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June 29, 2022Homelessness-Housing Task 

Force

Agenda

COVID-19 Notice: Consistent with Assembly Bill 361/Gov Code 54953(e)(2)(B), the Homelessness-Housing 

Task Force meeting includes teleconference participation by all Task Force members and the public.

Please note that we are now using the Zoom Webinar platform to conduct meetings and receive live public 

comment.

How to watch the meeting from home:

YouTube Live stream: https://www.youtube.com/user/cityofhayward

How to submit written Public Comment:

Send an email to christina.morales@hayward-ca.gov by 3:00 p.m. the day of the meeting. Please identify 

the Agenda Item Number in the subject line of your email. Emails will be compiled into one file, distributed 

to the Task Force and City staff, and published on the City's Meeting & Agenda Center under Documents 

Received After Published Agenda. Written comments received after 3:00 p.m. that address an item on the 

agenda will still be included as part of the record.

How to provide live Public Comment during the meeting:

Please click the link below to join the webinar:

https://hayward.zoom.us/j/83500562610?pwd=RUVhM2pVU2VLbFVEeFAwa1BCZ0d2dz09

Webinar ID: 835 0056 2610

Password: HHTF-0629

Or 

Dial: +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 or +1 346 248 7799 or +1 312 626 6799 or +1 929 205 6099 

or +1 301 715 8592 

Webinar ID: 835 0056 2610

Password: 980952579

A Guide to attend virtual meetings is provided at this link: https://bit.ly/3jmaUxa
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CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Minutes of the Homelessness-Housing Task Force Meeting on 

March 3, 2022

MIN 22-0881

Attachments: Draft Minutes 03/03/22

WORK SESSION

Density Bonus Update: Review and Discuss the Updates to the 

City’s Density Bonus Ordinance for Compliance with State 

Density Bonus Laws

WS 22-0232

Attachments: Attachment I Staff Report

Attachment II Work Session Recommendations Not Included

Attachment III Stakeholder Interview Comments

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

TENTATIVE SCHEDULE

September 1, 2022 - TBD

• Affordable Housing Ordinance Preliminary Analysis

• Status Report for the Residential Rent Stabilization and Tenant Protection 

 Ordinance (RRSO) & Tenant Relocation Assistance Ordinance (TRAO)

December 1, 2022

• Review Proposed Tax-Defaulted/Foreclosed Property Program

TASK FORCE MEMBER/STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REFERRALS

ADJOURNMENT
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File #: MIN 22-088

DATE:      June 29, 2022

TO:           Homelessness-Housing Task Force

FROM:     Assistant City Manager

SUBJECT
Minutes of the Homelessness-Housing Task Force Meeting on March 3, 2022
RECOMMENDATION
That the Task Force approves the minutes of the meeting on March 3, 2022.
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment I Draft Minutes 03/03/2022
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MINUTES OF THE HOMELESSNESS-HOUSING TASK FORCE MEETING 
REMOTE PARTICIPATION 

Thursday, March 3, 2022, 7:00 p.m. 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
The Homelessness-Housing Task Force meeting was called to order by Council Member 
Lamnin at 6:00 p.m. The meeting was conducted consistent with Assembly Bill 361/Gov 
Code 54953(e)(2)(B). The Task Force meeting includes teleconference participation by all 
Task Force members and the public. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Present:  
  Council Member Salinas 
  Council Member Wahab 
  Council Member Lamnin 
Absent: None 
 
OTHER PARTICIPANTS 
 
Kelly McAdoo, City Manager; Christina Morales, Housing Division Manager; Monica Davis, 
Community Services Manager; Diana Gomez, Community Programs Specialist; and Yolanda 
Cruz, Administrative Clerk. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
There were none. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
1. Minutes of the Homelessness-Housing Task Force Meeting on December 16, 2021 
 
It was moved by Council Member Salinas, seconded by Council Member Wahab, and carried 
unanimously, to approve the minutes of the Homelessness-Housing Task Force meeting on 
December 16, 2021. 
 
REPORTS/ACTION ITEMS 
 
2. Status Report on Implementation of the Existing Affordable Housing Ordinance and 

Next Steps for Potential Modifications to the Ordinance 
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Housing Division Manager Morales provided a PowerPoint presentation on the Status Report 
on Implementation of the Existing Affordable Housing Ordinance and the Next Steps for 
Potential Modifications to the Ordinance. 
 
Council Member Lamnin opened the public comments section at 7:27 p.m. 
 
The following individuals spoke during public comments: 
 
Nico Nagle 
Jerry Chang 
Amit Goel 
Tom Ferreira 
 
Council Member Lamnin closed the public comments section at 7:36 p.m. 
 
Council Members Salinas, Wahab and Lamnin provided comments on the status report of the 
outcomes of the existing Affordable Housing Ordinance (AHO).  They identified the goals for 
revising the AHO and the specific target populations the AHO should serve. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE 
 
June 2, 2022 

 Review Draft Density Bonus Ordinance  
 
September 1, 2022 

 Affordable Housing Ordinance Preliminary Analysis 
  
December 1, 2022 

 Review Proposed Tax-Defaulted/Foreclosed Property Program  
 
TASK FORCE MEMBERS/STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REFERRALS 
 
City Manager McAdoo announced that Council and Planning Commission are invited to 
participate in a webinar on March 25th about the economics of housing and development.  
The webinar is hosted by the Urban Land Institute and is by invitation only. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Council Member Lamnin adjourned the meeting at 8:20 p.m. 
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File #: WS 22-023

DATE:      June 29, 2022

TO:           Homelessness-Housing Task Force

FROM:     Acting Assistant City Manager

SUBJECT
Density Bonus Update: Review and Discuss the Updates to the City’s Density Bonus Ordinance for
Compliance with State Density Bonus Laws
RECOMMENDATION
That the Task Force provides feedback and guidance on the Density Bonus Ordinance update. In
particular, staff recommends that the Task Force provides feedback on whether they would like to follow
the State’s formula for determining the density bonus afforded to projects and offer the additional
density bonuses or incentives for certain types of projects, such as senior housing and student housing in
proximity to transit, as discussed in this staff report.
SUMMARY

The City’s existing Density Bonus Ordinance adopted in 2005 does not conform with current State law.
The current State law, which is required to be implemented by local jurisdictions, offers more density,
more incentives, and additional relaxed parking requirements to projects that qualify for the density
bonus. The State’s Density Bonus formula takes precedence; however, the City can change the formula to
offer a higher density bonus and more incentives for certain projects but under no circumstances can the
City offer smaller density bonuses or fewer incentives than the State formula mandates.

This discussion evaluates the need for and ways the City could use the density bonus to incentivize
student housing, senior housing, housing for all through universal design, and housing for large
households.  Additionally, it discusses ways to potentially increase on-site affordable housing through use
of the density bonus and identifies pre-defined incentives that may be useful for developers to reduce
their development costs.  It is important to note that some priorities, while creating housing
opportunities for specific target populations, may discourage the inclusion of on-site affordable housing
so any additional concessions or incentives offered by the City should carefully weigh the pros and cons
of such action.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment I Staff Report
Attachment II Work Session Recommendations Not Included In the Update
Attachment III Stakeholder Interview Comments
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DATE:  June 29, 2022   
 

TO:  Homelessness-Housing Task Force 
 

FROM:  Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Density Bonus Update: Review and Discuss the Updates to the City’s Density 

Bonus Ordinance for Compliance with State Density Bonus Laws 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

That the Task Force provides feedback and guidance on the Density Bonus Ordinance update. 
In particular, staff recommends that the Task Force provides feedback on whether they would 
like to follow the State’s formula for determining the density bonus afforded to projects and 
offer the additional density bonuses or incentives for certain types of projects, such as senior 
housing and student housing in proximity to transit, as discussed in this staff report. 
 
SUMMARY 
 

The City’s existing Density Bonus Ordinance adopted in 2005 does not conform with current 
State law.  The current State law, which is required to be implemented by local jurisdictions, 
offers more density, more incentives, and additional relaxed parking requirements to projects 
that qualify for the density bonus. The State’s Density Bonus formula takes precedence; 
however, the city can change the formula to offer a higher density bonus and more incentives 
for certain projects but under no circumstances can the City offer smaller density bonuses or 
fewer incentives than the State formula mandates. 
 

This discussion evaluates the need for and ways the City could use the density bonus to 
incentivize student housing, senior housing, housing for all through universal design, and 
housing for large households.  Additionally, it discusses ways to potentially increase on-site 
affordable housing through use of the density bonus and identifies pre-defined incentives that 
may be useful for developers to reduce their development costs.  It is important to note that 
some priorities, while creating housing opportunities for specific target populations, may 
discourage the inclusion of on-site affordable housing so any additional concessions or 
incentives offered by the City should carefully weigh the pros and cons of such action.   
 

BACKGROUND 
 

The City’s existing Density Bonus Ordinance adopted in 2005 does not conform with current 
State law.  The current State law, which is required to be implemented by local jurisdictions, 
offers more density, more incentives, and additional relaxed parking requirements to projects 
that qualify for the density bonus. The State’s Density Bonus formula takes precedence; 
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however, the City can change the formula to offer a higher density bonus and more incentives 
for certain projects but under no circumstances can the City offer smaller density bonuses or 
fewer incentives than the State formula mandates. 
 

Summary of State Density Bonus 
 

The Density Bonus Law1 is about creating a package of incentives intended to help make the 
development of affordable and other special needs housing economically feasible.  The main 
incentives include permitting a density increase beyond the local limits, providing incentives 
or concessions that reduce development costs, and waiving development standards that 
prohibit development at the approved density.    
 

Density Bonus:  Cities are required to grant a density bonus and other incentives and/or 
concessions to housing projects which contain one of the following: 
 

• At least 5% of the housing units are restricted to very-low-income residents.  
•  At least 10% of the housing units are restricted to low-income residents.  
•  At least 10% of the housing units in a for-sale common interest development are 

restricted to moderate-income residents.  
•  100% of the housing units (other than manager’s units) are restricted to very-low, low 

and moderate-income residents (with a maximum of 20% moderate-income).  
•  At least 10% of the housing units are for transitional foster youth, disabled veterans or 

homeless persons, with rents restricted at the very-low-income level.  
•  At least 20% of the housing units are for low-income college students in housing 

dedicated for full-time students at accredited colleges.  
•  The project donates at least one acre of land to the city or county for very-low-income 

units, and the land has the appropriate general plan designation, zoning, permits and 
approvals, and access to public facilities needed for such housing.  

•  The project is a senior citizen housing development (no affordable units required).  
•  The project is a mobile home park age-restricted to senior citizens (no affordable units 

required). 
 

Projects that exceed the minimum requirements can get a higher density bonus and are 
eligible for additional incentives/concessions and waivers.   
 

Incentives and Concessions: Cities are also required to provide one or more “incentives” or 
“concessions” to each project which qualifies for a density bonus (except for market rate 
senior projects with no affordable units, and land donated for very-low-income housing).   A 
concession or incentive is defined as: 
 

 A reduction of site development standards or a modification of zoning code or 
architectural design requirements, such as a reduction or minimum square footage 
requirements; or  

 Approval of mixed-use zoning; or  

                                                 
1 Meyers Nave Guide to California Density Bonus Law: 
https://www.meyersnave.com/wp-content/uploads/California-Density-Bonus-Law_2022.pdf  

https://www.meyersnave.com/wp-content/uploads/California-Density-Bonus-Law_2022.pdf
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 Other regulatory incentives or concessions which result in identifiable and actual cost 
reductions. 

 

The number of required incentives/concessions is based on the percentage of affordable 
units.  The City is required to grant the incentives/concessions proposed by the developer 
unless it finds that the proposed concession or incentive does not result in identifiable and 
actual cost reductions, would cause a public health or safety problem, would cause an 
environmental problem, would harm historical property, or would be contrary to law. 
 

Joint Work Session - City Council and Planning Commission.  On February 1, 20222, the City 
Council and Planning Commission held a Joint Work Session to review and discuss the 
updates to the City’s Density Bonus Ordinance for compliance with the State Density Bonus 
Laws and Residential Objective Standards.  City Council and Planning Commission indicated 
support of: 
 

1. Creating an ordinance that is flexible enough to accommodate future changes by 
citing state law instead of codifying the full state legislation 

2. Aligning the density bonus approval process with the standard entitlement process 
to streamline housing permitting.   

3. Offering incentives above what State law offers 
4. Tailoring the ordinance to meet Hayward’s housing need  
5. Pre-defining approved incentives/concessions 

 

Based on the feedback from the City Council and Planning Commission, staff has clear 
direction on items one and two listed above and will work to create flexibility in the 
Ordinance to reflect changes in State law as well as streamline the review of Density Bonus 
applications at the highest approving body.  The purpose of the following discussion is to 
receive feedback on options to accomplish items three, four, and five listed above.   
 

Some of the priorities identified by the City Council and Planning Commission will be useful 
when negotiating community benefits related to some land use entitlements (Planned 
Development rezonings or General Plan Amendments) but increase development costs 
instead of decreasing them and therefore are not relevant to the density bonus.  Details about 
the development priorities that are not included in the discussion of the density bonus project 
are included in Attachment II.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 

Based on the feedback from City Council and Planning Commission, staff has identified 
specific target populations that the bonus could prioritize and cost saving incentives that 
could increase percentage of onsite affordable housing or deepen the affordability level 
served. Along with proposed incentives or prioritizations, staff has identified related tradeoffs.  
Because the current density bonus is so robust, mixed income development projects have yet 
to maximize the total benefits allowed.  Of approved mixed income projects, the largest 

                                                 
2 February 1, 2022, Staff Report and Attachments 
https://hayward.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=5397460&GUID=B175606F-4591-4D2E-B41A-328BD292B038&Options=&Search= 

 

https://hayward.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=5397460&GUID=B175606F-4591-4D2E-B41A-328BD292B038&Options=&Search=
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density bonus is 15%, which will provide 20% of the units affordable to moderate income 
households.  Three 100% affordable housing projects have maximized the benefits under the 
current Density Bonus, receiving 80% increase in density or more.  With that in mind, the 
following analysis discusses how the city can go above and beyond state law to incentivize 
housing for specific target populations, further incentivize affordable housing, or create pre-
defined incentives/concession to decrease development costs to create more housing.   
 

Targeting Special Needs Population 
 

The State density bonus currently incentivizes the development of senior housing, student 
housing, and housing for foster youth, disabled vets, and people experiencing homeless by 
allowing a 20 to 35 percent increase in density and in some cases without any affordable 
housing targets.  Based on the feedback from Council and the Planning Commission and 
consistent with the findings in the City’s Displacement Study, there is interest in incentivizing 
housing for people with disabilities, affordable student housing, further prioritizing senior 
housing.  Additionally, staff has identified a need to prioritize housing for large households 
based on preliminary findings from the Housing Element and supported by the City’s 
Displacement Study. The following are examples of how the City can create or improve 
incentives for specific target populations.   
 

Student Housing.  
 Need:  35% of California State University East Bay students are Low-Income 
 Existing Incentives: Allows for a 35% increase in density and one development 

incentive/concession that reduces costs for student housing that restricts 20% of the 
units for low-income students. Unlike the maximum income requirements for other 
forms of affordable housing, resident income levels are determined through the 
student’s eligibility for the state’s Cal Grant financial aid program.  The City has not 
received any applications for the development of student housing since the adoption of 
the current state density bonus. 

 Possible further incentives: If the City chooses to further incentivize student 
housing, it could potentially increase feasibility by increasing the density bonus from 
35% to 50% and/or allowing one additional incentive/concession of development 
standards for a total of two incentives/concession. Alternatively, the City could require 
a deeper affordability level for half of the affordable units, but no financial feasibility 
analysis has been conducted to determine if the deeper income targeting is feasible.   

 

Senior Housing.   
 Need:  The City’s Displacement Study documents that there was a 71% increase in 

cost-burdened seniors from 2010 to 2019 compared to a 51% increase in cost 
burdened seniors in Alameda County.   

 Existing Incentives: Allows for a 20% increase in density for senior housing with no 
affordability restrictions.  The City has one market rate senior housing project that was 
entitled in 2017 and did not request a density bonus.  There are two 100% affordable 
senior housing projects that are using density bonus.    

 Possible further incentives: If the City chooses to further incentivize market rate 
senior housing, it can increase feasibility by increasing the density bonus from 20% to 
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25% and/or allowing one incentive/concession of development standards. However, 
the trade-off is that it will disincentivize the inclusion of on-site affordable senior 
housing.  A senior rental housing project needing a 25% increase in density would 
currently require under state law that 5% of the units be restricted to very low-income 
households or 14% of the units be restricted to low-income households.  The City 
needs to determine if it should prioritize market rate senior housing or affordable 
senior housing. Staff recommends prioritizing affordable housing for seniors based on 
findings in the City’s Displacement Study.   

 

Housing for All (Universal Design)  
 Need: Universal design means creating spaces that meet the needs of all people, young 

and old, able and individuals with disabilities, without adaptation or special design.   
 Existing Incentives: There are no incentives that encourage the development of 

housing that incorporate universal design principals.   
 Possible Incentives Propose a marginal increase in the maximum density bonus 

and/or one additional incentive/concession for projects that incorporate some units 
with universal design features, and a more substantial density bonus increase for 
projects that construct projects to provide a greater number of units that meet 
universal design principles.  For example, projects that provide on-site affordable 
housing that offer some universal design would receive a 5% density bonus increase 
(total of 55%) and projects that propose at least half of the units incorporating 
universal design would receive a 10% increase (Total of 60%).  Additionally, for 
projects that do not provide on- site affordable housing, the City could allow a 5% or 
10% increase in density.  If the HHTF supports incentivizing universal design, staff will 
further research universal design features that improve usability by all people and 
what level of such features would qualify for what bonus.   

 

Large Households: 
 Need: The City’s Displacement Study documents that there has been a 91% increase in 

overcrowded units from 2010 to 2019. Based on preliminary findings of the City’s 
Housing Element, the City has a higher rate of overcrowding than Alameda County.   
Additionally, only 20% of rental units contain three or more bedrooms compared to 
79% of ownership housing in Hayward.  For many Hayward community members, 
ownership housing is inaccessible.  

 Existing Incentives: There are no incentives that encourage the development of 
rental housing with three bedrooms or more.   

 Possible Incentive:  When a market rate rental project is proposing to designate 
more than 50% of the units as 3 or more-bedroom unit types, the City could agree to 
reduce the square footage of any affordable units to reduce the development cost or 
could be eligible to receive a 5% density bonus.  Currently, the Affordable Housing 
Ordinance (AHO) requires the affordable units to be comparable in size.  Staff would 
have to evaluate the appropriate size differential to ensure the livability of the units is 
not impacted and to ensure that providing smaller affordable units would not create a 
disparate impact.  As an alternative, the City could provide one additional 
incentive/concession to projects that provide on-site affordable units in compliance 
with the AHO and at least 50% of the total project units serving larger households. 
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Staff recommends addressing the lack of rental housing inventory for large 
households by incentivizing the development of units with three bedrooms or more.           

 
Increasing Affordable Housing  
 

More Affordable Ownership Housing or Deeper Income Targeting.   
 Existing Incentives:  By meeting the current on-site affordable housing requirements 

of the AHO, the developer is entitled to one incentive/concession. In order to receive 
two concessions, the developer must restrict 20% of the units affordable to moderate 
income households.  Developers of for sale housing have indicated that density limits 
are not normally a barrier to building single family homes and town homes. No high-
density condominium project has been proposed under the current AHO. 

 Proposed Incentives:  Allow one additional incentive/concession that would 
otherwise qualify for minimum State Density Bonus allocations, for any project 
proposing to provide 50% more affordable units than required by the AHO or provide 
low-income units on 50% of the required affordable units. This additional incentive 
may encourage developers to exceed the minimum requirements of the AHO but it 
may also discourage them from meeting the requirements seeking a density bonus 
that will require 20% of the units to be affordable.   

 

Mixed-Income Projects.  
 Existing Incentive: Projects that set-aside 15% of units affordable for very low-

income households, 24% of the units for low-income households, or 44% of the units 
for moderate income households are eligible to receive a 50% increase in allowable 
density.  To date, no mixed-income project has requested a density bonus at the 
maximum level.    

 Proposed Incentives:  To incentivize developers to create housing at these higher 
affordability levels, the City could provide a 60% density bonus plus one additional 
incentive/concession (four instead of three).  The additional revenue provided by the 
increased density and the cost savings provided by the additional 
incentive/concession may improve project feasibility for this higher percentage of 
affordable units.     

 

100% Affordable Housing. 
 Existing Incentives:  100% affordable housing projects are entitled to up to 80% 

increase in density or unlimited increase in density if the project is within1/2 mile of a 
major transit stop.  Additionally, they are eligible for up to four incentives and up to 
three stories of additional building height. 

 Proposed Incentive:  To further reduce development costs, staff recommends 
allowing affordable housing developers to request up to five concessions, which is one 
additional concession for projects that are 100% affordable.   

 
Projects Incorporating Accessible Dwelling Units.   

 Existing Incentives: There are no incentives that encourage the development of 
Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU).  However, a project meeting the minimum 
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requirements for on-site affordable housing units under the AHO would be entitled to 
a 5% increase in density.   

 Proposed Incentive: Projects that include ADUs as part of for-sale projects would 
receive a 5% density bonus. ADUs do not count towards the overall density of a 
project.  However, ADUs help capture more units and can count toward the Regional 
Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) requirements and are typically rented at a lower 
cost or used to house extended family.  Adding ADUs to projects complies with the 
goal of adding more dwelling units and more units affordable by design. 

 

While this proposed incentive would disincentive the production of on-site affordable 
deed restricted housing units because the developer could receive the increase in density 
without providing the on-site affordable units, it would double the number of project units 
with half of the units affordable by design.  Staff recommends this mini bonus to 
encourage the inclusion of ADUs and payment of the affordable housing in-lieu fee.   
 
Pre-Defined Incentives that Reduce Development Costs 
 

Reduction of Required Commercial Space in Mixed-Use Project.  Based on interviews with 
developers, required commercial space in Mixed Use zoned areas has created a barrier for the 
development of student housing within 1 mile of campus and creates a barrier to the 
development of affordable housing.  Staff proposes a predefined incentive to reduce the 
require commercial space for housing targeting priority populations identified above.  Due to 
the potential impacts on economic development, staff would further explore potential pre-
defined incentives to ensure that the allowance would not result in unmarketable space. 
 

Increased Height Near Transit.  Mixed income for-sale and rental projects that propose to 
provide on-site affordable units within one-half mile of a major transit stop (BART or AC 
Transit), along Mission Boulevard, and within the Downtown Specific Plan area could qualify 
for one additional story of building height as a 4th concession (mixed income project currently 
limited to three incentives/concessions).  Projects that provide 100% affordable units are 
already entitled to three additional stories of building height and unlimited density when 
located within one-half mile of a major transit stop. A major transit stop is a site containing an 
existing rail transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the 
intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 
minutes or less during the morning and afternoon peak commute periods. 
 

Fee Waivers (impact fees such as traffic and park fees).  City Council has already approved 
waiver of park- fees and traffic impact fees for 100% affordable housing projects and 
reduction of fees for the on-site affordable housing units provided as part of a mixed-income 
project.  Developers would not need to request this concession, but staff would promote this 
incentive to incentivize on-site affordable housing.  
 

Fee Deferral (utility, sewer, water, and infrastructure connections). Currently utility connection 
fees are due prior to installation of the meter and are necessary for maintaining 
infrastructure. These fees could be deferred for the affordable units until issuance of 
certificate of occupancy and would be made a condition of project approval.  Deferral of fees 
saves developers the cost to finance the fees.  If supported by the HHTF, staff would explore 
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this option further with Public Works to ensure that risk of non-payment is minimized.  Staff 
anticipates this could be accomplished by requiring the developer to sign an agreement that 
would be recorded to title of the property along with a lien or deed of trust.  This would 
prevent sale of the property prior to payment of the connection fee due to the city.    
 

Summary.  As discussed in this report, the City needs to update its Density Bonus regulations 
to bring them into compliance with State Law.  Staff is interested in concise direction from the 
Homelessness and Housing Task Force on the following questions:  
 

 Does the Task Force agree with the additional incentives for certain types of housing, 
as recommended by staff? 

 Does the Task Force agree with the amount of density bonus increases for certain 
types of housing development, as recommended by staff? 

 Does the Task Force prefer targeting special needs populations over incentivizing 
additional on-site affordable housing? 

 
STRATEGIC ROADMAP 
 

In January 2020, the City Council adopted six Strategic Priorities as part of its three-year 
Strategic Roadmap.  This agenda item supports the Strategic Priority of Preserve, Protect and 
Produce Housing for all.  Specifically, this item relates to the implementation of the following 
project: 
 

Project 4:  Implement housing incentives and production work plan in accordance to state 
housing limits  

Project 4b:  Amend Density Bonus Ordinance 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

The proposed budget for this project is $75,000, which will be covered and paid through State 
Housing and Community Development’s SB2 Planning Grant awarded in 2019.  At this time, 
staff does not anticipate any additional costs associated with this project or fiscal impacts to 
the City’s General Fund. 
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 

Outreach to Housing Developers.  Revisions to the Density Bonus will only be effective if the 
proposed changes are useful to developers. In response to the City Council and Planning 
Commission’s direction, Staff conducted outreach to twenty housing developers, including 
affordable/non-profit, and market-rate housing developers, which consisted of a survey with 
the following seven questions emailed to the developers on May 6, 2022, with interviews 
scheduled from May 9, 2022, to May 18, 2022:  
 

 What cost savings concessions would incentivize more affordable units, deeper 
affordability or some of the other City Priorities listed below?  

 Would you like to have more concessions than is currently allowable under state 
density bonus law? 
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 Do you have any experience in other Cities using expedited entitlement process - 
explain how that process works compared to our normal process? 

 Would it be beneficial to have a density bonus that exceeds 50% for mixed-income 
projects? 

 Do you have any examples of fee waiver, reduction or deferral programs that have 
been implemented in other Cities?   

 Would a Density Bonus encourage you to set aside 20% of the units for students?  
 Would increase incentives improve your ability/desire to provide on childcare 

facility?  If so, what would that look like? 
 

Of the twenty housing developers, three affordable/non-profit housing developers, and three 
market-rate developers responded to staff’s survey and were interviewed. Depending on the 
type of developer (market-rate, affordable, non-profit), the challenges and suggestions for 
development of housing vary.  A summary of the feedback received from those interviews is 
included as Attachment III. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 

Following review and feedback from the Homelessness and Housing Task-Force Meeting, staff 
and the consultant team expect to finalize the list of proposed density bonus revisions and 
plan to present the updated draft ordinance to the Planning Commission for recommendation 
in the Fall 2022 with City Council consideration shortly thereafter.  Following adoption, the 
City’s consultant team will create two informational documents to aid developers and staff in 
processing these applications.  The documents will include a developer checklist and an 
informational handout that can be updated, as needed, in response to changes to State laws. 
 
Prepared by:   Jeremy Lochirco, Planning Manager  

Christina Morales, Housing Division Manager  
Lorraine Weiss, Principal Planner  
Farhad Mortazavi, Principal Planner  

 
Recommended by:   Dustin Claussen, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by: 

_________________________________ 
Kelly McAdoo, City Manager 



Attachment II 
 

JOINT WORK SESSION RECOMMENDATIONS THAT ARE NOT PART OF THE DENSITY 

BONUS ORDINANACE UPDATE 

 

Project Amenities   
Recommendation: Consider Density Bonus for project that provide certain project 

amenities, such as public art, dog parks, open space, etc. 
Staff Response:  While the City Council and Planning Commission suggested that 

providing amenities such as dog parks, public art, and 
recreation/open space could qualify a project to eligible for a density 
bonus, amenities such as these increase the cost of projects.  One 
option to provide broader flexibility with the development standards 
and incentivize the incorporation on-site amenities could be to have 
applicants apply for Planned Development zoning (PD) and/or a 
General Plan Amendment.  Most PD rezonings are applied for when 
the project is seeking additional flexibility on adopted development 
standards and these features could be considered as a public benefit 
when a Planned Development application is submitted. 

 
On-Site Affordable Units 
Recommendation: Require affordable housing units to be provided on-site. 
Staff Response: While the updated Density Bonus Ordinance will help support and 

incentivize the construction of on-site affordable units, the 
requirements to provide those affordable units on-site is currently 
under review as part of an update to the City’s Affordable Housing 
Ordinance (AHO).  Staff expects a draft of the updated AHO to be 
completed in early 2023. 

 
Fee Assessment 
Recommendation: Look at fees on a square footage basis rather than a per unit basis. 
Staff Response: While the Density Bonus Ordinance does contain recommendations 

for fee waivers or deferrals, the assessment of impact fees or other 
permit fees are often tied to nexus studies, which will determine the 
appropriate amount of fees charged and is codified as part of the 
City’s Master Fee Schedule.  While many development-related fees are 
based on square footage or per unit basis, the Density Bonus update 
will not determine how impact fees are assessed. 

 
Property Transfer Tax 
Recommendation: Increase Property Transfer Tax 
Staff Response: The intent to the Density Bonus Ordinance is to either increase 

revenue or decrease development costs tied to affordable housing or 
housing tied to special needs populations.  Property transfer taxes are 
not directly or indirectly tied to the Density Bonus Ordinance update.   

 
 



Attachment II 
 

JOINT WORK SESSION RECOMMENDATIONS THAT ARE NOT PART OF THE DENSITY 

BONUS ORDINANACE UPDATE 

 

Applicable Income Levels 
Recommendation: Use Hayward income levels rather than area median income as a 

measure, since Hayward income is lower than Alameda County 
Staff Response: The State Density Bonus laws dictate the income levels/limits to be 

used for affordable housing.   
 
 
Speculative Investments  
Recommendation: Prevent speculative investment 
Staff Response: Staff is currently exploring options tied to the Strategic Roadmap to 

preserve, protect, and produce housing. 
 
 
Parking 
Recommendation: No parking reduction and concerns about equity implications of not 

giving low-income units as much parking. 
Staff Response: While the State already allows projects that qualify for a Density 

Bonus application to have a reduced parking ratio by right, the update 
to the Density Bonus Ordinance is not proposing any additional 
limitations or restrictions on project specific parking requirements. 
Staff is currently working to develop Objective Standards and as part 
of that project, parking regulations will be studied.   

 
 
Displacement 
Recommendation: Make sure residents are not displaced 
Staff Response:   Recently adopted SB330 legislation requires any housing units 

demolished that were occupied by protected tenants be replaced and 
additionally, the city has adopted a tenant assistance ordinance to 
provide tenant relocation assistance in the event they are displaced 
due to no-fault eviction or temporarily displaced due to renovations.  

 
 
Project Financing 
Recommendation: Banks may not lend to market rate buyers purchasing in a building 

with subsidized units 
Staff Response:   The City does not have the authority to regulate financial institutions 

but there are existing federal programs and lending criteria that allow 
for financing approval for restricted units. 

 
 



Attachment III 
STAKEHOLDER INTERVIEW COMMENTS 

 

 

Market-Rate Developers:  
 

Challenges:  
- City’s mixed use ordinance requirements are difficult to meet and, in some cases, 

has led a project/deal to fall through. Difficult to finance commercial component – 
specifically, commercial size requirement.  

- Developer expressed that there isn’t a lot of land that is available and buildable: 
o For student housing, it’s difficult to find sites due to CSU requirement 

(master lease and project site must be within 1 mile from university).  
o Considered areas of “downtown” but turned away due to high environmental 

review/clean-up costs.  
- Mixed-use projects are desirable but very difficult to finance due to the layering of 

funding and regulatory requirements from various funding sources/programs.  
 

Suggestions: 
- Reduce commercial size requirement(s) in mixed-use ordinance.  
- Establish case manager in CMO to facilitate expedited review for projects. Example 

provided – SJ and LA.  
o Example shared about SJ – Project successfully expedited and streamlined 

entitlement through a program like such and the city had environmental 
review completed for project site/area. Also, city waived affordable fees 
estimating at $4M.  

 
Affordable/Non-Profit Developers:  
 

Challenges: 
- High impact fees – Affordable developers get specific impact fees waived but further 

waiving fees related to entitlement would be helpful and reduce overall 
development cost.  

- Adapting to changing development requirements. Difficult for developers to adapt – 
logistics and budget.   

- NIMBY-ism/community opposition.  
- Public art requirement can pose challenges related to prevailing wages/D. Bacon.  
- Open space and parking requirements are challenging – budget and project site size.  
 

Suggestions: 
- Reduce, waive, or defer payment of impact fees/city fees.  

o Example shared about Fremont – City deferred fees for developer to pay fee 
after project closing via agreement between City and developer. Estimated 
fee that was deferred - $2M.  

- Be mindful of economy of scale – Although there are incentives for including deeper 
affordability and denser buildings, projects need to be financially feasible, and 
developer needs to have appropriate capacity to carry on project at large scale.  

- Provide clear confirmation of requirements up front and the timing associate with 
the requirement.  

- Waive open space and parking requirements.  
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