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LIHTCs Down An Average of 10 Cents

By Anne Townsend, Staff Writer, Novogradac & Company LLP

e peak in low-income housing tax credit (LIHTC)

| pricing witnessed by developers and investors in the
fall of 2006 is long gone. Industry professionals re-

port that in today’s market it’s more difficult to see a project
through to completion because of a decline in credit prices.
Current tax credit prices range from the mid 70 cents to the

mid 80 cents—notably lower than the $1 or more price per
credit that some deals were fetching 18 months ago.

Dave Martin, of Red Capital Group (Red), reports prices
from 80 cents to 88 cents on the dollar, while one year ago,
he said, Red was paying 92 cents to $1.02 depending on the
deal. Meanwhile, Paul Cummings, vice president of Enter-
prise Community Investment Inc.’s (Enterprise’s) tax credit
syndication group, said he’s seeing prices of a similar vein.

“Generally we're seeing pricing in the 80-cent range, any-
where from 80 to the high-80s,” Cummings said. “This is
a drop from a year ago, and I think that in most markets
the price per credit probably dropped at least 10 cents. On
the coasts, or in California or New York for instance, you
probably aren’t seeing the kind of price drop as you are in
central parts of the country.”

However, Cummings said, every market is experiencing a
price drop.

Sebastian Corradino, managing director of RBC Capital
Markets and president of the tax credit syndication group,
reports pricing in the mid to high 80s but says that in rare
circumstances, some deals see pricing in the mid 90s. He
also says that when considering a potential LIHTC invest-
ment, he looks for deals with lower leverage.

“We don’t want to be weighed down with a lot of debt,”
Corradino said. He also said he looks for deals that rep-

resent a strong real estate investment opportunity, have
good sponsorship, and have excellent financial structure.
But this is nothing new for RBC.

“We haven’t been operating differently, we're not profil-
ing differently,” he said. “We're buying with the same
qualitative filter that we’ve had for some time. This has not
changed with the market.”

Beth Stohr, LIHTC director at U.S. Bancorp CDC, a direct
investor, said that the manner in which an investment is
underwritten hasn’t materially changed. Rather, she said,
the way investments are viewed in the current market has
changed.

“For instance, in today’s environment there is a much
higher visibility given to a flat rent scenario and to rising
utility costs, so you have to look at different ways that you
stress-test the deal,” Stohr said. “The ultimate goal of this
investment is the production of sustainable housing. And if
you don’t underwrite the project at a sustainable level, then
we undermine the point of the program.”

Stohr said U.S. Bancorp looks for experienced sponsorship,
strong markets and modest leverage when considering a
possible LIHTC investment.

Cummings said that the quality of investment is first and
foremost.

“In light of the market credit concerns across the board,
real estate has seen an increased focus on disinvestment,”
he said. “Quality is generally underwritten, and people
look at how the deal is structured, [its] timing, the market
it’s placed in, the demand for the unit type, whether it’s

designed or rehabbed. With less equity in the marketplace
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the filter is becoming more fine and quality drives the
potential to support a certain price.”

The market is more geographically focused this year,
Cummings said, because there is scarce equity in regions
other than Community Reinvestment Act (CRA)-driven
markets. Corradino said that rural markets have always
had a strike against them because those markets tend to
be less robust.

“[Rural markets] can be less desirable from a CRA stand-
point,” Corradino said. “Having said that, we do plenty
of rural deals because you can buy them at a certain price.
Just because it’s rural doesn’t mean it’s no good.”

In regard to the type of projects favored, Corradino re-
ports RBC made a conscious decision to move away from
acquisition/rehabilitation deals about two years ago.

“We found the stressed properties tend to be acquisition/
rehabilitation deals,” he said. “We have manifested for
9 percent new construction by bidding less aggressively

on bond deals. If you look at our fund profile now, [80
percent of it is comprised of] 9 percent deals and new
construction deals.”

Martin reports that RED tends to avoid light rehabilita-
tion deals, special needs housing and rural transactions.
Cummings, on the other hand, reports that Enterprise
favors housing that best serves the community.

“I think that if a rehabilitation is done well, and is struc-
tured well, [an investment of this type] can be a very
efficient utilization of a scarce resource,” he said.

Louis Jurney, managing member and owner of New Ho-
rizon Development, a developer doing a lot of business in
the Southeast and Southwest, reports that banks, which
tend to pay a little more, have offered him 90 cents for
credits on certain deals, but that most prices range from
78 cents to 82 cents in Louisiana. This price, Jurney said,
is a 10 cent drop from prices he’d seen in the Gulf Op-
portunity (GO) Zone last year, and a 5-cent to 8-cent
drop elsewhere.

(continued on page 3)

Journal of Tax Credit Housing Editorial Board
Publisher ¢ Michael J. Novogradac, CPA

Editor ¢ Jane Bowar Zastrow

Managing Editor ¢ Alex Ruiz

Staff Writer « Anne Townsend

Technical Editor ¢ Robert S. Thesman, CPA

Contributing Writers ¢ Bob Moss, Mary Pitts, Brandi Day
Production ¢ James Matuszak, Jesse Barredo

Journal of Tax Credit Housing Advisory Board
Frank Baldasare ¢ C\W Capital

Bud Clarke, MAI « MMA Financial

Jana Cohen Barbe ¢ Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal LLP
Tom Dixon ¢ Boston Capital

Wendy Dolber ¢ Standard & Poor’s Corporation

Rick Edson ¢ Housing Capital Advisors Inc.

Anthony Freedman ¢ Holland & Knight

Richard Gerwitz ¢ Citi Community Capital

John Lisella ¢« SunAmerica Affordable Housing Partners Inc.
Philip Melton ¢+ Grandbridge Real Estate Capital

Stephen Ryan ¢ Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP

Sheldon Schreiberg ¢ Pepper Hamilton LLP

Arnold Schuster ¢ Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal LLP

Rob Wasserman ¢ U.S. Bancorp Community Development Corp.

Journal of Tax Credit Housing Information
Novogradac & Company LLP

246 First Street, 5th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105

E-mail: cpas@novoco.com

Address all correspondence and editorial submissions to:
Jane Bowar Zastrow
Telephone: 415.356.8034

Address inquiries regarding advertising opportunities to:
Junhee Byun
Telephone: 415.356.8037

Editorial material in this publication is for informational purpos-
es only and should not be construed otherwise. Advice and
interpretation regarding the low-income housing tax credit or
any other material covered in this publication can only be ob-
tained from your tax advisor.

© Novogradac & Company LLP, 2008 All rights reserved.

ISSN 1940-4980

The Journal is printed using non-toxic soy-based ink.
Novogradac & Company LLP encourages readers to recycle.

2:0 May 2008 4 Novogradac Journal of Tax Credit Housing

WWwWWw.Nnovoco.com




LIHTCs Down

(continued from page 2)

Jurney attributes this drop in price to Fannie Mae, Fred-
die Mac and other big investors scaling back their in-
vestment in the LIHTC market. He also reports inves-
tors looking for new deals as opposed to rehabilitation
and acquisition deals, while housing finance agencies
(HFAs) favor rehabilitation of existing housing stock.

“If investors have to choose, they’re going new, not re-

hab,” Jurney said.

Jurney also acknowledged that many HFAs are making
certain procedural changes in order to make it easier on
developers in today’s market. (For more information on
these changes, please see the related article on page 15
of the Journal.) “Anything that the industry can do to
support these deals is important.”

This article first appeared in the May 2008 issue of the Novogradac Journal of Tax Credit Housing and is reproduced here with
the permission of Novogradac & Company LLP.

© Novogradac & Company LLP 2008 - All Rights Reserved.

Notice pursuant to IRS regulations: Any ULS. federal tax advice contained in this article is not intended to be used, and can-
not be used, by any taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code; nor is any such advice
intended to be used to support the promotion or marketing of a transaction. Any advice expressed in this article is limited to
the federal tax issues addressed in it. Additional issues may exist outside the limited scope of any advice provided — any such
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