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Approach to Anti-Displacement Strategies

Existing Conditions Best Practices Anti-Displacement

Assessment Report Research Report Toolkit
Combines lived Identifies policies to Empowers jurisdictions &
experience with housing prevent displacement by communities to put housing
data creating more homes, policies in place

preserving affordability, and
supporting long-term
stability for renters and
homeowners

Stakeholder Engagement
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Existing
Conditions
Assessment
Map

A tool that combines
lived experience with
housing data to identify
displacement risk and
renter mobility in all
census tracts throughout
San Diego County.
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Existing Conditions Assessment — Key Findings

Residential displacement throughout the region
Limited housing options for displaced households
Severe lack of low-priced rental homes

Racial disparities in residential displacement
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Support Nelghborhood Stablllty

Best
Practices
Research
Report

A variety of approaches
are needed to

prevent residential
displacement and meet
existing and future
needs.
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Best Practices Research Report - Policies

Supportsl?laet;ﬁir;)tl)orhood Produce More Homes Preserve Affordability

Eviction protections
Rent stabilization

Tenant legal services
Anti-harassment policies
Right to return policies
Local preference policies
Community benefits
agreements

Targeted emergency
rental assistance
Expanding homeownership

Zoning to increase

housing production

Zoning for affordability by design
Reducing construction

and regulatory costs

Equitable Transit

Oriented Development
Increasing affordable

housing funding

Public sector land banking
Inclusionary housing and
developer incentives

Affordable ADU financial
incentives

Housing on land owned by faith-
based and educational
institutions

Extending existing
affordability covenants
Dedicated preservation staff
Acquisition and rehabilitation
of market rate housing
Homeowner rehabilitation
programs

Restrictions on

condominium conversions
Alternative ownership policies
Community land trust support
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Anti-Displacement Toolkit

Supportsl?laet;ﬁir;)tl)orhood Produce More Homes Preserve Affordability

Eviction protections
Rent stabilization

Tenant legal services
Anti-harassment policies
Right to return policies
Local preference policies
Community benefits
agreements

Targeted emergency
rental assistance
Expanding homeownership

Zoning to increase

housing production

Zoning for affordability by design
Reducing construction

and regulatory costs

Equitable Transit

Oriented Development

Increasing affordable

housing funding

Public sector land banking
Inclusionary housing and
developer incentives

Affordable ADU financial
incentives

Housing on land owned by faith-
based and educational
institutions

Extending existing
affordability covenants
Dedicated preservation staff
Acquisition and rehabilitation
of market rate housing
Homeowner rehabilitation
programs

Restrictions on
condominium conversions
Alternative ownership
policies

Community land trust
support
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ALTERNATIVE OWNERSHIP
POLICIES

Policy Impact Timeframe: Short-Term & Long-Term FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS
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Policy
Summary
Structure

COMMUNITY LAND TRUST

Summary of Policy

Description: Community land trust policies aim to
prevent displacement by purchasing and removing
land or housing from the market and placing it
under the control of community organizations,
especially community land trusts (CLTs), that will
maintain ongoing housing affordability. Using
publicly owned land or funds, public agencies can
help place land under the stewardship of CLTs.

How it prevents displacement: CLTs own the land
that homes are built on and maintain resale and/or
rent restrictions on these housing units. The main
purpose of a CLT is to provide stable, permanently
affordable housing. To protect affordability, the
resale value of CLT ownership units is typically
restricted to ensure affordability to future owners.
Therefore, homeownership through a CLT is meant
primarily to convey stability and affordability, and
thus limits the ability to create wealth through rising
property values.

Key stakeholders: The target population for

CLT policies depends on which communities

are organized enough to form a CLT capable of
acquiring and stewarding land and/or affordable
housing. Within those organized communities,
CLT policies can target both homeowner and
renter households, protecting all residents except
those with too little income to afford housing
without deep subsidy. Stakeholders include renter
households, homeowner households, public
agencies that own land, and land stewards such as
existing CLTs, tenants' unions, or community-based
housing nonprofits.

Policy Impact Timeframe

This policy has a short-term impact on
displacement by giving communities
ownership over land and/or housing,
removing the incentive to raise rent. It also has
a long-term impact on displacement, keeping
housing units affordable as long as the land
steward remains operable.

Example

In 2020 Los Angeles County provided five
preexisting CLTs with $14 million as part of the
Los Angeles County Community Land Trust
Partnership Program. The five CLTS used the
funds to acquire and preserve affordability in
43 homes across the county. The participating
CLTs had all existed for several years or even
decades and operate in different areas of the
County. Given the extraordinarily high cost

of acquiring housing, these CLTs would not
regularly grow their real estate holdings. The
program includes efforts to expand and make
permanent public and private investment in
CLT-led acquisition-rehab or small multifamily
properties at risk of conversion to market

rate. It also seeks to establish a bench of legal
and real estate professionals to provide CLTs
with technical knowledge, and to explore
opportunities to combine acquired properties
to reach greater economies of scale over time.
More information is available in this report:
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Ways to Use Anti-Displacement Toolkit

@ - Better understand the goal, target population, and desired
Impact of a policy.

» Create a roadmap to implementing a policy.

* ldentify strengths, drawbacks, political considerations,
and financial considerations.

* Find examples of jurisdictions that have already
Implemented policy, including links to draft language.

@
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Stay connected with SANDAG

% Explore our website
SANDAG.org/housing

Q Follow us on social media:
@SANDAGregion @SANDAG

DA Email: housing@sandag.org
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