008.  Developments that 
receive relief under this policy will not have the opportunity to Carryover and 
therefore the issuance of 8609 forms is imperative by the end of the calendar year. 

Timeline:
If the Board approves the policy, the Department will notify owners of development that 
received an award of tax credits during 2005 of this policy following the October 11, 2007 Board 
meeting.  Development owners must respond to the Department no later than October 25, 2007 
indicating that the development is in need of relief under this policy, and providing 
documentation of eligibility under the policy.  Staff will present a list of eligible respondents to 
the Board as an action item for possible rescission and reallocation at the either the November or 
December Board meeting depending on the extent of the submissions and length of time needed 
for review.

Recommendation

Pursuant to the request from the Board for staff to research the possible rescission and 
reallocation of credits, staff researched the issues and concerns and created the proposed policy. 
However, staff does not recommend the Board adopt this policy for the reasons stated earlier in 
this presentation. 



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 
Policy for Addressing Placement in Service Extensions for 2005 Housing Tax Credit 

Developments

Section I. Introduction and Purpose

The Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (the “Department”) has received 
public comment relating to the adverse effects of heavy rain throughout the State of Texas in 
2007 on the timely construction of 2005 Housing Tax Credit Developments.  Members of the 
Housing Tax Credit (“tax credit”) development community have requested assistance from the 
Department relating to the Placement in Service deadline of December 31, 2007 for Applications 
that received an award of tax credits in 2005.  Public comment indicates that the unusually heavy 
rains experienced in parts of Texas since the beginning of 2007 have caused construction delays 
that  are putting  allocations of tax credits at risk because the Placement in Service deadline of 
December 31, 2007 is unlikely to be met by these developments, resulting in the return of tax 
credit allocations to the Department.  The purpose of this policy is to outline how the 
Department will act to assist those developments affected by inclement weather in getting 
additional time to meet the IRS deadline for Placement in Service.  

Section II. Eligibility 

The Department will rescind 2005 commitments of tax credit allocations and reissue these 
commitments for 2008 tax credits for developments that meet the following criteria: 

1. The development is not eligible for an extension of the Placement in Service deadline 
under Internal Revenue Service Revenue Procedures 95-28 or 2007-54; 

2. The development is not eligible for an extension of the Placement in Service deadline 
under any Gulf Opportunity Zone legislation; 

3. The owner of the development can document that the Development Site, as defined by 
the Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules (“QAP”) has had more than 90 days of inclement 
weather that has caused a halt to construction;

4. The construction of the development is at least 40% complete; and 

5. The development received an award of tax credits during 2005 and has a Placement in 
Service deadline of December 31, 2007. Developments that received awards of 2005 tax 
credits in 2004, or which were awarded in 2004 and have already received a one year 
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placement in service extension under Revenue Proclamation 95-28 are not eligible under 
this proposed Policy.

Section III. Requirements

Developments that receive an allocation of 2008 tax credits under this policy must adhere to the 
following deadlines: 

1. The applicant will be required to pay a fee in the amount of $10,000 at the time of 
submission of the extension request; 

2. The development must receive Certificates of Occupancy for each building no later than 
March 15, 2008; 

3. The cost certification must be submitted to the Department no later than May 15, 2008; 
and

4. IRS Forms 8609 must be issued by December 31, 2008. No 2008 carryover allocation 
documents will be executed for these requests. 

Section IV. Procedures

The following procedures will be utilized in implementing this process:   

1. The Department will contact owners of developments that received an award of tax 
credits during 2005 to notify them of this policy; 

2. Development owners must respond to the Department no later than October 25, 2007 
indicating that the development is in need of relief under this policy, and providing 
documentation of eligibility under the policy; and 

Staff will present a list of eligible respondents to the Board as an action item for possible 
rescission and reallocation at the either the November or December Board meeting 
depending on the extent of the submissions and length of time needed for review. 



MULTIFAMILY FINANCE PRODUCTION DIVISION 

BOARD ACTION REQUEST 
October 11, 2007 

Action Item
Housing Tax Credit Amendments. 

Requested Action
Approve, amend or deny the requests for amendments. 

Background and Recommendations
§2306.6712, Texas Government Code, indicates that the Board should determine the disposition of a 
requested amendment if the amendment is a “material alteration,” would materially alter the development 
in a negative manner or would have adversely affected the selection of the application in the application 
round. The statute identifies certain changes as material alterations and the requests presented below 
include material alterations. 
The requests and pertinent facts about the affected developments are summarized below. The 
recommendation of staff is included at the end of each write-up. 

Limitations on the Approval of Amendment Requests
The approval of a request to amend an application does not exempt a development from the requirements 
of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, fair housing laws, local and state building codes or other 
statutory requirements that are not within the Board’s purview. Notwithstanding information that the 
Department may provide as assistance, the development owner retains the ultimate responsibility for 
determining and implementing the courses of action that will satisfy applicable regulations. 

Penalties for Amendment Requests
§49.9(c), 2007 Qualified Allocation Plan and Rules, entitled, “Adherence to Obligations,” states in part: 

Effective December 1, 2006, if a Development Owner does not produce the Development as 
represented in the Application and in any amendments approved by the Department subsequent 
to the Application, or does not provide the necessary evidence for any points received by the 
required deadline: 

(1) the Development Owner must provide a plan to the Department, for approval and 
subsequent implementation, that incorporates additional amenities to compensate for the non-
conforming components; and  

(2) the Board will opt either to terminate the Application and rescind the Commitment Notice, 
Determination Notice or Carryover Allocation Agreement as applicable or the Department must: 

(A) reduce the score for Applications for tax credits that are submitted by an Applicant or 
Affiliate related to the Development Owner of the non-conforming Development by ten points 
for the two Application Rounds concurrent to, or following, the date that the non-conforming 
aspect, or lack of financing, was identified by the Department; and 

(B) prohibit eligibility to apply for tax credits for a Tax-Exempt Bond Development that 
are submitted by an Applicant or Affiliate related to the Development Owner of the non-
conforming Development for 12 months from the date that the non-conforming aspect, or lack of 
financing, was identified by the Department. 
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HTC No. 99005, The Homes of Parker Commons (forward commitment to HTC No. 98169)
Relevant Background Information:
This amendment request was presented at the September 2007 Board meeting and at the request of the 
Board was tabled until this meeting. All materials distributed at the September Board meeting are 
included in this presentation. 
The application was approved in 1998 as a forward commitment of allocation from the 1999 State 
Housing Tax Credit (HTC) ceiling. The applicant/owner was Sphinx Development with Jay Oji as 
principal of the general partner. M. Myers Development, Inc. was approved to join the development team 
in December 1998 as co-general partner and general contractor of the development. Additionally in 1998, 
a change was approved in the unit mix, which reduced the number of three bedroom units (the original 
application received eight (8) points for the larger units). At that time, the development team change and 
the unit mix changes were approved by the former Manager of the HTC program, Cherno Njie. The 
carryover allocation for this development was executed in December 1999 and all buildings were placed 
in service between June and September of 2001. In July 2004, the general partner was replaced with 
Affordable Housing GP 668, L.L.C., an affiliate of the syndicator AIG, at the request of the AIG 
Retirement Services, Inc (the syndicator). The Department approved the replacement of the general 
partner which eliminated the Historically Underutilized Business (HUB) (the original application received 
five (5) points for the HUB) from the general partner. The cost certification was submitted on July 12, 
2005.
The current letter of request from the owner’s counsel states that the syndicator contributed $2.8 million 
more to the development than originally anticipated and the Department furnished $11.3 million in tax 
credits. As of September 6, 2007, documentation for additional costs have not been submitted by the 
owner. The differences in costs are shown in the underwriting addendum between the original costs 
submitted at the time of application and the costs submitted at the time of cost certification. The largest 
differences are in site-work and direct construction costs (for which there is no documentation). In 
addition, the request letter states that Sphinx Development, the original applicant, and M. Myers 
Development, Inc., who joined the ownership after the award, were mutually removed from participation. 
The syndicator installed an organization with widespread national participation as the replacement general 
partner. The new replacement general partner is now requesting the following amendments in an effort to 
receive the IRS Forms 8609. 
Summary of Requests:
Unit Mix Changes: The application file contains six references to the unit mix of the development each 
with a different unit mix reflected. The August 1998 and August 2001 changes were approved by the 
previous manager of the HTC program, however, the changes approved only reference the number of 
bedrooms and do not address the number of bathrooms or rentable area. The completed development 
omitted one bathroom in 26 of the two-bedroom units.  
Rentable Area and Common Area: Despite increasing the unit count from 168 to 192 (which was 
approved by Department staff), the development is cost certifying to 160,808 square feet of rentable area, 
not the 192,878 square feet underwritten. The 16.6% reduction is a material alteration of the application. 
Essentially, all units were designed smaller than originally proposed. 
Daycare Facility: This amenity was another check-box item in the Specifications and Amenities section. 
A daycare facility was not a threshold requirement however it was an item that could have been selected 
as threshold by the applicant. The applicant requested that this requirement be waived and proposed no 
substitute.
Covered Parking and Garages: The architect’s certification provided in the application as Exhibit 101, 
indicated that the development would contain covered parking as did the Cost Breakdown provided as 
Exhibit 102 and indicating a cost for this feature of $462,000. The Specifications and Amenities exhibit in 
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the application specified that the development would contain 34 carports and 120 garages. The 
underwriting report acknowledged these same numbers in its text and, consistently, included $438,205 for 
parking garages in the cost schedule upon which the amount of the award was based. The owner’s counsel 
states it was not physically or financially feasible to include garages in the development. The applicant 
requested that this requirement be waived and proposed no substitute. 
Playground: The owner’s counsel states that the site is covered with buildings and parking lots.  
Consequently, it was not physically feasible to construct a playground on the property. This feature was 
proposed in the Specifications and Amenities section of the application, in the architect’s certification 
provided as Exhibit 101, in the architect’s drawing of the site plan, and appears to be referenced in the 
Cost Breakdown provided as Exhibit 102 (“Athletic courts and/or playgrounds were estimated at 
$52,080). The underwriting report included the feature in its list of amenities. This item was not a 
threshold requirement however it was an item that could have been selected as threshold by the applicant.  
The applicant requested that this requirement be waived and proposed no substitute. 
Energy Saving Devices: The design firm certified that five of the six features in Exhibit 206A of the 1998 
QAP would be installed but upon completion, only two of the six were installed. The owner stated that 
these omissions were necessitated by the unique nature of the property. 
Volleyball Court: The owner’s counsel states that the site is covered with buildings and parking lots.  
Consequently, it was not physically feasible to construct a volleyball court. The Specifications and 
Amenities exhibit and underwriting report included this feature as an amenity. This item was not a 
threshold requirement however it was an item that could have been selected as threshold by the applicant. 
The applicant requested that this requirement be waived and proposed no substitute. 
In addition to the above mentioned amendment requests, two other items were omitted amenities, 
microwave ovens and a public telephone. These amenities were not threshold requirements and the owner 
is not proposing any substitute for the omission. 
The present general partner was approved by the Department on July 13, 2004, after the development was 
placed in service. The application of a penalty to the current general partner remains under consideration 
pending the resolution of the issues at hand. 

Governing Law: §2306.6712, Texas Government Code. The code states that the Board must 
approve material alterations of a development, including a modification of 
the number of units or bedroom mix of units, a significant modification of 
the site plan, a substantive modification of the scope of tenant services, a 
reduction of three percent or more in the square footage of the units or 
common areas, a modification of the residential density of the development 
of at least five percent, and any other modification that is considered 
significant by the board. 

Owner: Parker Commons, Ltd. 
General Partner: Affordable Housing GP 668, L.L.C. (Current GP is an affiliate of 

McCormack Baron Salazar, an organization installed by the syndicator.) 
Developers: Sphinx Development; M. Myers Development, Inc.; SunAmerica, Inc. (Jay 

Oji was original applicant; Marvin Myers was brought into the development 
for experience after the award was made. Both have been removed according 
to AIG) 

Principals/Interested Parties: SunAmerica, Inc.  
Syndicator: SunAmerica, Inc.
Construction Lender: SunAmerica Investments, Inc. 
Permanent Lender: American Property Financing, Inc. 
Other Funding: NA
City/County: Fort Worth/Tarrant 
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Set-Aside: General 
Type of Area: Urban
Type of Development: Adaptive Reuse of a Historic School Building and New Construction 
Population Served: General Population 
Units: 126 HTC units and 42 market rate units (See Tables 1 & 2) 
1999 Allocation: $1,129,568 
Allocation per HTC Unit: $8,965 
Prior Board Actions: 7/98 – Approved forward commitment from 1999 credit ceiling 
Underwriting Reevaluation: The changes appear to have no negative impact on the feasibility of the 

development and no change to the original award of tax credits is 
recommended prior to final review of the cost certification, however, REA 
recommends the owner be responsible for substituting acceptable amenities 
for those significant amenities that were omitted (i.e. microwave ovens, 
daycare facility, community/recreational facility, playground equipment, 
swimming pool and spa and covered parking). 

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Board deny the amendments as presented 
and have the syndicator provide adequate substitutions for the 
omissions of the application because the syndicator had a responsibility 
to make sure the development was built according to the representations 
in the application.

Penalty Assessment: This recommendation is unchanged since the September Board meeting. 
If the Board accepts the amendment request as is, staff recommends the 
assessment of the penalties pursuant to 49.9(c) of the Qualified 
Allocation Plan and Rules (as stated at the beginning of this 
presentation). The penalties should be assessed to the previous owner, 
Sphinx Development and M. Myers Development, Inc. for having 
developed the property inconsistent with the application. 
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HTC No. 01005, Chaparral Townhomes (forward commitment to HTC No. 00136)
Summary of Request: The limited partner of the owner requested approval for an ownership transfer that 
would remove and replace the managing general partner, KRR Construction, Inc. The Board’s approval is 
necessary because the general partner is a Historically Underutilized Business (HUB) and points were 
awarded to the application for the participation of this entity. While the application would have been 
eligible for an award as a forward commitment even without the HUB points, there is no way to know 
whether the Board would have granted the forward commitment without the points or without the HUB 
involved.

Governing Law: §2306.6712, Texas Government Code. The code states that the Board must 
approve material alterations of a development, including any modification 
considered significant by the board. 

Owner: Chaparral Townhomes, L.P.
General Partner: KRR Construction, Inc. 
Developers: KRR Development, Inc.
Principals/Interested Parties: Joseph Kemp, owner of GP and developer; PNC Bank 
Syndicator: Columbia Housing
Construction Lender: PNC Bank 
Permanent Lender: PNC Bank 
Other Funding: NA
City/County: Allen/Collin 
Set-Aside: General Population 
Type of Area: Exurban
Type of Development: New Construction 
Population Served: Population 
Units: 94 HTC units and 32 market rate units 
2001 Allocation: $703,955 
Allocation per HTC Unit: $7,489 
Prior Board Actions: 7/00 – Approved forward commitment of tax credits 
Underwriting Reevaluation: NA – removal of GP by limited partner 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends denying the request because the general partner 

replacement proposed is neither a HUB nor is it a qualified nonprofit 
which would also have been eligible for the same number of points 
under the 2000 QAP under which the applicant applied. If the Board 
chooses to approve this request, staff recommends that the Board 
condition the approval subject to the findings of the Department in its 
review of previous participation and other documentation required in 
transfers. Those reviews have not yet occurred. 

Penalty Assessment: If the Board approves the amendment as requested by the limited 
partner, staff recommends that the penalties be waived because of the 
nature of the change (removal of the general partner by the limited 
partner).







TDHCA LIHTC
Application

Partnership
Agreement

Cost
Certification

March 26, 1998 January 7, 2000 October 22, 2001
Land & Buildings Purchase $1,295,000 $1,276,500 $1,297,859
On Site Work, Demolition & Other $882,000 $1,589,466 $2,299,405
Construction Hard Costs

New Structures (incl. construction contingency) $9,502,416 $9,836,421 $11,288,524
  General Requirements $610,848 $610,848 $812,968

Contractor Overhead $203,616 $203,616 $203,616
Contractor Profit $610,848 $610,848 $185,642

Sub-total: Hard Costs $10,927,728 $11,261,733 $12,490,750
Professional Fees (Architect, Engineer,…) $414,600 $400,000 $439,056
Real Estate Taxes $15,120 $200,000 $218,949

  Other $394,800 $492,833 $467,472
Sub-total: Soft Costs $824,520 $1,092,833 $1,125,477

Capitalized Interest $588,000 $570,000 $797,819
Permanent Loan Fees $117,600 $83,000 $0
Other Costs
  Tax Credit Fees $67,200 $47,703 $49,203

Consultant Fees & Other $233,064 $30,000 $53,980
Developer Fee $2,082,115 $2,100,000 $2,100,000
Development Reserves (Operating, Lease up) $226,800 $149,990 $0

Total Development Costs $17,244,027 $18,201,225 $20,214,493

Parker Commons, Ltd. Budgets Comparison

Cost Category
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LOCKE LIDDELL & SAPP PLLC 
 ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS  

 100 CONGRESS 
SUITE 300  

Phone: (512) 305-4700 
Fax: (512) 305-4800

AUSTIN, TX  78701-4042 AUSTIN � DALLAS � HOUSTON � NEW ORLEANS � WASHINGTON, D.C. www.lockeliddell.com
 

September 6, 2007 
 

 
Ms. Robbye Meyers 
Texas Department of Housing & Community Affairs 
221 East 11th Street 
Austin, Texas  78701 
 

Re: The Homes of Parker Commons (the "Property") 
 TDHCA No. 99005 

 
Dear Robbye: 
 
Below is information in response to your request for more detail regarding the $2.8 Million in funds 
advanced to complete the renovation of The Homes at Parker Commons.  These items represent either 
improvements of to the Property beyond the initial construction plans or substantial unforeseen 
costs after the historic renovation commenced: 

 
� Improved Windows—Cost was excessive related to satisfying the Historic Commission’s 

requirement of the historically accurate new wood windows; 
� Improved Framing—Increased cost from the City of Fort Worth requirement that the new 

building be framed with metal framing instead of wood framing, which greatly increased the 
costs of drywall, stucco, MEP, fire sprinkler and fire alarm systems;  

� Hazardous Materials Abatement—The cost associated with the abatement of Lead Based Paint 
and Asbestos was much higher than anticipated; 

� Concrete Structural Damage—Damage was more extensive than originally estimated due to the 
amount of time the buildings sat unoccupied and the extent of the interior water damage was 
revealed; 

� Complete Redesign of the Interior Spaces and MEP—The Historic Commission ultimately 
required the finished interiors of the renovated buildings to retain as much of the old school 
floors, classrooms and hallways as possible, which forced the complete and very costly redesign 
of the interior spaces and MEP systems; and 

� Exterior Brick Repair—The exterior brick repair was also substantially more expensive than 
anticipated. 

 
Please feel free to e-mail or call me if you have further questions.  Thank you for your continued 
assistance with the amendment request for this Property. 
 
      Sincerely, 
 

Cynthia L. Bast 
       
      Cynthia L. Bast 
cc: Michael Gerber 
 Farzaneh Azouri 
 Lee Stevens 
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REPORT ITEMS 



TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

221 EAST 11TH �   P.O. BOX 13941 �  AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711-3941 � (800) 525-0657 � (512) 475-3800

Memorandum 

To: Michael Gerber 

From: Gordon Anderson

cc: Brooke Boston, Michael Lyttle 

Date:  September 27, 2007 

Re: TDHCA Outreach Activities 

The attached document highlights outreach activities on the part of TDHCA staff for 
September 2007. The information provided focuses primarily on activities Executive and staff 
has taken on voluntarily, as opposed to those mandated by the Legislature (i.e., tax credit 
hearings, TEFRA hearings, etc.). This list may not account for every activity undertaken by 
staff, as there may be a limited number of events not brought to my attention.  

For brevity sake, the chart provides the name of the event, its location, the date of the event, 
division(s) participating in the event, and an explanation of what role staff played in the event. 
Should you wish to obtain additional details regarding these events, I will be happy to provide 
you with this information.      



TDHCA Outreach Activities, September 2007 
A compilation of activities designed to increase the awareness of TDHCA programs and services or 

increase the visibility of the Department among key stakeholder groups and the general public 

Event Location Date Division Purpose
Pine Forest City Council/ 
Update on CDBG Round One 
Funding 

Pine Forest  September 4 Disaster Recovery Presentation 

Meeting with Tierra del Sol 
Housing Corp. 

Austin September 5 HOME  Technical Assistance 

Texas Association of 
Regional Councils 
Conference 

Austin September 5-6 Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Exhibitor 

Conference on Relocation 
and Persons with Disabilities 

South Padre 
Island 

September 5-6 Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Presentation 

Supportive Housing for 
People with Mental Illness 

Dallas September 5 Policy and Public 
Affairs  

Participant 

Meeting on HOME Program 
with local elected officials 

Benavides September 11 HOME, Policy and 
Public Affairs 

Participant 

Meeting with City of Taft Taft September 12-
13

HOME Technical Assistance 

Meeting with Del Rio 
Housing Authority 

Del Rio September 14 HOME Technical Assistance 

TSAHC Meeting Austin September 14  Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Monitoring 

Rural Rental Housing 
Association Conference 

San Antonio September 19-
20

HOME Participant 

Texas Commission on 
Developmental Disabilities 
Meeting 

Austin September 20 Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Participant 

Meeting with City of 
Benevides 

Benavides September 20 HOME Technical Assistance 

First Time Homebuyer 
Program news conference 

El Paso September 21 Executive, 
Homeownership, Policy 
and Public Affairs 

News Conference 

Meeting with Zapata County Zapata September 21 HOME Presentation 
Consolidated Hearings El Paso September 24 HOME, Multifamily, 

Office of Colonia 
Initiatives, Real Estate 
Analysis, Policy and 
Public Affairs 

Public Hearing 

Tax Credit Workshop El Paso September 24 Multifamily, Policy and 
Public Affairs 

Training

Consolidated Hearings Houston September 26 HOME, Multifamily, 
Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Public Hearing 

Meeting with Affordable 
Housing of Parker County 

Springtown September 26 HOME  Technical Assistance 

Rebuilding Together 
Southeast Texas board 
meeting 

Nederland September 27 Disaster Recovery Presentation 

Supportive Housing for 
People with Mental Illness 

Austin September 28 Policy and Public 
Affairs 

Participant 

First Time Homebuyer 
Program news conference 

San Antonio September 28 Executive, 
Homeownership, Policy 
and Public Affairs 

News Conference 

Consolidated Hearings Lubbock September 28 HOME, Policy and 
Public Affairs 

Public Hearing 
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HOME DIVISION 
BOARD REPORT ITEM 

October 11, 2007 

Report Item

This report item consists of the staff responses to Board member questions and/or requests 
during the June 14, 2007 HOME Task Force presentation.  The questions and/or requests and 
staff responses have been provided below and sorted by the HOME Task Force issue. 

Issue Two:  Loans versus Grants

Question/Request: Question:  As it relates to the unclear title and repayment issue, could the 
Department require the homeowner have a will in place as part of the loan closing package so the 
Department can be sure the benefit of the loan or grant stays in the family? 

Response:  Staff has recommended in the new HOME Rule that incomes of 30% and below be 
forgiven at death of the recipient.  This takes care of any remaining deferred forgivable loan after 
the death of the maker of the loan.  Incomes above 30% will be required to treat the loan as any 
other estate in probate. 

Question/Request:  On page 19 under “Increase Administration Costs” the report states that 
certain soft costs are not reimbursable.  Staff was asked to review and provide clarity regarding 
what soft costs are reimbursable.  

Response:  The Final Rule allows HOME funds to be used for the following types of project 
delivery costs (soft costs):  inspections, architectural fees, engineering fees, surveys, costs to 
process and settle the financing for a project, staff and overhead costs, etc.  Some of these costs 
may be paid either with HOME funds awarded for the administration of the contract or the soft 
costs designated to the individual project.  In the OCC Program, the Department currently has an 
overall soft cost cap of 12% of hard costs.  For a housing unit that is receiving $55,000 in 
assistance, the soft cost cap equates to $5,892.  This allows $49,108 for the hard costs 
(construction) or ‘turn-key’ purchase of the housing unit.  After the Board approved the increase 
to $60,000 per housing unit, the soft cost cap was increased to $6,428.  This now allows $53,572 
for the construction or ‘turn-key’ purchase of the housing unit.

The new HOME Rule includes line item maximums and an overall reduction in the soft cost cap, 
in an effort to establish cost reasonableness of soft costs and is an attempt to obtain more funds 
available for construction costs per housing unit.  Another reason staff is recommending a lower 
soft cost cap is because the new HOME Rule also includes a proposed increase in the maximum 
amount of assistance based on household size.  The typical amount of the types of soft costs 
incurred in the administration of the OCC program are not directly related to the construction 
costs and therefore, no proportionate increase in the cap is being recommended and rather a 
decrease is recommended by staff in the new HOME Rule. 
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Issue Three:  Contract Terms

Question/Request:  Relating to TBRA, the Board directed staff during any rulemaking and/or 
TBRA Program changes to educate the Board on the challenges faced by putting elderly or 
others who reasonably are not expected to become self-sufficient into a two-year only voucher 
program and consider how we want to handle this as a policy in the future. 

Response:  The Department issued a listserv announcement and has changed program materials 
and forms to clearly identify that TBRA assistance is limited to 24 months per household.  
Additionally, the new HOME Rule also clearly identifies this limitation.  The HOME funds are 
not well suited for long term care as this is intended in the HOME Rule to be a temporary 
assistance program.  

Issuer Four:  Benchmarks

Question/Request:  Relating to some of the input received on benchmarks being achieved, the 
Board directed staff to consider how we organize the HOME and PMC Divisions to ensure that 
strong control of technical assistance, which is critical to benchmarks being achieved, is held in 
the program area and kept independent from monitoring. 

Response:  The HOME Division has been reorganized effective October 1, 2007 and the change 
resulted in the contract administration functions being managed within the HOME Division.  It 
also provides a team of staff assigned with the responsibilities of providing technical assistance 
and performance monitoring of HOME contracts.  Additionally, the Draft HOME Rule includes 
recommended changes to the contract terms and benchmarks, formalizes the contract 
administration duties of HOME contract administrators and, in direct response to this request, 
adds a new section for performance reviews, corrective and remedial actions and sanctions. 

Issue Five: Distribution of Funds

Question/Request:  The HOME Task Force proposed applying the Regional Allocation Formula 
over a two year period instead of one year period. The Board directed Legal staff to review 
whether this concept satisfies statutory regional allocation requirements.  

Response:  The General Counsel has determined that the intent of the legislature with the law is 
that funds be made available to all regions based on a current year needs.  Where changes occur 
from region to region on an annual basis, the two year funding plan could result in an imbalance 
in the regional allocation formula. Therefore a two-year funding plan is not recommended. 

Issues Six and Seven: Utilizing CHDO Funds and Building CHDO Capacity (Combined)

Question/Request:  The Board expressed an interest in the single family development program 
and possibly would like to do this.  More information was requested from staff. 

Response:  This type of activity requires more oversight and monitoring than the other HOME 
activities, however, one of the first Colonia Model Subdivision contracts is being executed 
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between the Department and CHDO and will be implemented soon.  The HOME Division staff 
will be responsible for providing additional program parameters, technical assistance and 
performance oversight.  It is anticipated that this contract will provide valuable information and 
experience in order to structure and oversee single family development programs in the future. 

Issue Eight:  Match

Question/Request:  Under the section “Reducing Scoring for Match”, the Board Chair directed 
staff analysis on how much match the Department can afford to forgo in a given future year 
without putting our satisfaction of the federal requirements at risk in ensuing years. 

Response:  Staff is analyzing the current balance of match and the impact of any reduction in 
match required or requested from HOME applicants.  Any changes to the match requirements 
will be included in a NOFA presented to the Board for approval. 

Issue Nine:  HBA

Question/Request:  Does staff have the underlying data on the first mortgages associated with 
our down payment assistance?  

Response:  There is very little information available regarding the first lien mortgages and it is 
limited to the first lien lender’s name and amount of the mortgage as evidenced on the HUD-1 
Settlement Statement. 

Question/Request:  In several options for this issue, the Task Force proposes adjusting the limit 
on the amount of down payment assistance the Department allows based on different 
methodologies.  The Board directed staff to analyze, research and identify the most appropriate 
standard for increasing the amount including looking at the standard/method is used by state and 
local mortgage revenue bond programs as well as other states approaches for determining 
appropriate levels of down payment assistance. 

Response:  Based on a basic analysis, staff recognizes that a higher amount of downpayment 
assistance is needed by lower income level households.  Staff is continuing to analyze, research 
and obtain information.  Staff anticipates structuring a pilot program for presentation to the 
Board that incorporates not only the household’s size but also other affordability factors and will 
possibly include a reservation system to facilitate and streamline the distribution of HOME HBA 
funds.

Issue Eleven:  Multifamily Issues

Question/Request:  Did the committee discuss the “spectrum” of deals that utilize HOME? 
These include anything from a $500,000 grant when no cash flow is available all the way to a 
gap financing loan on a tax credit layered deal.  There is a broad range of HOME fund use for 
which some may warrant grants since they may not be able to absorb payments.  
Is there a cut off point to which ones the Department should/should not assist and if so, where is 
it?  Can the rules be written to give this type of flexibility?  
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Response:  The Task Force does not believe that there is a cut off point and that there should be 
sufficient Department flexibility to do the full spectrum of rental proposals – from no cash flow 
all the way to gap financing on a property that can well absorb the debt service. The Task Force 
does believe that rules can be written to ensure this flexibility is provided by the program.  The 
Draft HOME Rule presented to the Board today provides a very flexible source of HOME funds 
for multifamily development.  The Draft rule does not contain any threshold or scoring criteria 
for multifamily development and these, if any, will be presented to the Board in a NOFA.  
Additionally with Board approval, the HOME Division recently released a $10M NOFA for 
multifamily development based on a first-come, first-served application process with minimal 
threshold requirements.  

Question/Request:  In the statement under Option 72, regarding the Local Political Subdivision 
points in the QAP, the Board Chair asked staff/general counsel to research whether it is an 
accurate interpretation that neither state nor local HOME and CDBG funds should be eligible for 
the statutory “Local Political Subdivision” points. 

Response:  The Department General Counsel has opined that the use of state HOME dollars are 
reserved for the local political subdivisions that are not participating jurisdictions.  Because these 
funds are intended for use by local political subdivision, the Department has allowed these funds 
to be requested and used for local political subdivision contributions just as they could be used in 
participating jurisdictions.  All the requirements that the commitment be made and funded are 
required.  Given the statutory restriction that 95% of the funds are required to be spent in non-
participating jurisdictions, it is statutorily consistent with the legislative intent for use of funds 
and HUD intent for use in non-participating jurisdictions. 

Question/Request:  There was one question from Kent Conine at the end of the presentation 
regarding the use of HOME funds for foreclosure prevention.  He asked if it was a prohibited use 
of HOME funds.

Response:  The use of HOME funds for foreclosure prevention is not an eligible activity if the 
funds are used to make mortgage payments or payments of late fees.  If the prevention is in the 
form of training provided through homebuyer counseling it is an eligible HOME activity. 



$157,060,000 
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

Single Family Mortgage Revenue Bonds
2007 Series B 
Program 70 

Program Highlights 

Bond closing was on September 20, 2007 and funds released on September 21, 2007. 

5.75% Unassisted Rate 
6.50% Assisted Rate with 5% Assistance 

With $1.7 million of assistance created with this structure and the $5.7 million of zero percent 
funds from Program 69, TDHCA will have a total of $161.5 million in lendable funds for first 
time homebuyers under Program 70. 

$46.8 million statewide assisted (60 % AMFI and below) reserved for one year 
$82.4 million statewide unassisted 
$32.3 million statewide unassisted (targeted area) reserved for one year 

On September 21, 2007, TDHCA conducted a very successful press conference in El Paso 
announcing the release of Program 70.  The press event was held in conjunction with the El 
Paso Association of Realtors, State Representative Norma Chavez and the Texas Association 
of Realtors.  Over 100 realtors were present and attended the continuing education course 
“United Texas:  Housing Initiatives That Work”.  TDHCA staff helped develop the course 
and served as primary instructors.  In addition to announcing the new program release and the 
benefits of homeownership, a first time homebuyer was recognized and was presented keys to 
her new home by the department’s executive director, Mike Gerber and State Representative 
Chavez.

Mortgage Pipeline Report 
as of October 2, 2007 

Program 70 Allocation Reserved * Allocation
Remaining 

Statewide Assisted (60% AMFI or below) $   46,824,015 $   3,412,949 $   43,411,066 
Statewide Unassisted $   82,410,267 $ 16,586,394 $   65,823,873 
Statewide Unassisted Targeted $   32,308,571 $   5,887,940 $   26,420,631 
    Total $ 161,542,853 $ 25,887,283 $ 135,655,570 

* Seven business days. 



Bond Structure Highlights 

$155.8  million total lendable bond proceeds 
$    5.7  million zero percent fund used to blend down mortgage rate. 
$161.5  million lendable proceeds 

$    3.6 million in zero percent funds remain for use with future bond structures. 

100% Fixed Rate Bonds 

Bond Pricing and Yields   4.979%

On September 5, 2007, the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs entered the 
retail pricing market to sell serial and short term bonds.  Within an hour, our Senior 
Underwriter, Citigroup noticed investors which were out of the market for two months 
returning to the market and eager to buy municipal tax exempt bonds.  After consultation with 
our Financial Advisor, Gary Machak of RBC Capital Markets and Executive Staff, a decision 
was made to sell our long term bonds as well.   Citigroup was able to work with these 
investors so that our short term and long term bonds were priced five to ten basis points 
through the market and was able to secure one investor, Wells Fargo, to purchase $25 million 
in long term bonds fifteen basis points through the market.  Freddie Mac submitted orders for 
$18.1 million in long term bonds at five basis points through the market. 
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