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CITY COUNCIL MEETING FOR APRIL 24, 2012 

777 B Street, Hayward CA 94541 
www.hayward-ca.gov 

 
 

 
CLOSED SESSION 

Closed Session Room 2B – 5:00 PM 
 

1. PUBLIC COMMENTS   
 

2. Conference with Labor Negotiators 
Pursuant to Government Code 54957.6 

 Lead Negotiators:  City Manager David, City Attorney Lawson,  Assistant City Manager Morariu, 
Human Resources Director Robustelli, Finance Director Vesely, Police Chief Urban, and  
Assistant City Attorney Roufougar 
Under Negotiation:  IFPTE Local 21 and HPOA 

 
3. Adjourn to City Council Meeting 

______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Council Chambers - 7:00 PM 

 
CALL TO ORDER Pledge of Allegiance Council Member Zermeño 
 
ROLL CALL   
 
CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
PROCLAMATION 
    Bike to Work Day 
 
PRESENTATIONS 
    Presentation from Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District 
    Annual Environmental Achievement Awards    
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: (The Public Comment section provides an opportunity to address the City Council on items 
not listed on the agenda or Work Session, or Informational Staff Presentation items.  The Council welcomes your 
comments and requests that speakers present their remarks in a respectful manner, within established time limits, and 
focus on issues which directly affect the City or are within the jurisdiction of the City.  As the Council is prohibited by 
State law from discussing items not listed on the agenda, your item will be taken under consideration and may be 
referred to staff.) 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
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______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ACTION ITEMS: (The Council will permit comment as each item is called for the Consent Calendar, Public 
Hearings, and Legislative Business. In the case of the Consent Calendar, a specific item will need to be pulled by a 
Council member in order for the Council to discuss the item or to permit public comment on the item.  Please notify 
the City Clerk anytime before the Consent Calendar is voted on by Council if you wish to speak on a Consent Item.) 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CONSENT 

 
1. Larrabee Sidewalk Repair - Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue: Approval of Contract Addendum 

and Award of Contract 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I 
 Attachment II 
 Attachment III 
  
2. Pavement Reconstruction FY 2013 - Contessa, Sequoia, Capetown, Tilden, Martha, Wauchula, 

Edgemore, Gading, and Lindenwood: Approval of Plans and Specifications and Call for Bids 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I 
 Attachment II 
 Attachment III 
  
3. Pavement Rehabilitation Gas Tax FY 2013 (Districts 4&5) Approval of Plans and Specifications 

and Call for Bids 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I 
 Attachment II 
 Attachment IIa 
  
4. Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1, Zones 1 through 13 – Preliminarily 

Approve the Engineer’s Report and Levy Assessments for Fiscal Year 2013, and Set June 12, 2012, 
as the Public Hearing Date for Such Actions 

 Staff Report 
 Attachment I Draft Resolution 
 Attachment II Draft Engineer Report 
  
5. Maintenance District No. 1 – Storm Drainage Pumping Station and Storm Drain Conduit - Pacheco 

Way, Stratford Road and Ruus Lane - Preliminarily Approve the Engineer's Report and Levy 
Assessment for Fiscal Year 2013, Adopt a Resolution of Intention and Set June 12, 2012, as the 
Public Hearing Date for Such Actions 

 Staff Report 
 Attachment I Draft Resolution 
 Attachment II Draft Engineer Report 
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6. Maintenance District No.2 – Eden Shores Storm Water Facilities and Water Buffer -Preliminarily 

Approve the Engineer's Report and Levy Assessment for Fiscal Year 2013, Adopt a Resolution of 
Intention and Set June 12, 2012, as the Public Hearing Date for Such Actions 

 Staff Report 
 Attachment I Draft Resolution 
 Attachment II Draft Engineer Report 
  
7. Transportation Development Act Article 3 Funds FY 2013: Wheelchair Ramps - Authorization to 

File Application 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I 
 Attachment Ia 
 Attachment Ib 
 Attachment II 
  
8. Water Pollution Control Facility Grease Receiving and Processing Facility:  Award of Contract 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I Resolution 
 Attachment II Project Location Map 
 Attachment III Bid Summary 
  
9. Investment Portfolio Management Services – Authorization of Contract with PFM Asset 

Management LLC 
 Staff Report 
 Attachment I Resolution 
  
10. Adoption of a Resolution to Approve an Amendment to the Service Employees International Union 

Local 1021 Memorandum of Understanding (Clerical and Confidential Unit) 
 Agenda Report 
 Attachment I 
 Attachment II 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

The following order of business applies to items considered as part of Public Hearings and 
Legislative Business: 

 Disclosures 
 Staff Presentation 
 City Council Questions 
 Public Input 
 Council Discussion and Action 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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PUBLIC HEARING  
 
11. Council Member Call-Up of Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 / Tentative Tract 

Map Application PL-2011-0133 – KB Design and Consulting, Ben Wong (Applicant) / Maple Court 
Homes (Owner) – The project is located at 22471-22491 Maple Court, between McKeever Avenue 
and A Street, located in the Central City Commercial (CC-C) District(Report from Development 
Services Director Rizk) 

Staff Report 
Attachment I Resolution 
Attachment II Site Plan Map 
Attachment III Area Map 
Attachment IV Initial Study Checklist and Negative Declaration 
Attachment V CUP Conditions of Approval 
Attachment VI Tract Conditions of Approval 
Attachment VII Section 10-11.150 of Hayward's Historic Preservation Ordinance 
Attachment VIII Planning Commission Report 
Attachment IX Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
Attachment X Development Plans 
 

12. FY 2013 Master Fee Schedule/Fine and Bail Update (Report from Finance Director Vesely) 
Staff Report 
Attachment I 
Attachment II 
Attachment III 
Attachment IV 
Attachment V 
Attachment VI 

 
COUNCIL REPORTS, REFERRALS, AND FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Oral reports from Council Members on their activities, referrals to staff, and suggestions for future agenda 
items 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 
NEXT MEETING – 7:00 PM, TUESDAY, MAY 1, 2012 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT RULES: The Mayor may, at the beginning of the hearing, limit testimony to three (3) minutes 
per individual and five (5) minutes per an individual representing a group of citizens or organization. Speakers will 
be asked for their name and their address before speaking and are expected to honor the allotted time. A 
Speaker’s Card must be completed by each speaker and is available from the City Clerk at the meeting. 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that if you file a lawsuit challenging any final decision on any public hearing or 
legislative business item listed in this agenda, the issues in the lawsuit may be limited to the issues that were 
raised at the City's public hearing or presented in writing to the City Clerk at or before the public hearing.  
PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the City Council has adopted Resolution No. 87-181 C.S., which 
imposes the 90 day deadline set forth in Code of Civil Procedure section 1094.6 for filing of any lawsuit 
challenging final action on an agenda item which is subject to Code of Civil Procedure section 1094.5.  
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
***Materials related to an item on the agenda submitted to the Council after distribution of the agenda packet 
are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, 777 B Street, 4th Floor, Hayward, during 
normal business hours. An online version of this agenda and staff reports are available on the City’s website.  
Written comments submitted to the Council in connection with agenda items will be posted on the City’s website.  
All Council Meetings are broadcast simultaneously on the website and on Cable Channel 15, KHRT. *** 

 

Assistance will be provided to those requiring accommodations for disabilities in compliance with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act of 1990.  Interested persons must request the accommodation at least 48 hours in advance of 

the meeting by contacting the City Clerk at (510) 583-4400 or TDD (510) 247-3340. 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 Please visit us on:  
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Public Works – Engineering and Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: Larrabee Sidewalk Repair - Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue: Approval of 

Contract Addendum and Award of Contract 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

That Council adopts the attached resolution: 

1) Approving Addendum No. 1, providing minor revisions to the bid sheet; and  

2) Awarding the contract to Rosas Brothers Construction in the amount of $43,664. 
 
BACKGROUND 
On February 28, 2012, Council approved the plans and specifications for the Larrabee Sidewalk 
Repair - Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue project and called for bids to be received on March 27, 
2012.  Addendum No. 1 was issued to postpone the bid opening date to April 3, 2012, and to make 
minor revisions to the bid sheet, which included clarifying one bid item (minor concrete). 
 
The project consists of removing and replacing sections of sidewalk and existing driveways on 
Larrabee Street, between Woodland Avenue and Garin Avenue.  Due to the soil movement from the 
hills behind the affected properties, the driveway apron, curb and gutter at these locations have 
slowly shifted over six inches into the asphalt pavement in the street.  Drainage in front of these 
locations has been severely restricted due to breaks in the gutters. The resulting raised asphalt 
pavement further exacerbates the problem as it creates large areas of standing water in the street.  
 
As part of the project, the existing broken or raised portions of the sidewalk within the project limits 
will also be removed and replaced to eliminate trip hazards.  The proposed improvements will 
provide safe and continuous pedestrian access and restore proper drainage at the gutter. A location 
map that graphically depicts the limits of work is attached (see Attachment II).  
 
The project is categorically exempt under Sections 15301 (b) and (c) of the California 
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines for the operation, repair, maintenance, or minor alteration of 
existing facilities. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
On April 3, 2012, ten bids were received.  Rosas Brothers Construction of Oakland submitted the 
low bid in the amount of $43,664, which is 45.4 percent below the Engineer’s Estimate of $80,000.  
AJW Construction of Oakland submitted the second lowest bid in the amount of $50,713, which is 
36.6 percent below the Engineer’s Estimate.  The bids ranged from $43,664 to $76,925.   
 
On March 27, 2012, Addendum No. 1 was issued to the bidders on the plan holder’s list. The 
addendum clarified the bid package, responded to some questions by contractors, and modified the 
bid sheet. The bid opening date was also extended to April 3, 2012. 
 
All bid documents and licenses are in order.  Staff recommends award of contract to the low bidder, 
Rosas Brothers Construction, in the amount of $43,664. 
 
FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT  

The estimated project costs are as follows:  

Contract Construction  $ 43,664 
Design and Administration 17,000 
Construction Survey, Inspection and Testing 59,336 
Total $120,000 

 
The FY12 Capital Improvement Program includes $120,000 in the Street System Improvements 
Fund for the Larrabee Sidewalk Repair – Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue project. 
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
Staff has been in contact with all affected property owners. After the project is awarded, notification 
letters will be sent to all affected residents regarding the project schedule. 
 
SCHEDULE 
 
 Begin Work  May 21, 2012 
 Complete Work July 18, 2012 
 
 
Prepared by:  Yaw Owusu, Assistant City Engineer 
 
Recommended by:  Morad Fakhrai, Director of Public Works – Engineering & Transportation 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
_____________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 

Larrabee Sidewalk Repair - Woodland Avenue to Garin Ave: Award of Contract 2 of 3 
April 24, 2012 
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Attachments: 
 Attachment I:  Resolution 
 Attachment II:  Project Location Map 

 Attachment III:    Bid Summary 
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ATTACHMENT I 
 

 
HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 

DRAFT
 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 12-_____ 

 
Introduced by Council Member ________________ 

 

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT TO ROSAS BROTHERS 
CONSTRUCTION FOR THE LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR – 
WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE PROJECT, PROJECT NO. 5182 

 

WHEREAS, by resolution on February 28, 2012, the City Council approved the plans 
and specifications for the Larrabee Sidewalk Repair – Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue 
project, Project No. 5182, and called for bids to be received on March 27, 2012; and  

 
WHEREAS, Addendum No. 1 was provided to postpone the bid opening date to 

April 3, 2012 and make minor revisions to the bid sheet; and 
 

WHEREAS, on April 3, 2012, ten bids were received ranging from $43,664 to $76,925; 
Rosas Brothers Construction of Oakland, California submitted the low bid in the amount of 
$43,664, which is 45.4 percent below the Engineer’s Estimate of $80,000. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward 
that Rosas Brothers Construction is hereby awarded the contract for the Larrabee Sidewalk 
Repair – Woodland Avenue to Garin Avenue project, Project No. 5182, in an amount not to 
exceed $43,664, in accordance with the plans and specifications adopted therefore and on file in 
the office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward at and for the price named and stated in the 
bid of the hereinabove specified bidder, and all other bids are hereby rejected. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute the contract with Rosas Brothers Construction, in the name of and for and on behalf of 
the City of Hayward, in a form to be approved by the City Attorney. 
 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA _______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

MAYOR:  
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

Page 1 of 2 
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ATTACHMENT I 
 

Page 2 of 2 
 

 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 

ATTEST: ______________________________ 
     City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 10)
Rosas Brothers Construction AJW Construction
4731 Coliseum Way 966 81st Avenue
Oakland,  CA  94601  Oakland,  CA  94621 

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 955 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Sidewalk) 15.00          14,325.00 8.40 8,022.00 10.50 10,027.50

2 784 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Driveway and 
Conforms)

18.00          14,112.00 9.00 7,056.00 12.00 9,408.00

3 56 LF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Standard Concrete Curb and 
18" Gutter)

45.00          2,520.00 33.00 1,848.00 45.00 2,520.00

4 168 SF 6-Inch Deep AC Conform 40.00          6,720.00 6.25 1,050.00 7.00 1,176.00
5 36 SF Remove Plain or Exposed Aggregate Concrete & Brick Tile 21.00          756.00 4.00 144.00 2.00 72.00
6 64 LF Minor Concrete (Underground Retaining Curb) 200.00        12,800.00 26.00 1,664.00 25.00 1,600.00
7 70 LF Root Barrier Installation 18.00          1,260.00 10.00 700.00 15.00 1,050.00
8 56 SF Turf (Sod) 35.00          1,960.00 5.00 280.00 10.00 560.00
9 7 EA Root Prune Existing Tree 300.00        2,100.00 150.00 1,050.00 250.00 1,750.00

10 7 EA Tree Trimming 350.00        2,450.00 250.00 1,750.00 350.00 2,450.00
11 1 LS Recycling Implementaiton 1,000.00      1,000.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
12 1 LS Administrative Change Orders 20,000.00    20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00

 TOTAL

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR - WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE

(510) 568-2300

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

(510) 534-5077 Fax (510) 639-1578 Fax
(510) 534-1077

PROJECT NO. 5182
BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

 

80,003.00 43,664.00 50,713.50

Attachment III
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 10)

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 955 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Sidewalk) 15.00          14,325.00

2 784 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Driveway and 
Conforms)

18.00          14,112.00

3 56 LF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Standard Concrete Curb and 
18" Gutter)

45.00          2,520.00

4 168 SF 6-Inch Deep AC Conform 40.00          6,720.00
5 36 SF Remove Plain or Exposed Aggregate Concrete & Brick Tile 21.00          756.00
6 64 LF Minor Concrete (Underground Retaining Curb) 200.00        12,800.00
7 70 LF Root Barrier Installation 18.00          1,260.00
8 56 SF Turf (Sod) 35.00          1,960.00
9 7 EA Root Prune Existing Tree 300.00        2,100.00

10 7 EA Tree Trimming 350.00        2,450.00
11 1 LS Recycling Implementaiton 1,000.00      1,000.00
12 1 LS Administrative Change Orders 20,000.00    20,000.00

 TOTAL

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR - WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO. 5182
BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

80,003.00

JJR Construction, Inc. Golden Bay Construction, Inc.
1120 Ninth Avenue 3826 Depot Rd
San Mateo,  CA  94402  Hayward,  CA  94545 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

8.05 7,687.75 11.00 10,505.00

12.25 9,604.00 11.75 9,212.00

34.75 1,946.00 35.00 1,960.00

13.38 2,247.84 11.00 1,848.00
8.95 322.20 3.75 135.00

35.10 2,246.40 18.50 1,184.00
30.00 2,100.00 12.50 875.00

4.00 224.00 8.00 448.00
300.00 2,100.00 345.00 2,415.00
300.00 2,100.00 345.00 2,415.00
240.81 240.81 1.00 1.00

20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00

50,819.00 50,998.00

(650) 343-6109 (510) 783-2960
(650) 343-6207 Fax (510) 783-2971 Fax

Attachment III

2 of 5
16



(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 10)

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 955 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Sidewalk) 15.00          14,325.00

2 784 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Driveway and 
Conforms)

18.00          14,112.00

3 56 LF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Standard Concrete Curb and 
18" Gutter)

45.00          2,520.00

4 168 SF 6-Inch Deep AC Conform 40.00          6,720.00
5 36 SF Remove Plain or Exposed Aggregate Concrete & Brick Tile 21.00          756.00
6 64 LF Minor Concrete (Underground Retaining Curb) 200.00        12,800.00
7 70 LF Root Barrier Installation 18.00          1,260.00
8 56 SF Turf (Sod) 35.00          1,960.00
9 7 EA Root Prune Existing Tree 300.00        2,100.00

10 7 EA Tree Trimming 350.00        2,450.00
11 1 LS Recycling Implementaiton 1,000.00      1,000.00
12 1 LS Administrative Change Orders 20,000.00    20,000.00

 TOTAL

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR - WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO. 5182
BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

80,003.00

B & M Builders, Inc. Maxicrete, Inc.
11151 Trade Center Dr #200 1125 Missouri Street #201
Rancho Cordova,  CA  95670  Fairfield,  CA  94533 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

11.55 11,030.25 12.00 11,460.00

12.75 9,996.00 15.00 11,760.00

79.00 4,424.00 45.00 2,520.00

20.00 3,360.00 36.00 6,048.00
10.00 360.00 8.00 288.00
39.00 2,496.00 25.00 1,600.00
25.00 1,750.00 35.00 2,450.00

5.00 280.00 10.00 560.00
230.00 1,610.00 205.00 1,435.00
230.00 1,610.00 235.00 1,645.00

2,900.00 2,900.00 1,500.00 1,500.00
20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00

59,816.25 61,266.00

(916) 862-0095 (707) 422-7994
(866) 903-3437 Fax (707) 429-0750 Fax

Attachment III
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 10)

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 955 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Sidewalk) 15.00          14,325.00

2 784 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Driveway and 
Conforms)

18.00          14,112.00

3 56 LF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Standard Concrete Curb and 
18" Gutter)

45.00          2,520.00

4 168 SF 6-Inch Deep AC Conform 40.00          6,720.00
5 36 SF Remove Plain or Exposed Aggregate Concrete & Brick Tile 21.00          756.00
6 64 LF Minor Concrete (Underground Retaining Curb) 200.00        12,800.00
7 70 LF Root Barrier Installation 18.00          1,260.00
8 56 SF Turf (Sod) 35.00          1,960.00
9 7 EA Root Prune Existing Tree 300.00        2,100.00

10 7 EA Tree Trimming 350.00        2,450.00
11 1 LS Recycling Implementaiton 1,000.00      1,000.00
12 1 LS Administrative Change Orders 20,000.00    20,000.00

 TOTAL

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR - WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO. 5182
BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

80,003.00

FBD Vanguard Construction Inc. A-1 Septic Tank Service
651 Enterprise Ct 1111 Industrial Pkwy West
Livermore,  CA  94550  Hayward,  CA  94544 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

12.70 12,128.50 21.00 20,055.00

14.00 10,976.00 21.00 16,464.00

62.00 3,472.00 65.00 3,640.00

19.00 3,192.00 14.00 2,352.00
8.00 288.00 7.00 252.00

84.00 5,376.00 25.00 1,600.00
33.00 2,310.00 10.00 700.00
12.20 683.20 6.00 336.00

380.00 2,660.00 200.00 1,400.00
430.00 3,010.00 200.00 1,400.00
500.00 500.00 913.00 913.00

20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00

64,595.70 69,112.00

(877) 398-8736(925) 245-1300
(925) 245-1007 Fax (510) 537-2784 Fax

Attachment III

4 of 5
18



(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 10)

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 955 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Sidewalk) 15.00          14,325.00

2 784 SF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Concrete Driveway and 
Conforms)

18.00          14,112.00

3 56 LF Minor Concrete (Remove and Replace Standard Concrete Curb and 
18" Gutter)

45.00          2,520.00

4 168 SF 6-Inch Deep AC Conform 40.00          6,720.00
5 36 SF Remove Plain or Exposed Aggregate Concrete & Brick Tile 21.00          756.00
6 64 LF Minor Concrete (Underground Retaining Curb) 200.00        12,800.00
7 70 LF Root Barrier Installation 18.00          1,260.00
8 56 SF Turf (Sod) 35.00          1,960.00
9 7 EA Root Prune Existing Tree 300.00        2,100.00

10 7 EA Tree Trimming 350.00        2,450.00
11 1 LS Recycling Implementaiton 1,000.00      1,000.00
12 1 LS Administrative Change Orders 20,000.00    20,000.00

 TOTAL

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF LARRABEE SIDEWALK REPAIR - WOODLAND AVENUE TO GARIN AVENUE

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO. 5182
BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

80,003.00

Sposeto Engineering, Inc. Alaniz Construction, Inc.
4558 Contractors Place 7100 Stevenson Blvd
Livermore,  CA  94551  Fremont,  CA  94538 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

9.70 9,263.50 29.00 27,695.00

32.00 25,088.00 17.00 13,328.00

59.00 3,304.00 35.00 1,960.00

11.90 1,999.20 19.00 3,192.00
12.00 432.00 5.00 180.00
52.00 3,328.00 25.00 1,600.00
12.00 840.00 45.00 3,150.00
21.00 1,176.00 10.00 560.00

350.00 2,450.00 245.00 1,715.00
350.00 2,450.00 245.00 1,715.00
600.00 600.00 1,830.00 1,830.00

20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00 20,000.00

76,925.0070,930.70

(925) 443-5800 Fax
(925) 443-4200

(510) 770-5070 Fax
(510) 770-5000
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Public Works – Engineering and Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: Pavement Reconstruction FY13 – Contessa, Sequoia, Capetown, Tilden, Martha, 

Wauchula, Edgemore, Gading, and Lindenwood:  Approval of Plans and 
Specifications and Call for Bids 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopts the attached resolution approving the plans and specifications for the Pavement 
Reconstruction FY13 – Contessa, Sequoia, Capetown, Tilden, Martha, Wauchula, Edgemore, 
Gading, and Lindenwood project and calls for bids to be received on May 22, 2012. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
This project represents the ninth year of the City’s pavement reconstruction program. This year’s 
project calls for pavement reconstruction on Contessa Street, Sequoia Road, Capetown Avenue, 
Tilden Way, Martha Place, and Wauchula Way (see Attachment II). The proposed improvements 
will repair failed pavement sections and improve the riding surface and appearance of the streets. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The City’s pavement reconstruction program involves repairing severely deteriorated streets to 
return them to acceptable pavement condition standards.  Contessa Street, Sequoia Road, 
Capetown Avenue, Tilden Way, Martha Place, and Wauchula Way were selected last year to be 
included in the CIP budget for reconstruction in FY2013. These streets were selected for 
reconstruction using the City’s computerized Pavement Management Program (PMP) and visual 
field examination by staff.   The City’s PMP program uses a Pavement Condition Index (PCI), 
which is an indicator for the condition of pavement derived from a visual inspection of the street 
surface. Surface crack patterns are used as indicators of the condition of the sub-grade.  For 
example, alligator cracks (pavement crack interweave involving a combination of lateral and 
longitudinal cracks) on the surface of the pavement typically indicate a failure of the sub base, 
which will usually require a replacement of the entire pavement section.  To confirm the PMP’s 
recommendation for reconstruction, additional pavement testing is performed. 
 
In past pavement reconstruction projects, the common treatment involved the replacement of the 
existing pavement section with deep lift asphalt concrete.  This is a relatively expensive 
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treatment method and is not always necessary.  When tests and pavement analyses indicate that 
alternative and less expensive methods are possible, staff has used other methods of treatment, 
such as full-depth reclamation, which pulverizes and mixes the existing pavement section with 
additives to enhance the structural characteristics of the pavement.  Another possible treatment 
involves reconstructing localized sections of the street followed by overlay, as opposed to 
replacing entire roadway sections.  After pavement testing was performed by a consultant, staff 
found that these streets do not warrant the conventional reconstruction of removing 6” or more of 
pavement material, and replacing it with deep lift asphalt concrete.  The cost savings from not 
using the conventional reconstruction method for these streets has allowed staff to add more 
streets than originally presented in the adopted CIP.  As noted in Attachment III, Edgemore 
Lane, Gading Road and Lindenwood Way will also be added to this project.  The total lane miles 
of pavement to be reconstructed with this project, including the additional streets, will be 3.3 
miles. 
 
The project is categorically exempt under Section 15301 (c) of the California Environmental 
Quality Act Guidelines for the operation, repair, maintenance, or minor alteration of existing 
facilities. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT  
 
The estimated project cost is as follows: 
 
Contract Construction $1,225,000 
Design and Administration        75,000 
City Forces - Striping 20,000 
Inspection and Testing 80,000 
Total $1,400,000 
 
The FY 2012 Capital Improvement Program includes $800,000 in the Measure B Tax Fund and 
$600,000 in the Street System Improvements Fund for the Pavement Reconstruction FY2013 
project.   
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
Because of the temporary inconvenience the pavement work would cause, immediately after 
award of the construction contract, a preliminary notice explaining the pavement reconstruction 
project will be distributed to all residents and businesses along the affected streets. After the 
construction work has been scheduled, signs on barricades will be posted 72 hours prior to the 
commencement of work, indicating the date and time of work for each street. 
 
SCHEDULE 
  
 Open Bids  May 22, 2012 
 Award Contract  June 19, 2012 
 Begin Work  July 16, 2012 
 Complete Work October 10, 2012 
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Prepared by:  Yaw Owusu, Assistant City Engineer 
 
Recommended by:  Morad Fakhrai, Director of Public Works – Engineering and Transportation 
 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
_____________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
Attachments: 
 Attachment I: Resolution 
 Attachment II: Original Streets Map 
 Attachment III: Additional Streets Map 
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Attachment I 
 

 
HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 11-          

 
Introduced by Council Member ________________ 

 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE 
PAVEMENT RECONSTRUCTION FY13 – CONTESSA, SEQUOIA, CAPETOWN, 
TILDEN, MARTHA, WAUCHULA, EDGEMORE, GADING, AND LINDENWOOD 
PROJECT, PROJECT NO. 5172 & 5180, AND CALL FOR BIDS 

 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward as follows: 
  
 WHEREAS,  those certain plans and specifications for the Pavement Reconstruction 
FY13 – Contessa, Sequoia, Capetown, Tilden, Martha, Wauchula, Edgemore, Gading, and 
Lindenwood Project, Project Nos. 5172 & 5180, on file in the office of the City Clerk, are hereby 
adopted as the plans and specifications for the project;  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice calling for bids for the 
required work and material to be made in the form and manner provided by law; 
 
 WHEREAS, sealed bids therefor will be received by the City Clerk’s office at City Hall, 
777 B Street, 4th Floor, Hayward, California 94541, up to the hour of 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, May 
22, 2012 and immediately thereafter publicly opened and declared by the City Clerk in the Public 
Works Conference Room 4D, located on the 4th Floor of City Hall, Hayward, California; 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council will consider a report on the bids at a regular meeting 
following the aforesaid opening and declaration of same. 
 
 WHEREAS, the project is categorically exempt under section 15301(c) of the California 
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines for the operation, repair, maintenance, or minor alteration 
of existing facilities. 
 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA _______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

MAYOR:  
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 

Page 1 of 2 
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ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 

ATTEST: ______________________________ 
     City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Public Works – Engineering and Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: Pavement Rehabilitation Gas Tax FY 13 (Districts 4 & 5) – Approval of Plans 

and Specifications and Call for Bids 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopts the attached resolution approving the plans and specifications for the Pavement 
Rehabilitation (Districts 4 & 5) project, and calls for bids to be received on May 8, 2012. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
This is a continuation of the City's ongoing program to provide preventative maintenance for 
street pavement, repair failed pavement sections with localized pavement section repairs, and 
apply slurry seal.  The slurry seal treatment involves the application of a slurry sand emulsion 
that seals the street surface against water intrusion.  Slurry seal is typically used on streets in 
reasonably good condition and where such treatment will prolong the life of the street, before 
they deteriorate to the point where a more costly treatment will be required. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The selection of streets for slurry seal is based on staff's analysis of the pavement condition 
indices identified through the City's computerized Pavement Management Program (PMP), field 
examination and the functional classification of each street.  As mentioned above, the focus of 
this project will be on Pavement Rehabilitation Districts 4 & 5. Attachment I shows the project 
location map and list of streets selected for treatment this year.   
 
The project is categorically exempt under Section 15301 (c) of the California Environmental 
Quality Act Guidelines for the operation, repair, maintenance, or minor alteration of existing 
facilities. 
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FISCAL & ECONOMIC IMPACT  

The estimated project costs are as follows: 

 
Contract Construction $ 910,000 
Design and Administration 50,000 
Construction Inspection and Testing 40,000 
Total $ 1,000,000 

 
The FY 2012 Capital Improvement Program includes a total of $1,000,000 in the Gas Tax Fund for 
the Pavement Rehabilitation (Districts 4 & 5) project.  
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
Because of the temporary inconvenience caused by the slurry seal work, after the construction 
contract is awarded, a preliminary notice explaining the slurry seal project will be posted and 
distributed to all residents and businesses along the affected streets.  Later, after the construction 
work has been scheduled, a detailed notice indicating the date and time of work for each street 
will be distributed to all affected residents and businesses.  The notice will explain the necessity 
for allowing the slurry to dry (for approximately four hours) before the street can be reopened to 
traffic.  Residents will be advised to park their vehicles on side streets outside of the work area 
while their street is being slurried.   
 
SCHEDULE  

 Open Bids  May 8, 2012 
 Award Contract  May 22, 20102 
 Begin Work  June 4, 2012 
 Complete Work August 7, 2012  
 
Prepared by: Yaw Owusu, Assistant City Engineer 
 
Recommended by: Morad Fakhrai, Director of Public Works 
 
Approved by: 

 
_____________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
Attachments: 
 Attachment I:    Resolution 
 Attachment II:  List of Streets 
 Attachment IIa:  Map of Streets 

Pavement Rehabilitation Gas Tax (Districts 4 & 5)    2 of 2 
April 24, 2012   
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HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-          
 

Introduced by Council Member ________________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR PAVEMENT 
REHABILITATION GAS TAX (DISTRICTS 4 & 5) PROJECT, PROJECT NO. 5170, 
AND CALL FOR BIDS 

 
 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward as follows: 
  

WHEREAS, those certain plans and specifications for the Pavement  Rehabilitation, Gas 
Tax (Districts 4&5) Project, Project No. 5170, on file in the office of the City Clerk, are hereby 
adopted as the plans and specifications for the project;  
 

WHEREAS, the City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice calling for bids for the 
required work and material to be made in the form and manner provided by law; 
 

WHEREAS, sealed bids therefor will be received by the City Clerk’s office at City Hall, 
777 B Street, 4th Floor, Hayward, California 94541, up to the hour of 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, May 
08, 2012, and immediately thereafter publicly opened and declared by the City Clerk in the 
Public Works Conference Room, 4D, located on the 4th Floor of City Hall, Hayward, California; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council will 
consider a report on the bids at a regular meeting following the aforesaid opening and declaration 
of same. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the project is categorically 
exempt under section 15301(c) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines for the 
operation, repair, maintenance, or minor alteration of existing facilities. 
 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA                       , 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 

Page 1 of 2 
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ABSENT: 
 
 
 

ATTEST:_________________________________ 
 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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LIST OF THE STREETS SCHEDULED FOR SLURRY SEAL
No Street Name DISTRICT START LOCATION END LOCATION

1 BROOKDALE WAY 2 BROOKSIDE LANE BROOKFIELD ROAD

2 BROOKFIELD RD 2 ARROWHEAD WY BROOKVIEW WY

3 BROOKHAVEN COURT 2 BROOKFIELD ROAD CDS

4 BROOKSIDE LANE 2 ARROWHEAD WAY BROOKVIEWWAY

5 BROOKTREE WY 2 OAKBROOK RD CUL-DE-SAC

6 BROOKVIEW WAY 2 BROOKSIDE LANE BROOKFIELD ROAD

7 CEDARBROOK WY 2 ARROWHEAD WY ASHBROOK WAY

8 OAKBROOKRD 2 ARROWHEAD WY ASHBROOK WAY

9 PINEBROOK RD 2 CEDARBROOK WY OAKBROOKRD

10 WILLOWBROOK RD 2 ARROWHEAD WY ASHBROOKWY

11 BAILEY RANCH ROAD 4 HAYWARD BLVD ROCKY POINT CT

12 BARN ROCK DR 4 HAYWARD BLVD FOX HOLLOW

13 RAINBOWCT 4 PARKSIDE DR END

14 OAKES DR 5 DURHAM FAIRVIEW

15 OAKES DR 5 CHATHAM CT DURHAM

16 OAKES DR 5 CAMPUS WARWICKPL

17 MODOC AVE 6 DEAD END HIGHLAND

18 BEATRONWAY 8 ROCHELLE TENNYSON

19 LANCEWY 8 ROCHELLE AV PACIFIC ST

20 LOVERIN CT 8 TRITON ST END

21 QUISTAV 8 ROCHELLEWY TUCKER ST

22 BURKE DR 9 WHITMAN INGRAM

23 GOLDTREEWY 9 WHITETREE ST GREENWOOD RD

24 ROSS PL 9 WHITE DR THORNE DR

25 THORNE DR 9 WHITMAN ST ROSS PL

26 WHITE DR 9 WHITMAN ST ROSS PL

27 FIRST ST 10 EST CST

28 FOURTH ST 10 AST BST

29 MANONAV 12 TENNYSON RD HARRIS RD

30 INGLEWOOD ST 13 STANWOODAV UNDERWOOD RD

31 FIGTREE CT 14 SOTO RD CUL-DE-SAC

32 SIMON ST 15 PROSPECT MAIN ST

33 SUNSET BLVD 15 MISSION BLVD MAIN ST

34 BELHAVEN ST 17 CATHY FRY LN

35 BOCA RATON ST 17 SLEEPY HOLLOW AV PVMT CHNG @ SCHOOL ENTRANCE

36 SLEEPY HOLLOW AV 17 CHIPLAY AV BOCA RATON ST

37 SLEEPY HOLLOW AV 17 BOCA RATON ST W TENNYSON RD

38 THOMAS AVE 19 677ft NW/O ORCHARD AV SYCAMOREAV

39 GRACE ST 20 MONTGOMERY ST MISSION BLVD

40 ARFAV 21 BAUMBERG HESPERIAN

41 STROMBERG CT 21 CUL DE SAC OLIVER DR

42 BAMBOOCT 22 YOSHIDA DR CUL-DE-SAC

43 BARTONWY 22 EDEN AV MICHELSON ST

44 CONTINENTAL AV 22 EDEN AV END

45 LAGUNA DR 22 EDEN AV MOHR DR

46 LAGUNA DR 22 MOHR DR YOSHIDA DR

47 MOODYWY 22 EDEN AVY END

48 PLUMMER CT 22 BARTONWY END

49 YOSHIDA DR 22 ROCKSPRINGS DR OCCIDENTAL RD

50 NEVADARD 23 SEQUOIARD 108 FT. N/O LONGWOOD AV

51 NEVADARD 23 STONEWALL SEQUOIA

52 CORPORATE PL 24 CORPORATE AVE CUL DE SAC

53 MUNSTERAV 26 CONNECTICUT ST EICHLER ST
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Development Services Director 
 
SUBJECT: Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1, Zones 1 through 13 – 

Preliminarily Approve the Engineer’s Report and Levy Assessments for Fiscal 
Year 2013, and Set June 12, 2012, as the Public Hearing Date for Such Actions 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the City Council adopts the attached resolution preliminarily approving the engineer’s report, 
declaring intention to levy assessments for Fiscal Year 2013 for Zones 1-13, and setting June 12, 
2012, as the public hearing date concerning Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 
96-1, Zones 1-13. 
 
SUMMARY 
 
The annual Engineer’s Report (Report) for Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1 
(District), is attached and includes the following information: (1) a description by benefit zone of the 
improvements to be operated, maintained, and serviced by the District; (2) an estimated budget by 
benefit zone for the District; and (3) a list of the proposed assessments to be levied upon each 
assessable lot, unit, or parcel within the District for FY 2013. 
 
The proposed collection amounts in Zones 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 13 are below the base maximum 
assessment rates; the proposed amounts in Zones 2, 3, 4, 5, and 12 will be at the maximum rates.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (Streets and Highways §22500) is a flexible tool used 
by local government agencies to form Landscaping and Lighting District for the purpose of 
financing the costs and expenses of landscaping and lighting public areas.  As a form of benefit 
assessment, it is based on the concept of assessing only those properties that benefit from 
improvements financed, either directly or indirectly through increased property values.  Because it 
is considered a benefit assessment, the 1972 Act assessment is not subject to Proposition 13 
limitations. 
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The Act of 1972 requires that an annual review and updated Engineer’s Report be prepared to set 
assessment rates for landscape and lighting districts each fiscal year.  The assessment rates may or 
may not change from fiscal year to fiscal year, dependent upon maintenance to be performed, but 
cannot exceed the base maximum assessment rates established when the districts were originally 
formed, plus a CPI adjustment, where applicable. 
 
In 1996, six separate Landscaping and Lighting Districts throughout the City, Benefit Zones 1-6, 
were consolidated into one district, Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1.  In 
subsequent years, Benefit Zones 7-13 were created and annexed into the District.  Table 1 on the 
next page provides general information regarding the year in which each benefit zone was formed 
and the number of parcels within each benefit zone. 
 

TABLE 1:  DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BENEFIT ZONES 

        Number of 
Zone   Year Type of Assessed 

Number Name/Location Formed Development Parcels 

1 Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St. 1990 Residential 30 

2 Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave. 1991 Residential 85 

3 Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave. 1992 Residential 155 

4 Pacheco Wy., Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward Crk. 1995 Residential 175 

5 Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St. 1995 Residential 38 

6 Peppertree Park (assessable linear street frontage) 1982 Industrial 11 

7 Mission Blvd., Industrial Pkwy, & Arrowhead Wy. 1998 Residential 348 

8 Capitola St. 1999 Residential 24 

9 Orchard Ave. 2000 Residential 74 

10 Eden Shores 2003 Residential 534 

11 
Stonebrae Country Club Development 
(current & future development.) 2006 Residential 556 

12 Eden Shores East 2007 Residential 261 

13 Cannery Place (current & future development) 2008 Residential 629 

Total       2,920 

 
Table 2 lists the collection rates in Fiscal Year 2012, the collection rates recommended to be levied 
for Fiscal Year 2013, and the base maximum assessment rates for each benefit zone. 
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TABLE 2:  ASSESSMENT RATES PER BENEFIT ZONE 

    
FISCAL 

YEAR 2012 
FISCAL YEAR 

2013 
Base 

Maximum CPI 
Zone   Collection Recommended Assessment Index 

Number Name/Location Amount Amount Amount Adjustment 

1 Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St. $230.00 $230.00 $265.64 No 

2 (2) Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave. $93.08 $93.08 $93.08 No 

3 (2) Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave. $767.08 $782.20 $782.20 Yes 

4 (2) Pacheco Wy., Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward Crk. $121.00 $121.00 $121.00 No 

5 (2) Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St. $139.12 $139.12 $139.12 No 

6 (1) Peppertree Park $2.00 $2.00 $2.61 No 

7 Mission Blvd., Industrial Pkwy, & Arrowhead Way $480.00 $480.00 $818.15 Yes 

8 Capitola St. $350.00 $350.00 $585.14 Yes 

9 Orchard Ave. $25.00 $25.00 $156.24 Yes 

10 Eden Shores $300.00 $300.00 $931.65 Yes 

11 Stonebrae Country Club (Current Development) $344.92 $344.92 $1,321.40 Yes 

11 Stonebrae Country Club (Future Development) $180.18 $180.18 $1,321.40 Yes 

12 (2) Eden Shores East - Sports Park $171.70 $175.08 $175.08 Yes 

13 Cannery Place  (Current Development) $150.00 $150.00 $993.64 Yes 

13 Cannery Place  (Future Development) $0.00 $0.00 $993.64 Yes 

Notes:
(1) Zone 6 is in the industrial district and is assessed based upon street frontage. 
(2) Bolded italic items reflect recommended maximum assessment rates for FY 2013.  

   

 
The City administers all Capital Reserve funds (described as Working Capital Reserves in the 
Preliminary Engineer’s Report) for all benefit zones except Zone 12, which can be used in the event 
capital facilities or improvements need major repair or replacement due to failure, damage or 
vandalism.  For Zone 12, an agreement between the City and Hayward Area Recreation and Park 
District (HARD) allows HARD to maintain the Eden Shores Park within this zone.  The collected 
assessment pays for the City’s administrative costs and for a portion of the HARD maintenance 
services cost.  The Zone 12 Capital Reserve fund is administered by HARD.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Zone 3 – Prominence Residential - For Fiscal Year 2013, the Prominence Landscape Committee 
plans to continue to expand the Calsense Sprinkler Upgrade Project to another landscaping area in 
Zone 3.  This is a water efficiency and conservation project that ultimately will reduce water waste 
and reduce the costs for annual maintenance.  The estimated cost for the Calsense Sprinkler 
Upgrade Project in Fiscal Year 2013 is approximately $26,000.  Therefore, the collection rate is 
recommended to be at the base maximum assessment rate of $782.20 per parcel to cover the costs of 
the project.   
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Zone 10 – Eden Shores Residential - The assessment amount for Fiscal Year 2013 will remain the 
same as Fiscal Year 2012, which is $300 per parcel.  The Eden Shores Homeowners Association 
(HOA) has a maintenance contract with the City, which allows the HOA to perform maintenance 
work related to Zone 10, and be reimbursed for such work by the City using Zone 10 funds.   The 
HOA has requested that its maintenance contract be renewed.  Therefore, staff recommends that the 
current contract with Eden Shores HOA be continued for another year with the same estimated 
budget for Fiscal Year 2013.   
 
Zone 11 – Stonebrae Development - Similar to the Eden Shores residential development, the 
Stonebrae development HOA also has a maintenance contract with the City, where maintenance 
work associated with this benefit zone is performed by the HOA.  The Stonebrae HOA indicates 
work performed by its contractor meets the intended scope of work; therefore, the HOA recommends 
that the current contractors be retained to perform the maintenance work.  Additionally, Stonebrae 
HOA also requests to add budget items for the following work for next fiscal year: replacement of 
mulch and tree treatments in the LLD areas.  The assessment rates would be the same as FY12 at 
$344.92 per parcel for the 279 parcels that will have building permit applications in the upcoming 
fiscal year, and $180.80 per parcel for the future development phase parcels, which consists of the 
remaining 277 parcels shown on the tentative tract map for the project. 
 
Proposed Changes in Other Zones - The attached Engineer's Report includes separate budgets for 
each benefit zone.  Only the costs for the Engineer's Report, printing, and noticing are shared 
between the benefit zones.  The Fiscal Year 2013 assessments in the attached Preliminary Engineer’s 
Report that will be assessed on the Fiscal Year 2013 tax roll are calculated by considering all 
anticipated expenditures for maintenance, utilities, and administration.  Collection amounts can be 
less than the base maximum assessment amount for each benefit zone if there are adequate surplus 
funds available from the prior year, which are carried forward.  Therefore, the proposed collection 
amounts in Zones 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 13 are below the base maximum assessment amounts.  
The proposed collection amounts in Zones 2, 3, 4, 5, and 12 will be at the base maximum assessment 
amounts.   
 
Each Zone has different funding levels and reserves and the City adjusts its maintenance efforts 
accordingly.  For Zones 4 and 5, the City has reduced the levels of maintenance to coincide with 
projected revenue.  Zone 2 has minimal maintenance expenses and an adequate reserve to meet 
these expenses currently.  

Proposition 218 Compliance - The increase in the maximum base assessment rate that can be levied 
in Fiscal Year 2013 is in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 218, because the maximum 
assessment does not exceed the previously approved assessment formula.  The proposed increase in 
assessment for Zones 3 and 12 will be at the base maximum assessment.  Any future increases in the 
collection rate up to the maximum base assessment amount would not require the noticing and 
balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
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FISCAL IMPACT  
 
There is no fiscal impact to the City’s General Fund for this recommendation because the present 
expenditures are to be paid for by the Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1 
fund accounts, with some augmentation from operating and reserve balance for some zones.   
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
Before the City Council public hearing on June 12, 2012, notices will be published once in The 
Daily Review newspaper and sent to all affected property owners about the hearing.  A public 
meeting has been scheduled for May 23 for the property owners within the District.  At the meeting, 
staff will be available to explain District responsibilities and funding and property owners will be 
given the opportunity to ask questions regarding assessments and services.  The property owners 
may also raise concerns about assessments during the June 12 Council hearing. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Once the City Council adopts the attached resolution of intention, the following next steps will 
occur: 
 

1. On May 23, 2012, a public meeting will be held with the property owners within the 
Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1, Zones 1 through 13. 
 

2. On June 12, 2012, Council will hold a public hearing to consider approving the Engineer’s 
Report and ordering the levy of assessments for Fiscal Year 2013 for Landscaping and 
Lighting District No. 96-1, Zones 1 through 13. 

 
 
Prepared by:  John Nguyen, P.E., Development Review Engineer 
 
Recommended by:  David Rizk, Development Services Director  
 
Approved by: 
 

 
 
 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
 
Attachments:  

Attachment I Draft Resolution Preliminarily Approving Engineer’s Report 
Attachment II Preliminary Engineer’s Report 
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Attachment I 

  
 HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 
 RESOLUTION NO. 12-____  
 
 Introduced by Council Member ________   
 
 
 

RESOLUTION PRELIMINARILY APPROVING ENGINEER'S REPORT, 
DECLARING INTENTION TO LEVY ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2013 FOR ZONES 1-13, AND SETTING JUNE 12, 2012, 
AS THE PUBLIC HEARING DATE CONCERNING CONSOLIDATED 
LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING DISTRICT NO. 96-1, ZONES 1-13 

 
 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward, as follows: 
 

1. On May 7, 1996, the Consolidated Landscaping and Lighting District No. 96-1, 
Zones 1-6 (the “District”) was established by the adoption of Resolution No. 
96-93 and, subsequently, Zones 7-13 were respectively annexed to the District.  

 
 2. The Engineer of Work has prepared a report in accordance with the provisions 

of Article XIIID, Section 4, of the California Constitution, provisions of the 
Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, and Section 22500 et seq. of the 
California Streets and Highways Code.  Said report has been made, filed, and 
duly considered by this City Council and is hereby deemed sufficient and 
preliminarily approved.  Said report shall stand as the report for all subsequent 
proceedings relating to the proposed levy of District assessments for fiscal 
year 2012. 

 
 3. It is the intention of the City Council to order the levy and collection of 

assessments within the District for fiscal year 2013. 
 
 4. Reference is hereby made to the aforementioned report on file with the City 

Clerk for a full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries of 
the proposed maintenance district, and the proposed assessments upon 
assessable lots within said district.  

 
 5. A public hearing shall be held on the levy of the proposed assessments before 

this Council on June 12, 2012, at the hour of 7:00 p.m., in the regular meeting 
place of this City Council, City Council Chambers, 777 B Street, Hayward, 
California.  Prior to the conclusion of said public hearing, any interested person 
may file a written protest with the City Clerk, or having previously filed a 
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protest, may file a written withdrawal of that protest.  A written protest by a 
property owner shall contain a description sufficient to identify the property 
owned by such owner. 

 
 6. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice of said meeting and hearing 

to be made in the form and manner provided by applicable laws. 
 
 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA   April         , 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES:   COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
    MAYOR:   
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
 
 
  

 
 
ATTEST:_______________________ 

 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
  
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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Attachment II 

 
 
 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 
 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
 

CONSOLIDATED LANDSCAPING & 
LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 

 
 
 

Fiscal Year 2013 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

April 24, 2012 
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 ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 

 
 FISCAL YEAR 2013 
 
 
The undersigned, acting on behalf of the City of Hayward, respectfully submits the enclosed Engineer’s 
Report as directed by the City of Hayward City Council pursuant to the provisions of Article XIIID, 
Section 4 of the California Constitution, provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, and 
Section 22500 et seq. of the California Streets and Highways Code.  The undersigned certifies that he is a 
Professional Engineer, registered in the State of California. 
 
 
Dated:                              By:        
  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E., P.E. 
  RCE No. 55104 
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and Assessment 
Diagram thereto attached, was filed with me on the _____ day of _____________, 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and the 
Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was approved and confirmed by the City Council of the City of 
Hayward, Alameda County, California, on the           day of                              , 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and the 
Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was filed with the County Auditor of the County of Alameda, on 
the _______ day of              , 2012. 

 
By:  

  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E., P.E. 
  RCE No. 55104 
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SECTION I 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 

 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
Background Information 

In 1996 there were six (6) separate Landscaping & Lighting Assessment Districts throughout the City of 
Hayward.  On May 7, 1996, Landscaping & Lighting Assessment District No. 96-1 was formed which 
consolidated each of the assessment districts and designated them as six (6) separate zones of benefit.  
From FY 1998 through FY 2008, Benefit Zone Nos. 7 through 13 were annexed to Landscaping & Lighting 
Assessment District No. 96-1.  Each zone of benefit has a separate budget pertaining to its respective 
improvements being maintained, but the administrative costs for the preparation of the Engineer’s 
Report, Council Reports, Resolutions, etc. are shared proportionately among the zones. 
 
To ensure the proper flow of funds for the ongoing operation, maintenance and servicing of 
improvements that were constructed as a condition of development within various subdivisions, the City 
Council, through the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (1972 Act), formed the City of Hayward 
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District No. 96-1.  The 1972 Act also permits the creation of benefit 
zones within any individual assessment district if "by reasons or variations in the nature, location, and 
extent of the improvements, the various areas will receive different degrees of benefit from the 
improvement" (Sec. 22547).  Therefore, because there are varying degrees of benefit within the various 
subdivisions, the City Council established thirteen (13) benefit zones. 
 

Number of
Zone Year Type of Assessable

Number Name/Location Formed Development Parcels
1 Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St. 1990 Residential 30
2 Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave. 1991 Residential 85
3 Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave. 1992 Residential 155
4 Pacheco Way, Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward Creek 1995 Residential 175
5 Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St. 1995 Residential 38
6 Peppertree Park 1982 Industrial 11
7 Mission Blvd., Industrial Pkwy, & Arrowhead Way 1998 Residential 348
8 Capitola St. 1999 Residential 24
9 Orchard Ave. 2000 Residential 74
10 Eden Shores 2003 Residential 534

11
Stonebrae Country Club Development (current & 
future development.) 2006 Residential 556

12 Eden Shores East 2007 Residential 261
13 Cannery Place (current & future development) 2008 Residential 629

Total 2,920

TABLE 1:  DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BENEFIT ZONES
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Benefit Zone No. 1 collection rate will be $230.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012. In FY 
2013 the City plans to landscape the area in front of the sound wall with trees and shrubs at an estimated 
cost of $500.  The collection rate for this zone is below their base maximum assessment rate of $265.64 
per parcel and is sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a healthy operating and capital 
reserve balance. 
 
Benefit Zone No. 2 collection rate will be $93.08 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012.  The 
collection rate for this zone is at their base maximum assessment rate of $93.08 per parcel and is 
sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a healthy operating and capital reserve balance. 
 
In 1992, Benefit Zone No. 3 was established and the base maximum rate was set at $328.82 per parcel.  In 
FY 2004, a group of property owners formed a Landscape Committee for the purpose of addressing the 
substandard landscaping conditions that had arisen in Benefit Zone No. 3.  The Landscape Committee 
developed a comprehensive landscape plan and presented the plan to City staff and property owners 
within Benefit Zone No. 3.  After receiving City and property owner support, the Landscape Committee 
proposed to increase assessments to fund the construction of additional landscape improvements and to 
increase the level of maintenance for the existing and proposed landscaping within Benefit Zone No. 3.  In 
FY 2006 the City conducted a mailed ballot election to determine if there was sufficient support to 
increase assessments.  The assessment increase was approved by a majority of the property owners who 
voted.  Therefore, in FY 2006 the annual assessment rate per parcel was increased from $328.82 to 
$1,023.56 per parcel.  This increase in the base maximum rate consisted of two components; $694.52/yr. 
for maintenance and $329.04/yr. for the construction of capital improvements.  The base maximum 
amount for constructing the capital improvements was only charged for three (3) years.  In FY 2009 the 
base maximum increase associated with the construction of capital improvements was eliminated.  Each 
fiscal year, commencing in FY 2009, the base maximum rate for the maintenance component, $694.52 may 
be increased annually based upon the prior year’s change in the Consumer Price Index for the San 
Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Area.  The collection rate will be increased from $767.08 to $782.20 per 
parcel for FY 2013, which is at the base maximum assessment rate.  In FY 2013 the Landscape Committee 
and City plan to continue the Calsense Sprinkler Upgrade Project, which is a water conservation project 
at an estimated cost of $26,000.  This project will cut back on water usage and reduce the costs for annual 
maintenance.  In addition, the Landscape Committee asked that the remaining $8,334.90 be deposited 
into the capital reserve fund.  The collection rate for this zone is at their base maximum assessment rate of 
$782.20 per parcel and is sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a healthy operating and 
capital reserve balance. 
 
In 1995, Benefit Zone No. 4 was established and the base maximum assessment rate was set at $121.00 
per parcel.  This base maximum assessment rate does not allow for an annual increase based upon the 
prior year’s change in the Consumer Price Index.  In FY 2003, the base maximum assessment rate for 
Benefit Zone No. 4 was proposed to be modified to allow for an annual adjustment based upon the 
change in the Consumer Price Index each fiscal year.  The proposed increase in the base maximum 
assessment rate was opposed by a majority of the property owners who voted.  Subsequently, the City 
has reduced the level of services within Benefit Zone No. 4 to coincide with the projected revenue to be 
received.  
 
In 1995, Benefit Zone No. 5 was established and the base maximum assessment rate was set at $139.12 
per parcel.  This base maximum rate does not allow for an annual increase based upon the prior year’s 
change in the Consumer Price Index.  In FY 2003, the base maximum assessment rate for Benefit Zone 
No. 5 was proposed to be increased $60.00 per single-family parcel and to allow for future increases 
based upon the change in the Consumer Price Index.  The proposed increase in the base maximum rate 
was opposed by a majority of the property owners who voted.  Subsequently, the City has reduced the 
level of services within Benefit Zone No. 5 to coincide with the projected revenue to be received.  
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Benefit Zone No. 6 collection rate will be $2.00 per linear foot of property frontages, which is the same 
rate as in FY 2012.  In FY 2013 the City plans to install landscaping in the median areas at an estimated 
cost of $1,900.  The collection rate for this zone is below their base maximum assessment rate of $2.61 per 
linear foot and is sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a sufficient operating and capital 
reserve balance. 
 
Benefit Zone No. 7 collection rate will be $480.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012.  The 
collection rate for this zone is below their base maximum assessment rate of $818.15 per parcel and is 
sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a healthy operating and capital reserve balance.  In 
future years, if there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount.   
 
Benefit Zone No. 8 collection rate will be $350.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012.  The 
collection rate for this zone is below the maximum base assessment of $585.15 per parcel and is sufficient 
for maintaining level of services and keeping a sufficient operating and capital reserve balance.  In future 
years, if there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount.  In future years, if there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be 
increased up to their base maximum amount.   
 
Benefit Zone No. 9 collection rate will be $25.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012.  The 
collection rate for this zone is below the maximum base assessment of $156.24 per parcel and is sufficient 
for maintaining level of services and keeping a sufficient operating and capital reserve balance.  In future 
years, if there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount.   
 
Benefit Zone No. 10 collection rate will be $300.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012.  The 
collection rate for this zone is below the maximum base assessment of $931.65 per parcel and is sufficient 
for maintaining level of services and keeping a sufficient operating and capital reserve balance.  If in 
future years, there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount.   
 
Benefit Zone No. 11 collection rate for the 279 parcels in the current development phase will be $344.92 
per parcel which is the same rate as in FY 2013.  The collection rate for the remaining 277 parcels that will 
be developed in subsequent phases will be $180.18 per parcel which is the same rate as in FY 2013.  The 
collection rate for this zone is below the maximum base assessment of $1,321.40 per parcel and is 
sufficient for maintaining level of services and keeping a sufficient operating and capital reserve balance.  
If in future years, there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount.   
 
Benefit Zone No. 12 collection rate will be increased from $171.70 to $175.08 per parcel for FY2013, which 
is at the base maximum assessment rate per parcel.  The City of Hayward has an agreement with the 
Hayward Area Recreation and Park District (HARD) to maintain the Mount Eden Shores Park within 
this zone.  The assessment pays for the City’s administrative costs and for a portion of the HARD 
maintenance services cost. 
 
Benefit Zone No. 13 collection rate for the 405 residential units that have approved building permit 
applications in the current development phase will be $150.00 per unit, which is the same rate as in FY 
2012.  The collection rate for the remaining 223 residential units and one commercial retail parcel that 
will be developed in subsequent phases will be $0.00 per parcel, which is the same rate as in FY 2012. The 
collection rate for this zone is below their base maximum assessment rate of $993.64 per parcel and is 
sufficient for administrative services and developing a healthy operating and capital reserve balance. 
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Proposition 218 Compliance 

On November 5, 1996, California voters approved Proposition 218 entitled "Right to Vote on Taxes Act," 
which added Articles XIIIC and XIIID to the California Constitution. While its title refers only to taxes, 
Proposition 218 establishes new procedural requirements for the formation and administration of 
assessment districts. 
 
These new procedures stipulate that even if assessments are initially exempt from Proposition 218, 
future increases in assessments must comply with the provisions of Proposition 218.  However, if the 
increase in assessment was anticipated in the assessment formula (e.g., to reflect the Consumer Price 
Index or an assessment cap) then the City would be in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 
218 if assessments did not exceed the assessment formula.  The FY 2013 assessments proposed within 
the Engineer’s Report are equal to or less than the base maximum authorized assessment; therefore, the 
vote requirements of Section 4 of Article XIIID do not apply to these proceedings. 
 
Benefit Zones 3 and 7 thru 13 have an allowance within their respective assessment formulas to increase 
their base maximum assessment based upon the change in the Consumer Price Index.  The Consumer 
Price Index which is used for this calculation is the Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and 
Clerical Workers within the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Area, as published by the Bureau of Labor 
and Statistics on a bi-monthly basis.  For those benefit zones with CPI Index adjustments, the CPI 
Index that was used last fiscal year, Fiscal Year 2012 was 226.638 (February 2011).  The most current 
available CPI index available at the time of preparing this report was December 2011 (231.109), which 
translates to a 1.97% (231.109/226.638) increase from Fiscal Year 2012.  Therefore, the revised base 
assessments that could be levied in Fiscal Year 2013 are equal to the base maximum assessment in Fiscal 
Year 2012 increased by 1.97%.  Future CPI increases in the base assessment rate do not require the 
noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
 
The annual collection rates for benefit zones 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 13 are proposed to be levied below 
their base maximum assessment amount, and the annual collection rates for benefit zones 2, 3, 4, 5, and 
12 are proposed to be levied at their base maximum assessment amount. 
 
Increases in maximum base assessments in benefit zones 3 and 7 thru 13, and the annual collection rates 
in benefit zones 3 and 12 are in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 218 because assessments 
do not exceed the established assessment formula. 
 
Table 2 below lists the collection rates levied in FY 2012, the proposed collection rates for FY 2013 and 
the base maximum assessment rates for each benefit zone. 
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Fiscal Year 2012 Fiscal Year 2013 Base CPI
Zone Collection Collection Assessment Index

Number Name/Location Amount Amount Amount Adjustment
1 Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St. $230.00 $230.00 $265.64 No

2 (2) Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave. $93.08 $93.08 $93.08 No

3 (2) Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave. $767.08 $782.20 $782.20 Yes

4 (2) Pacheco Wy., Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward Crk. $121.00 $121.00 $121.00 No

5 (2) Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St. $139.12 $139.12 $139.12 No

6 (1) Peppertree Park $2.00 $2.00 $2.61 No
7 Mission Blvd., Industrial Pkwy, & Arrowhead Wy. $480.00 $480.00 $818.15 Yes
8 Capitola St. $350.00 $350.00 $585.15 Yes
9 Orchard Ave. $25.00 $25.00 $156.24 Yes
10 Eden Shores $300.00 $300.00 $931.65 Yes
11 Stonebrae Country Club (Current Development) $344.92 $344.92 $1,321.40 Yes
11 Stonebrae Country Club (Future Development) $180.18 $180.18 $1,321.40 Yes

12 (2) Eden Shores East - Sports Park $171.70 $175.08 $175.08 Yes
13 Cannery Place  (Current Development) $150.00 $150.00 $993.64 Yes
13 Cannery Place  (Future Development) $0.00 $0.00 $993.64 Yes

Notes: (1) Zone 6 is in the industrial district and is assessed based upon street frontage.
(2) Bolded items reflect recommended maximum assessment rates for Fiscal Year 2013.

TABLE 2:  ASSESSMENT RATES PER BENEFIT ZONE

 
 
Current Annual Administration 

As required by the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, the annual Engineer's Report includes: (1) a 
description of the improvements to be operated, maintained and serviced, (2) an estimated budget, and 
(3) a listing of the proposed collection rate for each assessable lot or parcel.  
 
The City of Hayward is proposing to hold a public hearing on June 12, 2012, to provide an opportunity for 
any interested person to be heard.  At the conclusion of the public hearing, the City Council may adopt a 
resolution setting the annual collection rates as originally proposed or as modified.  Following the 
adoption of this resolution, the final assessor’s roll will be prepared and filed with the County Auditor’s 
office to be included on the FY 2013 tax roll.   
 
Payment of the assessment for each parcel will be made in the same manner and at the same time as 
payments are made for property taxes.  All funds collected through the assessment must be placed in a 
special fund and can only be used for the purposes stated within this report. 
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SECTION II 

 
ENGINEER'S REPORT PREPARED PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE 

LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ACT OF 1972 
SECTION 22500 THROUGH 22679 

OF THE CALIFORNIA STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 

 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
Pursuant to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (Part 2 of Division 15 of the Streets and Highways 
Code of the State of California), and in accordance with the Resolution of Intention, being Resolution 
No. 12-_____, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report, as adopted by the City Council of the City of 
Hayward, on April 24, 2012, and in connection with the proceedings for: 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 

 
Herein after referred to as the “Assessment District", I, John Nguyen, M.S.C.E., P.E., the duly appointed 
ENGINEER OF WORK, submit herewith the "Report" consisting of five (5) parts as follows: 

 

PART A:  PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

This part describes the improvements in the District.  Plans and specifications for the improvements are 
as set forth on the lists thereof, attached hereto, and are on file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk 
and are incorporated herein by reference. 
 

PART B:  ESTIMATE OF COST 

This part contains an estimate of the cost of the proposed improvements, including incidental costs and 
expenses in connection therewith, is as set forth on the lists thereof, attached hereto, and are on file in 
the Office of the Hayward City Clerk. 
 

PART C:  ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 

This part incorporates by reference a diagram of the Assessment District showing the exterior boundaries 
of the District, the boundaries of the thirteen (13) zones within the District and the lines and dimensions 
of each lot or parcel of land within the District.  It has been prepared by the Engineer of Work and is on 
file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk.  
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PART D:  METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 

This part contains the method of apportionment of assessments, in proportion to the estimated benefits 
to be received. 
 

PART E:  PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 

This part contains a list of the Alameda County Assessor’s Parcel numbers, and the net amount to be 
assessed upon the benefited lands within the Assessment District for FY 2013.  The Assessment Roll is 
filed in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk and is incorporated in this report by reference.  The list is 
keyed to the records of the Assessor of the County of Alameda, which are incorporated herein by 
reference. 
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PART A 

PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

The facilities, which have been constructed within the City of Hayward, and those which may be 
subsequently constructed, will be operated, maintained and serviced as generally described as follows: 
 

DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS 
CITY OF HAYWARD 

LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
The improvements consist of the construction, operation, maintenance, rehabilitation and servicing of 
landscaping, street lighting, open space facilities, parks, trails, and appurtenant facilities including but 
not limited to; personnel, electrical energy, utilities such as water, materials, contractual services, and 
other items necessary for the satisfactory operation of these services and facilities as described below: 
 
Landscaping Facilities 
Landscaping facilities consist of, but are not limited to: operation, maintenance and servicing of 
landscaping, irrigation, planting, shrubbery, ground cover, trees, pathways, hardscapes, decorative 
masonry and concrete walls, fountains, bus shelters, entry gate structures, graffiti removal, fences, and 
other appurtenant facilities required to provide landscaping within the public rights-of-way and 
easements within the boundaries of the Assessment District.   
 
Street Lighting Facilities 
Street lighting facilities consist of, but are not limited to: operation, maintenance and servicing of poles, 
fixtures, bulbs, conduits, equipment including guys, anchors, posts and pedestals, metering devices and 
other appurtenant facilities within the public rights-of-way and easements within the boundaries of the 
Assessment District. 
 
Open Space Facilities 
Open space facilities consist of, but are not limited to: operation, maintenance and servicing of drainage 
areas, creeks, ponds, etc. including the removal of trash and debris, sediment, natural and man made 
vegetation and other appurtenant facilities within the public rights-of-way and easements within the 
boundaries of the Assessment District. 
 
Park/Trail Facilities 
Park/Trail facilities consist of, but are not limited to: operation, maintenance and servicing of 
landscaping, irrigation systems, pedestrian access, asphalt bike pathways, parkways, and the removal of 
trash and debris, rodent control, used for the support of recreational programs and other appurtenant 
facilities within the public rights-of-way and easements within the boundaries of the Assessment 
Districts. 
 
Maintenance means the furnishing of services and materials for the ordinary and usual operation, 
maintenance and servicing of the landscaping, public lighting facilities and appurtenant facilities, 
including repair, removal or replacement of all or part of any of the landscaping, public lighting facilities 
or appurtenant facilities; providing for the life, growth, health and beauty of the landscaping 
improvements, including cultivation, irrigation, trimming, spraying, fertilizing and treating for disease or 
injury; and the removal of trimmings, rubbish, debris and other solid waste; the cleaning, sandblasting, 
and painting of street lights and other improvements to remove graffiti. 
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The following is a detailed description of the improvements that are being operated, maintained and 
serviced throughout each benefit zone within the District: 
 
• Zone 1 (Huntwood Avenue & Panjon Street) – Tract 6041  
 

Formed:  November 13, 1990 
Resolution Number:  90-256 

30 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $230.00 

 
• Surface maintenance of the street side of a 600-foot masonry wall along Huntwood Avenue.  

This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair; 
 
• The ownership and responsibility of the masonry wall as a structure remains with the 

individual property owners; and 
 
• Landscaping and irrigation includes an 8-foot-wide landscaped strip along Huntwood 

Avenue within a landscape easement. 
 

• In FY 2013 the City plans to landscape the area in front of the sound wall with trees and 
shrubs at an estimated cost of $500.   

 
• For FY 2013, the collection rate will remain at $230.00 per parcel.  If in future years, there is a 

need for additional funds the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum 
amount, which is $265.64 per parcel.  This base maximum amount cannot be increased 
annually based upon the change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future increases in collection 
rate up to the base maximum amount would not require the noticing and balloting of 
property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
 
• Zone 2 (Harder Road & Mocine Avenue) – Tract 6042  
 

Formed:  July 25, 1991 
Resolution Number:  91-137 

85 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $93.08 

 
• Surface maintenance of the street side of a 1,000-foot-long masonry wall along Harder Road, 

Mocine Avenue and a segment of Sunburst Drive.  This maintenance includes painting, 
cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair;  
 

• Surface maintenance of the 800-foot-long masonry wall adjacent to the railroad tracks 
located on the southwest side of Tract No. 6042.  This maintenance includes painting, 
cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair; 

 
• The ownership and responsibility of the masonry walls as a structure remains with the 

individual property owners; and 
 
• Landscaping and irrigation includes the area between the sidewalk and wall along Harder 

Road and Mocine Avenue within a landscape easement. 
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• For FY 2013, the collection rate will remain at $93.08 per parcel.  This base maximum amount 
cannot be increased annually based upon the change in the Consumer Price Index. 

 
 
Zone 3 (Hayward Boulevard & Fairview Avenue) – Tract 4007  
 

Formed:  June 23, 1992 
Resolution Number:  92-174 

155 parcels 

FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $781.66 
 

• Surface maintenance of the street side of a mile-long masonry wall along Hayward 
Boulevard and Fairview Avenue. This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, graffiti 
removal, and minor surface repair; 

 
• The ownership and responsibility of the masonry wall as a structure remains with the 

individual property owners; 
 

• Landscaping and irrigation includes approximately one mile of landscaped frontage along 
Hayward Boulevard and Fairview Avenue with significant slope areas along the street; and 

 
• In addition, several open space areas within the tract are maintained; however, there are no 

funds budgeted for maintenance of the non-irrigated, non-landscaped open space areas. 
 

• In 1992, Benefit Zone No. 3 was established and the base maximum rate was set at $328.82 
per parcel.  In FY 2004, a group of property owners formed a Landscape Committee for the 
purpose of addressing the substandard landscaping conditions that had arisen in Benefit 
Zone No. 3.  The Landscape Committee developed a comprehensive landscape plan and 
presented the plan to City staff and property owners within Benefit Zone No. 3. After 
receiving City and property owner support, the Landscape Committee proposed to increase 
assessments to fund the construction of additional landscape improvements and to increase 
the level of maintenance for the existing and proposed landscaping within Benefit Zone No. 
3.  In FY 2006 the City conducted a mailed ballot election to determine if there is sufficient 
support to increase assessments.  The assessment increases were approved by a majority of 
the voters who voted.  Therefore, in FY 2006 the annual assessment rate per parcel was 
increased from $328.82 to $1,023.56.  This increase in the base maximum rate consisted of 
two components; $694.52/yr. for maintenance and $329.04/yr. for the construction of 
capital improvements.  The base maximum amount for constructing the capital 
improvements was only charged for three (3) years.  In FY 2009 the base maximum increase 
associated with the construction of capital improvements was eliminated.  Each fiscal year, 
commencing in FY 2009, the base maximum rate for the maintenance component, $694.52 
may be increased annually based upon the prior year’s change in the Consumer Price Index 
for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Area.  The proposed collection rate in FY 2013 is 
$782.20 per parcel, which is at the base maximum assessment rate per parcel. 
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• The following capital improvements have been constructed with revenues received from the 
capital replacement portion of the annual assessment. 

 
FY 2006: Bus Stop and Open Area across the Street on Fox Hollow Drive 

 
In the Bus Stop Area weeds were removed and the soil was amended and prepared for new 
plantings.  Improvements in drainage were made.  The existing sprinkler system was 
repaired and/or upgraded as necessary.  Grass was planted in flat locations.  Trees were 
replaced as needed.  Bunch grasses and shrubs were planted on the slopes. 
 
In the Open Area across from the Bus Stop, weeds were removed and the soil was amended 
and prepared for new plantings.  The existing sprinkler system was repaired and/or 
upgraded as necessary.  Deer resistant, drought tolerant, low maintenance plants were 
planted on the flat area and down the slope.  Low maintenance plants of various colors were 
used. 
 
FY 2007: Open Area South of 28525 Fox Hollow Drive 
 
In the Open Area, weeds were removed and the soil was prepared for new plantings. The 
existing sprinkler system was repaired and/or upgraded as necessary. Deer resistant, 
drought tolerant, low maintenance plants were planted on the flat area and down the slope. 
Assorted low maintenance plants of various colors were also used. 
 
FY 2008: Hayward Blvd., Fairview Drive & Barn Rock Drive 
 
During FY 2008, the Landscape Committee decided to spread the last phase of the capital 
replacements over two years in order to coordinate the Prominence improvements with 
planned work by the Stonebrae Development.  During FY 2008 along Barn Rock Drive and 
Hayward Blvd, weeds were removed and the soil was prepared for new plantings. The 
existing sprinkler system was upgraded as necessary. Deer resistant, drought tolerant, low 
maintenance plants were planted on the flat area and down the slope. Assorted low 
maintenance plants of various colors were also used. 
 
FY 2009: Hayward Blvd., Fairview Drive & Barn Rock Drive 
 
During FY 2009 along Fairview Drive, weeds and dead trees and foliage were removed.  The 
soil was amended and prepared for new trees and plants.  Trees, bushes and ground cover 
were planted to fill in the bare areas around the perimeter of the development on both the 
flat and sloped areas.  Deer resistant, drought tolerant, low maintenance plants of various 
colors was used. The existing sprinkler system was repaired and/or upgraded as necessary.  
In addition, large trees were planted along Fairview Drive to visually screen Prominence 
homeowners from Stonebrae homes. This work was funded by the Stonebrae Development.   
 
FY 2012 and FY 2013: Calsense Sprinkler System Upgrade Project 
 
During FY 2012 a portion of the existing sprinkler system was upgraded to provide a more 
water efficient/conservative system, which will cut back on water waste and reduce the 
costs for annual maintenance.  Since the water efficient/conservative system proved to be 
successful the City is proposing to allocate an addition 26,000 in FY 2013 to upgrade a 
portion of the remaining existing sprinkler system. 
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• As part of the roadway modifications for the Stonebrae Development, the landscaped corner 
of Benefit Zone No. 3 at Hayward Boulevard and Fairview Boulevard was substantially 
reduced in size and modified.  Concurrently, it was determined that the modified corner 
would provide a greater benefit for the residents of the Stonebrae Development than for the 
residents of Benefit Zone No. 3.  This corner is a visually vital part of the Stonebrae entrance 
while the only benefit it provides the residents of Benefit Zone No. 3 is as a general 
streetscape improvement not normally seen by the residents.  By mutual agreement of the 
Stonebrae developer and the members of the Prominence Landscape Committee (Benefit 
Zone No. 3), the corner was removed from Benefit Zone No. 3 and was assessed to the 
Stonebrae LLAD Benefit Zone (Benefit Zone No. 11). The Stonebrae developer modified the 
corner as necessary to separate the irrigation and plantings so that the residents of Benefit 
Zone No. 3 can be assured that they are not bearing any of the ongoing costs for the 
maintenance of this area. 

 
 

• Zone 4 (Pacheco Wy, Stratford Rd, Ruus Ln., Ward Creek) – Tracts 6472, 6560, 6682 & 6683 
 

Formed:  May 23, 1995 
Resolution Number:  95-96 

175 parcels 
Annexed Tract 6682:  January 23, 1996 

FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $121.00 
 

• Surface maintenance of the street side of a masonry wall along Pacheco Way and along the 
southern and eastern property boundaries.  This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, 
graffiti removal, and minor surface repair; 

 
• The ownership and responsibility of the masonry wall as a structure remains with the 

individual property owners; 
 

• Approximately 21,000 square feet of landscaping adjacent to the Ward Creek Bike Pathway, 
including an irrigation system with electrical controllers; 

 
• Approximately 2,100 square feet of median landscaping on Stratford Road and Ruus Lane; 

 
• Approximately 7,500 square feet of landscaping along Pacheco Way; 

 
• The landscaping, irrigation and appurtenances on the median island on Ruus Lane; 

 
• Approximately 2,100 linear feet of asphalt bike pathway adjacent to Ward Creek between 

Pacheco Way and Folsom Avenue, and bike path striping on pathway; 
 

• Drainage and access facilities within the development which include, but are not limited to the 
detention facility, approximately 9 drainage inlets, and 675 feet of 6-inch PVC drain pipe 
adjacent to the pathway; 

 
• Approximately 50 linear feet of 4-foot-high black vinyl clad chain link fencing at two locations 

between Ward Creek and the asphalt pathway; 
 

• A 14-foot-wide entry gate structure, an 8-foot-wide swing gate, and a 12-foot-wide swing gate; 
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• 32 linear feet of 8-foot-wide prefabricated steel bridge with wood deck; and 
 

• Pedestrian access between Rosecliff Lane and Ward Creek Pathway. 
 

• An adjustment to the base maximum assessment was proposed in FY 2003 because 
expenditures were exceeding revenues.  The proposed increase in the base maximum 
assessment was not supported by a majority of the property owners who voted; therefore, 
the assessment revenue for this benefit zone could not be increased.  Therefore, the City has 
reduced the level of landscape maintenance within this benefit zone to coincide with the 
projected revenue to be received.  For example, reduction in landscape maintenance 
scheduled, dead plants are not being replaced and irrigation repairs are taking longer to be 
performed.  The proposed collection rate in FY 2013 for Zone 4 is $121.00, which is the base 
maximum amount. 

 
 
• Zone 5 (Soto Road & Plum Tree Street) – Tracts 6641 & 6754 

 
Formed:  May 23, 1995 

Resolution Number:  95-97 
38 parcels 

Annexed Tract 6754:  October 17, 1995 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $139.12 

 
• Surface maintenance of the street side of a masonry wall along Soto Road.  This 

maintenance includes painting, cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair; 
 

• The ownership and responsibility of the masonry wall as a structure remains with the 
individual property owners; 

 
• Landscaping within the 10-foot-wide setback area between the masonry wall and the sidewalk 

(approximately 360 lineal feet); 
 

• Landscaping and appurtenances within the 5.5-foot-wide planter strip between the sidewalk 
and the curb return areas across the frontage of Tract 6641; 

 
• The curb return areas at the intersection of Soto Road and Plum Tree Street; 

 
• Landscaping and appurtenances located within the 10-foot-wide setback area between the 

masonry wall and the sidewalk (approximately 440 lineal feet); and 
 

• Landscaping and appurtenances within the 5.5-foot-wide planter strip between the sidewalk 
and the curb across the Soto Road frontage of Final Map Tract 6754. 

 
• An adjustment to the base maximum assessment was proposed in FY 2003 because 

expenditures were exceeding revenues.  The adjustment would have provided for a one-time 
$60.00 increase per single-family parcel and the ability to increase the base maximum 
assessment each subsequent fiscal year based upon the change in the Consumer Price Index.  
The proposed assessment increase was not supported by a majority of the property owners 
who voted; therefore, the assessment revenue for this benefit zone could not be increased.  
Therefore, the City has reduced the level of service within this benefit zone to coincide with 
the projected revenue to be received.  For examples, reduction in landscape maintenance 
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schedules, dead plants are not being replaced, and water usage has been reduced by 20 
percent.  The proposed collection rate in FY 2013 for Zone 5 is $139.12, which is the base 
maximum amount. 

 
 

• Zone 6 (Peppertree Park) – Tracts 4420 & Lot 2 of Tract 3337  
 

Formed:  May 11, 1982 
Resolution Number:  82-160 

11 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per linear-foot of Street Frontage: $2.00 

 
• Landscaping upgrade within the median islands in San Clemente Street between Zephyr 

Avenue and San Antonio Street at a cost of $1,900; 
 
• Landscaping and decorative paving within the median islands in San Clemente Street 

between Zephyr Avenue and San Antonio Street; 
 
• Landscaping in the fountain area; 

 
• The identification sign, fountain, lighting, and landscaping in the main entrance median at 

San Clemente Street and San Antonio Street. 
 

• In FY 2013 the City plans to install landscaping in the fountain area at a cost of $2,000.   
 

• For FY 2013 the collection rate will remain at $2.00 per linear foot due to the fact that there 
are sufficient revenues in the reserve funds.  If in future years, there is a need for additional 
funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum amount, which is 
$2.61 per linear foot.  This base maximum amount cannot be increased annually based upon 
the change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future increases in collection rate up to the base 
maximum amount would not require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the 
requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
 
• Zone 7 (Mission Boulevard, Industrial Parkway, Arrowhead Way) – Tract 7015  
 

Formed:  July 28, 1998 
Resolution Number:  98-153 

348 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $480.00 

 
• Planting, irrigation, the multi-use pathway, landscape lighting and other associated 

improvements located within the landscape easements and street right-of-way along 
Mission Boulevard and Industrial Parkway; 

 
• Medians and abutting landscaping along the Arrowhead Way entrance roads and traffic 

circles, including the bridge structure, signs, and decorative entry paving; 
 

• Bus shelters; 
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• Walls and fences that face Mission Boulevard, Industrial Parkway, the Arrowhead Way 
entrance roads, the golf course and along the Line N drainage channel (including graffiti 
removal); 

 
• Specialty street lighting; and 

 
• A neighborhood park. 

 
• For FY 2013, the collection rate will remain at $480.00 per parcel to ensure healthy reserves 

are maintained.  If in future years, there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate 
may be increased up to their base maximum amount, which is $818.15 per parcel.  This base 
maximum amount will be increased annually based upon the prior years change in the 
Consumer Price Index.  Future increases in the collection rate up to the base maximum 
amount would not require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the 
requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
 
• Zone 8 (Capitola Street) – Tract 7033  
 

Formed:  March 2, 1999 
Resolution Number:  99-030 

24 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $350.00 

 
• Surface maintenance of the 8-foot-high decorative concrete wall along the tract’s Hesperian 

Boulevard frontage.  This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, graffiti removal, and 
minor surface repair; 

 
• The ownership and responsibility of the wall as a structure remains with the individual 

property owners; and 
 

• A 10-foot-wide landscaped area, between the wall and the Hesperian Boulevard frontage, to 
be improved with landscaping, irrigation, and other associated improvements located 
within the landscaped area.   

 
• For FY 2013, the collection rate will remain at $350.00 per parcel.  If in future years there is a 

need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum 
amount, which is $585.15 per parcel.  This base maximum amount will be increased 
annually based upon the prior years change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future increases 
in the collection rate up to the base maximum amount would not require the noticing and 
balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
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• Zone 9 (Orchard Avenue) – Tract 7063  
 

Formed:  April 25, 2000 
Resolution Number:  00-050 

74 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $25.00 

 
• Surface maintenance of the 10-foot-high decorative concrete wall along the railroad and 

along the south property line abutting Lot 40.  This maintenance includes painting, 
cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair. To minimize this maintenance work, 
Boston Ivy is planted and maintained along most of the surface of the wall; 

 
• The ownership and responsibility of the wall as a structure remains with the individual 

property owners. 
 

• For FY 2013 the collection rate will remain at $25.00 per parcel.  If in future years there is a 
need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum 
amount, which is $156.24 per parcel.  This base maximum amount will be increased 
annually based upon the prior years change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future increases 
in the collection rate up to the base maximum amount would not require the noticing and 
balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
 

• Zone 10 (Eden Shores) – Tracts No.  7317, 7360 and 7361 
 

Formed:  June 24, 2003 
Resolution Number:  03-083 

534 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $300.00 

 
• A five (5) acre park which includes landscaping and irrigation and play ground equipment 

within the development;  
 
• Medians, park strips and parkway landscaping and irrigation within the development;  

 
• Surface maintenance of the decorative concrete and sound walls along the perimeter and 

within the tract.  This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor 
surface repair; and 

 
• The ownership and responsibility for the walls as structures remains with the individual 

property owners. 
 
• For FY 2013 the collection rate will remain at $300.00 per parcel to ensure healthy reserves 

are maintained.  If in future years there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may 
be increased up to their base maximum amount, which is $931.65 per parcel.  This base 
maximum amount will be increased annually based upon the prior years change in the 
Consumer Price Index.  Future increases in the collection rate up to the base maximum 
amount would not require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the 
requirements of Proposition 218. 
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• The original Engineer’s estimate for construction costs for Zone 10 was $1,510,000 (in 2003 
dollars).  This construction cost is used for establishing the base capital reserve level. 

 
• As a condition of approval for the subdivision, the developer was required to provide 

prospective homebuyers with a written disclosure of the special assessment district, 
including an estimate of the annual assessment.  This disclosure is to be on brightly colored 
paper. 

 
 

• Zone 11 (Stonebrae Country Club) – Tracts No. 5354 
 

Formed:  July 18, 2006 
Resolution Number:  06-096 

556 parcels 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel in current development phase: $344.92 

FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel in future development phase: $180.18 
 

• Median, park strips, parkway landscaping and irrigation improvements and multi-use 
pathway improvements along Fairview Avenue, Garin Park Lane, Hayward Boulevard, 
Stonebrae County Club Drive, between the entry point to the development and the City 
water tank; 

 
• Slope maintenance along Garin Park Lane, Fairview Avenue and Hayward Boulevard; 

 
• Decorative walls facing Fairview Avenue and Hayward Boulevard but not including the 

view fence of the lots along Fairview Ave.  This maintenance includes painting, cleaning, 
graffiti removal, and replacement of the improvements if needed; 

 
• Street and landscape lighting along Fairview Avenue, Garin Park Lane, Hayward Boulevard; 

and along the frontage of the school at the intersection of Hayward Blvd/Stonebrae Country 
Club Drive and Carden Lane. This maintenance includes electrical costs, and replacement of 
the improvements if needed; 

 
• As a condition of approval for the subdivision, the developer was required to provide 

prospective homebuyers with a written disclosure of the special assessment district, 
including an estimate of the annual assessment.  This disclosure is to be on brightly colored 
paper; and 

 
• As part of the roadway modifications for the Stonebrae Development, the landscaped corner 

at Hayward Boulevard and Fairview Boulevard, previously located in benefit Zone No. 3, 
was substantially reduced in size and modified. The modified corner provides a benefit for 
the residents of the Stonebrae Development and is visually a vital part of the entrance to the 
development. By agreement of the Stonebrae developer and the City and following 
consultation with the Prominence Landscape Committee (Benefit Zone No. 3), the corner 
was removed from Benefit Zone No. 3 and annexed into the Stonebrae Benefit Zone (Benefit 
Zone No. 11). The Stonebrae developer modified the corner as necessary to separate the 
irrigation and plantings so that the residents of Benefit Zone No. 3 can be assured that they 
are not bearing any of the future ongoing costs for the maintenance of this area. 

 
• In FY 2013 the City was asked to budget $10,000 for landscape upgrades and replacement.   
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• The project is proposed to be developed in multiple phases. The current development phase 
consists of the 279 single-family parcels (244 parcels assessed in FY 2012) located at or near 
the entrance to the development.  The future development phases will consist of the 
remaining 277 single-family parcels.  For FY 2013 the collection rate will remain at $344.92 
per parcel in the current phase and $181.18 per parcel in the future phases.  If in future years, 
there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base 
maximum amount, which is $1,321.40 per parcel.  This base maximum amount will be 
increased annually based upon the prior years change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future 
increases in the collection rate up to the base maximum amount would not require the 
noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
• The original Engineer’s estimate for construction costs for Zone 11 was $1,620,000 (in 2006 

dollars).  This construction cost is used for establishing the base capital reserve level. 
 
 
• Zone 12 (Eden Shore East) – Tract 7489 & 7708  
 

Formed:  May 15, 2007 
Resolution Number:  07-031 

261 units 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per Parcel: $175.08 

 
• Maintenance of the neighborhood serving features of the Mount Eden Shores Park aka 

Alden E. Oliver Sports Park such as picnic tables, basketball courts, barbeque areas, soccer 
fields, etc. 

 
• For FY 2013 the collection rate will be increased from $171.70 to $175.80 per parcel which is 

at the base maximum assessment rate per parcel.  This increase is necessary to maintain 
sufficient service levels.  This base maximum amount will be increased annually based upon 
the prior years change in the Consumer Price Index.  Future increases in the collection rate 
up to the base maximum amount would not require the noticing and balloting of property 
owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 

 
 
• Zone 13 (Cannery Place) – Tract 7613, 7625, 7748 & 7749  
 

Formed:  June 17, 2008 
Resolution Number:  08-090 

612 Condominium Style Units, 16 Duets and one Commercial Retail Parcel 
FY 2013 Collection Rate per unit in current development phase: $150.00 

FY 2013 Collection Rate per unit in future development phase: $0.00 
 

• Approximately five (5) acres of park area which includes landscaping and irrigation and 
play ground equipment and maintenance of a historic water tower within the development;  

 
• Park strips and parkway landscaping and irrigation within the development;  

 
• Maintenance of street trees; 

 
• Maintenance of streetlights; 
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• Maintenance of paved walkways; 
 

• Surface maintenance of the decorative concrete walls within the tract.  This maintenance 
includes painting, cleaning, graffiti removal, and minor surface repair; and 

 
• The ownership and responsibility for the walls as structures remains with the individual 

property owners. 
 

• The project is proposed to be developed in multiple phases. The current development phase 
consists of the 405 residential units which have approved building permit applications (297 
units assessed in FY 2012).  The future development phases will consist of the remaining 223 
residential units and one commercial retail parcel.  For FY 2013 the collection rate will 
remain at $150.00 per parcel in the current phase and $0.00 per parcel in the future phases.  
If in future years, there is a need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up 
to their base maximum amount, which is $993.64 per parcel.  This base maximum amount 
will be increased annually based upon the prior years change in the Consumer Price Index.  
Future increases in the collection rate up to the base maximum amount would not require 
the noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
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PART B 
 

ESTIMATE OF COST 
 
The 1972 Act provides that the total cost of construction, operation, maintenance and servicing of the 
public landscaping, street lighting, open space facilities, parks, trails, etc. can be recovered by the 
District.  Incidental expenses including administration of the District, engineering fees, legal fees and all 
other costs associated with the construction, operation, maintenance and servicing of the District can 
also be included. 
 
The estimated FY 2013 expenditures for the proposed District are itemized by zone as follows: 
 

Zone Estimated Revenue
Number Name/Location  for Fiscal Year 2013

1 Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St. $6,900.00
2 Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave. $7,911.80
3 Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave. $121,241.00
4 Pacheco Wy., Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward Crk. $21,175.00
5 Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St. $5,286.56
6 Peppertree Pk. $9,988.00
7 Mission Blvd., Industrial Pkwy, & Arrowhead Wy. $167,040.00
8 Capitola St. $8,400.00
9 Orchard Ave. $1,850.00
10 Eden Shores $160,200.00
11 Stonebrae Country Club $146,142.54
12 Eden Shores East - Sports Park $45,695.88
13 Cannery Place $60,750.00

TOTAL: $762,580.78

TABLE 3:  REVENUE PER BENEFIT ZONE

 
 
For a detailed breakdown on the operation, maintenance and servicing costs for each Benefit Zone, refer 
to Appendix "A." 
 
The 1972 Act requires that a special fund be set up for the revenues and expenditures for the District.  
Funds raised by the assessments shall be used only for the purposes as stated herein.  Any balance 
remaining on July 1 at the end of the fiscal year must be carried over to the next fiscal year. 
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PART C 
 

ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 
 

The boundary of the City of Hayward’s Landscaping & Lighting Assessment District No. 96-1 is 
completely within the boundaries of the City of Hayward.  The Assessment Diagram which shows the 
thirteen (13) zones is on file in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward and shown in 
Appendix “B” of this report.  The lines and dimensions of each lot or parcel within the District are those 
lines and dimensions shown on the maps of the Assessor of the County of Alameda, for the year when this 
report was prepared, and are incorporated by reference herein and made part of this report. 
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PART D 
 

METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 
 
Part 2 of Division 15 of the Streets and Highways Code, the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, 
permits the establishment of assessment districts by agencies for the purpose of providing certain public 
improvements which include the operation, maintenance and servicing of landscaping and street lighting 
improvements. 
 
Section 22573 of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 requires that maintenance assessments must 
be levied according to benefit rather than according to assessed value.  This Section states: 
 

"The net amount to be assessed upon lands within an assessment district may be apportioned by any 
formula or method which fairly distributes the net amount among all assessable lots or parcels in 
proportion to the estimated benefit to be received by each such lot or parcel from the improvements." 
 
The determination of whether or not a lot or parcel will benefit from the improvements shall be made 
pursuant to the Improvement Act of 1911 (Division 7 (commencing with Section 5000)) [of the Streets and 
Highways Code, State of California]." 

 
Proposition 218 also requires that maintenance assessments must be levied according to benefit rather 
than according to assessed value.  In addition, Article XIIID, Section 4(a) of the California Constitution 
limits the amount of any assessment to the proportional special benefit conferred on the property. 
 
Because assessments are levied on the basis of benefit, they are not considered a tax, and, therefore, are 
not governed by Article XIIIA of the California Constitution. 

 
The 1972 Act permits the designation of zones of benefit within any individual assessment district if "by 
reasons or variations in the nature, location, and extent of the improvements, the various areas will 
receive different degrees of benefit from the improvement" (Sec. 22547).  Thus, the 1972 Act requires the 
levy of a true "assessment" rather than a "special tax." 
 
Article XIIID of the California Constitution provides that publicly owned properties must be assessed 
unless there is clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special benefit from the 
assessment.  Exempted from the assessment would be the areas of public streets, public avenues, public 
lanes, public roads, public drives, public courts, public alleys, public easements and rights-of-ways.   
 
ZONE CLASSIFICATION 

Each benefit zone is unique and distinguishable from other benefit zones located within the District.  
Each benefit zone is evaluated to determine which improvements are of a specific and direct benefit to 
the parcels in that benefit zone.  Once the improvements have been identified, a method of spreading 
those costs to the benefiting parcels was developed. 
 
As certain subdivisions develop throughout the City of Hayward, they may be annexed into an existing 
zone or there may be a new zone formed.  Each new subdivision is evaluated to determine which 
improvements are of a specific and direct benefit to the parcels within the subdivision and then a 
determination is made whether to annex them into an existing zone or whether to form a new zone.  The 
parcels, which benefit from the improvements, are identified and a benefit assessment spread 
methodology is developed to spread the costs of the improvements to the benefiting parcels. 
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The following is a listing of the various zones in the District, their corresponding number of parcels in 
each benefit zone, and the method of apportioning the costs of the improvements: 
 

• Zone 1 (Huntwood Avenue & Panjon Street)  Tract 6041 

This zone was established in 1990 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $265.64 per single-
family residential parcel with no automatic allowance for a Consumer Price Index (CPI) increase 
each fiscal year.  The special benefit derived by the individual lots is indistinguishable from each 
other.  Therefore, each of the 30 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment 
for this zone.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities 
within the zone is $6,900.00.  Since the amount needed to operate and maintain facilities in this zone 
remains below the base maximum amount, the following amount should be collected: 
 

$230.00 per parcel 
 

• Zone 2 (Harder Road & Mocine Avenue)  Tract 6042 

This zone was established in 1991 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $93.08 per single-
family residential parcel with no automatic allowance for CPI increase each fiscal year.  The special 
benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each of the 
85 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 2013, the 
total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is $7,911.80.  
Since the collection rate is limited to the base maximum amount, the following amount should be 
collected: 
 

$93.08 per parcel 
 

• Zone 3 (Hayward Boulevard & Fairview Avenue)  Tract 4007 
 
In 1992, Benefit Zone No. 3 was established and the base maximum rate was set at $328.82 per parcel. 
In FY 2004, a group of property owners formed a Landscape Committee for the purpose of addressing 
the substandard landscaping conditions that had arisen in Benefit Zone No. 3.  The Landscape 
Committee developed a comprehensive landscape plan and presented the plan to City staff and 
property owners within Benefit Zone No. 3. After receiving City and property owner support, the 
Landscape Committee proposed to increase assessments to fund the construction of additional 
landscape improvements and to increase the level of maintenance for the existing and proposed 
landscaping within Benefit Zone No. 3.  In FY 2006 the City conducted a mailed ballot election to 
determine if there is sufficient support to increase assessments.  The assessment increases were 
approved by a majority of the voters who voted.  Therefore, in FY 2006 the base maximum 
assessment rate per parcel was increased from $328.82 to $1,023.56.  This increase in the base 
maximum rate consisted of two components; $694.52/yr. for maintenance and $329.04/yr. for the 
construction of capital improvements.  The base maximum amount for constructing the capital 
improvements was only charged for three (3) years.  In FY 2009 the base maximum increase 
associated with the construction of capital improvements was eliminated.  Each fiscal year, 
commencing in FY 2009, the base maximum rate for the maintenance component, $694.52 may be 
increased annually based upon the prior year’s change in the Consumer Price Index for the San 
Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Area.  The base year for calculating CPI increases was set for July 1, 
2006.  On July 1, 2006 the CPI Index was set at 205.2.  The most current CPI Index available at the 
time of this report was December 2011.  The December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 
12.63% (231.109/205.2) increase since the base year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $782.20 per 
parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The collection rate will be $782.20 per parcel. 

74



CITY OF HAYWARD LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING   SECTION II 
 ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No. 96-1, FISCAL YEAR 2013         PART D 

-24- 

The special benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, 
each of the 155 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 
2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is 
$121,241.00.  Since the collection rate is limited to the base maximum amount, the following amount 
should be collected: 
 

$782.20 per parcel 
 

• Zone 4 (Pacheco Way, Stratford Rd, Ruus Ln, Ward Creek)  Tracts 6472, 6560, 6683 & 6682 

This zone was established in 1995 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $121.00 per single-
family residential parcel with no automatic allowance for CPI increase each fiscal year.  In 2002, the 
City sent out a notice and ballot to each affected property owner requesting their approval to modify 
their maximum assessment rate to include an allowance for an automatic increase that reflects the 
prior year’s change in the Consumer Price Index.  The results of the ballot tabulation revealed that there 
was a majority protest received, weighted by assessment amount, and therefore, the adjustment to the 
assessment formula was not imposed.  The City has reduced the level of service within this benefit 
zone to coincide with the projected revenue to be received. The special benefit derived by the 
individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each of the 175 parcels shall be 
apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 2013, the total assessment 
revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is $21,175.00.  Since the 
collection rate is limited to the base maximum amount, the following amount should be collected: 
 

$121.00 per parcel 
 

• Zone 5 (Soto Road & Plum Tree Street)  Tracts 6641 & 6754 

This zone was established in 1995 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $139.12 per single-
family residential parcel with no automatic allowance for CPI increase each fiscal year.  In 2002, the 
City sent out a notice and ballot to each affected property owner requesting their approval to 
increase the maximum assessment rate from the current base amount of $139.12 to $199.12 and 
include an allowance for an automatic increase reflecting the prior year’s change in the CPI each 
subsequent fiscal year.  The results of the election revealed that there was a majority protest received, 
and therefore, the adjustment to the assessment formula was not imposed for FY 2003.  The City has 
reduced the level of service within this benefit zone to coincide with the projected revenue to be 
received. The special benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  
Therefore, each of the 38 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this 
zone.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within 
the zone is $5,286.56.  Since the collection rate is limited to the base maximum amount, the following 
amount should be collected: 
 

$139.12 per parcel 
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• Zone 6 (Peppertree Park)  Tract 4420 & Lot 2 of Tract 3337 

This zone was established in 1982 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $2.61 per linear foot 
with no automatic allowance for CPI increase each fiscal year.  The costs are spread to each parcel in 
proportion to the San Clemente Street frontage length to the overall San Clemente Street frontage 
within the district.  The street frontage is based on the actual linear length of each parcel at the street 
right-of-way line.  The overall street frontage is 4,994 feet from the San Clemente P.C.R. at Zephyr 
Avenue to the intersection of the northerly boundary of Lot 17 and San Clemente Street and the 
northerly boundary of Lot 2, Tract 3337.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate 
and maintain the facilities within the zone is $9,988.00.  Since the amount needed to operate and 
maintain facilities in this zone remains below the base maximum amount, the following amount 
should be collected: 

 
$2.00 per linear foot 

 

• Zone 7 (Mission Boulevard, Industrial Parkway, Arrowhead Way)  Tract 7015 

This zone was established in 1998 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $597.57 per parcel 
with an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  The 
base year for calculating CPI increases was set for April 1, 1999.  On April 1, 1999, the CPI Index was 
set at 168.8.  The most current CPI Index available at the time of this report was December 2011.  The 
December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 36.91% (231.109/168.8) increase since the base 
year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $818.15 per parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The special 
benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each of the 
343 single-family parcels and the 5 parcels comprising the parks and golf course shall be apportioned 
an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed 
to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is $167,040.00. Since the amount needed to 
operate and maintain facilities in this zone remains below the base maximum amount, the following 
amount should be collected: 
 

$480.00 per parcel 
 

• Zone 8 (Capitola Street)  Tract 7033 

This zone was established in 1999 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $442.83 per parcel 
with an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  The 
base year for calculating CPI increases was set for April 1, 2000.  On April 1, 2000 the CPI Index was 
set at 174.9.  The most current CPI Index available at the time of this report was December 2011.  The 
December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 32.14% (231.109/174.9) increase since the base 
year. Therefore, the base maximum of $585.15 per parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The special 
benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each of the 
24 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 2013, the 
total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is $8,400.00.  
Since the amount needed to operate and maintain facilities in this zone remains below the base 
maximum amount, the following amount should be collected: 
 

$350.00 per parcel 
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• Zone 9 (Orchard Avenue)  Tract 7063 

This zone was established in 2000 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $125.00 per parcel 
with an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  The 
base year for calculating CPI increases was set for April 1, 2001.  On April 1, 2001, the CPI Index was 
set at 184.9.  The most current CPI Index available at the time of this report was December 2011.  The 
December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 24.99% (231.109/184.9) increase since the base 
year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $156.24 per parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The special 
benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each of the 
74 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  In FY 2013, the 
total revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the zone is $1,850.00.  Since the 
amount needed to operate and maintain facilities in this zone remains below the base maximum 
amount, the following amount should be collected:  

 
$25.00 per parcel 

 

• Zone 10 (Eden Shores)  Tracts No. 7317, 7360 and 7361 

This zone was established in June 2003 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $775.00 per 
parcel with an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each 
year.  The base year for calculating CPI increases was set for July 1, 2003.  On July 1, 2003, the CPI 
Index was set at 192.25.  The most current CPI Index available at the time of this report was 
December 2011.  The December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 20.21% (231.109/192.25) 
increase since the base year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $931.65 per parcel could be assessed in 
FY 2013. The special benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  
Therefore, each of the 534 parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this 
zone.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within 
the zone is $160,200.00.  Since the amount needed to operate and maintain facilities in this zone 
remains below the base maximum amount, the following amount should be collected:  
 

$300.00 per parcel 
 

• Zone 11 (Stonebrae Country Club)  Tracts No. 5354 

This zone was established in July 2006 and the maximum assessment rate was set at $1,173.26/yr. for 
each proposed single-family parcel with an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from 
April 1st to March 31st of each year.  The base year for calculating CPI increases was set for July 1, 
2006.  On July 1, 2006, the CPI Index was set at 205.2.  The most current CPI Index available at the 
time of this report was December 2011.  The December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 
12.63% (231.109/205.2) increase since the base year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $1,321.40 per 
parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The project is proposed to be developed in multiple phases. The 
current development phases will be constructed first and consist of the 279 proposed single-family 
parcels located at or near the entrance to the development.  The future development phases will 
consist of the remaining 277 proposed single-family parcels.  In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue 
needed to operate and maintain the facilities is $146,142.54.  Therefore, each of the 279 parcels 
located within the current development will be assessed $344.92 and the remaining 277 single-family 
parcels will be assessed $180.18 as shown below:  

 
$344.92 per parcel (Current Development) 

$180.18 per parcel (Future Development) 
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• Zone 12 (Eden Shores East)  Tract 7489 & 7708 

This zone was established in 2007 with a maximum base maximum rate of $160.00 per parcel which 
includes an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  
The base year for calculating CPI increases was set for April 1, 2007.  On April 1, 2007, the CPI Index 
was set at 211.189.  The most current CPI Index available at the time of this report was December 
2011. The December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 9.43% (231.109/211.189) increase since 
the base year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $175.08 per parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The 
special benefit derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable from each other.  Therefore, each 
of the 261 proposed parcels shall be apportioned an equal share of the total assessment for this zone.  
In FY 2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities within the 
zone is $45,695.88.  Since the collection rate is limited to the base maximum amount, the following 
amount should be collected: 

 
$175.08 per proposed parcel 

 
 

• Zone 13 (Cannery Place)  Tract 7613, 7625, 7748 & 7749 

This zone was established in June 2008 with a base maximum rate of $951.98 per residential unit and 
$951.98 per commercial parcel which includes an automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually 
from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  The base year for calculating CPI increases was set for July 1, 
2008.  On July 1, 2008, the CPI Index was set at 221.4195.  The most current CPI Index available at the 
time of this report was December 2011.  The December 2011 CPI was 231.109, which translates to a 
4.38% (231.109/221.4195) increase since the base year.  Therefore, the base maximum of $993.64 per 
residential unit and commercial parcel could be assessed in FY 2013.  The project is proposed to be 
developed in two (2) phases. The current development phase will be constructed first and consist of 
the 405 residential units which have approved building permit applications.  The future development 
phase will consist of the remaining 223 residential units and one commercial retail parcel.  In FY 
2013, the total assessment revenue needed to operate and maintain the facilities is $60,750.00.  
Therefore, each of the 405 residential units located within the current development phase will be 
assessed $150.00 and the remaining 223 residential units and one commercial retail parcel within the 
future development phase will be assessed $0.00 as shown below:  

 
$150.00 per unit (Current Development  – Residential Unit) 
$0.00 per parcel (Future Development  – Commercial Parcel) 

$0.00 per unit (Future Development  – Residential Unit) 
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PART E 
 

PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 
 
A list of names and addresses of the owners of all parcels, and the description of each lot or parcel within 
the City of Hayward’s Landscaping & Lighting Assessment District No. 96-1 is shown on the last 
equalized Property Tax Roll of the Assessor of the County of Alameda, which by reference is hereby made 
a part of this report.   
 
This list is keyed to the Assessor's Parcel Numbers as shown on the Assessment Roll, which includes the 
proposed amount of assessments for FY 2013 apportioned to each lot or parcel.  The Assessment Roll is 
on file in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward and is shown in this report as Appendix “C”.  
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A-1 

Fund 831 - Zone 1 - Fiscal Year 2013
Huntwood Avenue & Panjon Street

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 30 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $19,906.53 

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (30 Assessable Parcels) $6,900.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($117.30)
Net Revenue $6,782.70 
Total Available $26,689.23 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $1,440.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $2,000.00
(c) Landscape Upgrade/Replacement $500.00

Subtotal I: $3,940.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $115.00

Subtotal II: $970.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,860.00

Subtotal III: $1,860.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $6,770.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $19,919.23

Deposit to Reserves $12.70

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $3,385.00
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $16,534.23

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $19,919.23

Collection per Parcel $230.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $265.64

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an

    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31

    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need repair/replacement because of failure, damage,

     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-2 

Fund 832 - Zone 2 - Fiscal Year 2013
Harder Road & Mocine Avenue

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 85 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $8,477.27

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (85 Assessable Parcels) $7,911.80 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($134.50)
Net Revenue $7,777.30 
Total Available $16,254.57 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $1,300.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $4,500.00
Subtotal I: $5,800.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $120.00

Subtotal II: $975.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,000.00

Subtotal III: $1,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $7,775.00

Ending Balance (June 30, 2013) $8,479.57

Deposit to Reserves $2.30

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $3,887.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $4,592.07

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $8,479.57

Collection per Parcel $93.08

Base Assessment per Parcel $93.08

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-3 

Fund 833 - Zone 3 - Fiscal Year 2013
Hayward Boulevard & Fairview Avenue

Fiscal Year 2013 
Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 155 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $144,148.76

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (155 Assessable Parcels) $121,241.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($2,061.10)
Net Revenue $119,179.90 
Total Available $263,328.67 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $29,000.00
(b) Capital Project: Calsense Water Conservation Project $26,000.00
(c) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $43,000.00
Subtotal I: $98,000.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $250.00

Subtotal II: $2,845.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $10,000.00

Subtotal III: $10,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $110,845.00

Ending Balance (June 30, 2013) $152,483.67

Deposit into Reserves (HOA requested minimum of $10,000) $8,334.90

RESERVE DETAIL
(a) Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $55,422.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $97,061.17

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $152,483.67

Collection per Parcel $782.20

Base Assessment per Parcel $782.20

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-4 

Fund 834 - Zone 4 - Fiscal Year 2013
Pacheco Way, Stratford Road, Ruus Lane, Ward Creek

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 175 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $83,843.53

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (175 Assessable Parcels) $21,175.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($359.98)
Net Revenue $20,815.03 
Total Available $104,658.56 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $3,000.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $10,400.00
Subtotal I: $13,400.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Special Services (Alameda County Drainage and Access Facilities) $4,900.00
(c) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $150.00

Subtotal II: $5,905.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,500.00

Subtotal III: $1,500.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $20,805.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $83,853.56

Deposit into Reserves $10.03

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $10,402.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $73,451.06

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $83,853.56

Collection per Parcel $121.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $121.00

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-5 

Fund 835 - Zone 5 - Fiscal Year 2013
Soto Road & Plum Tree Street

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 38 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $7,574.09

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (38 Assessable Parcels) $5,286.56 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($89.87)
Net Revenue $5,196.69 
Total Available $12,770.78 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $1,110.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $1,800.00
(c) Graffiti Abatement $400.00

Subtotal I: $3,310.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $120.00

Subtotal II: $975.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $900.00

Subtotal III: $900.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $5,185.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $7,585.78

Deposit into Reserves $11.69

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $2,592.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $4,993.28

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $7,585.78

Collection per Parcel $139.12

Base Assessment per Parcel $139.12

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-6 

Fund 820 - Zone 6 - Fiscal Year 2013
Peppertree Park

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Length of Assessable Street Frontage 4,994 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $45,783.05

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (4,994 Assessable Liner Feet) $9,988.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($169.80)
Net Revenue $9,818.20 
Total Available $55,601.26 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $2,350.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $3,000.00
(c) Median Improvements $1,900.00

Subtotal I: $7,250.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $110.00

Subtotal II: $965.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,500.00

Subtotal III: $1,500.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $9,715.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $45,886.26

Deposit into Reserves $103.20

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $4,857.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $41,028.76

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $45,886.26

Collection per Parcel $2.00

Base Assessment per Linear Foot $2.61

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-7 

Fund 837 - Zone 7 - Fiscal Year 2013
Mission Boulevard, Industrial Parkway, Arrowhead Way

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 348 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $335,537.15

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (348 Assessable Parcels) $167,040.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($2,839.68)
Net Revenue $164,200.32 
Total Available $499,737.47 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $41,000.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $51,200.00
Subtotal I: $92,200.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Special Services (HARD) $60,000.00
(c) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $400.00

Subtotal II: $62,995.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $9,000.00

Subtotal III: $9,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $164,195.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $335,542.47

Deposit into Reserves $5.32

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $82,097.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $253,444.97

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $335,542.47

Collection per Parcel $480.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $818.15

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-8 

Fund 839 - Zone 8 - Fiscal Year 2013
Capitola Street

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 24 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $25,347.83

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (24 Assessable Parcels) $8,400.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($142.80)
Net Revenue $8,257.20 
Total Available $33,605.03 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $3,490.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $2,600.00
Subtotal I: $6,090.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $110.00

Subtotal II: $965.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,200.00

Subtotal III: $1,200.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $8,255.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $25,350.03

Deposit into Reserves $2.20

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1

$4,127.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $21,222.53

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $25,350.03

Collection per Parcel $350.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $585.15

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-9 

Fund 821 - Zone 9 - Fiscal Year 2013
Orchard Avenue

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 74 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $10,657.61

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (74 Assessable Parcels) $1,850.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($31.45)
Net Revenue $1,818.55 
Total Available $12,476.16 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $0.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $400.00
Subtotal I: $400.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services (consultants) $855.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $100.00

Subtotal II: $955.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $460.00

Subtotal III: $460.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $1,815.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $10,661.16

Deposit into Reserves $3.55

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $907.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $9,753.66

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $10,661.16

Collection per Parcel $25.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $156.24

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-10 

Fund 822 - Zone 10 - Fiscal Year 2013
Eden Shores

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 534 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $823,697.61

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (534 Assessable Parcels) $160,200.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($2,723.40)
Net Revenue $157,476.60 
Total Available $981,174.21 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $20,000.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, 

trimming, and masonry wall surface maintenance (See II.c) $0.00
Subtotal I: $20,000.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Special Services (HARD 5-Acre Park Maintenance) $90,000.00
(c) Special Services (Eden Shores HOA) $36,000.00
(d) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $350.00

Subtotal II: $128,945.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $8,500.00

Subtotal III: $8,500.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $157,445.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $823,729.21

Deposit into Reserves $31.60

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $78,722.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $745,006.71

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $823,729.21

Collection per Parcel $300.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $931.65

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-11 

Fund 823 - Zone 11 - Fiscal Year 2013
Stonebrae Country Club

Fiscal Year 2013 
Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels (Current Development) 279
Number of Assessable Parcels (Future Development) 277

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $624,329.31

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (244 Current Assessable Parcels) $96,232.68 
Annual Assessment Fee (312 Future Assessable Parcels) $49,909.86 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($2,484.42)
Net Revenue $143,658.12 
Total Available $767,987.42 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy (Stonebrae HOA) $57,000.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Lighting Repair/Replacement $5,800.00
(c) Landscape Upgrade/Replacement $10,000.00

Subtotal I: $72,800.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Special Services (Stonebrae HOA - Landscaping) $61,000.00
(c) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $260.00

Subtotal II: $63,855.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $7,000.00

Subtotal III: $7,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $143,655.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $624,332.42

Deposit into Reserves $3.12

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $71,827.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $552,504.92

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $624,332.42

Collection per Parcel (current development) $344.92

Collection per Parcel (future development) $180.18

Base Assessment per Parcel $1,321.40

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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A-12 

Fund 824 - Zone 12 - Fiscal Year 2013
Eden Shores East

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 261 

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $24,343.82

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (261 Assessable Parcels) $45,695.88 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($776.83)
Net Revenue $44,919.05 
Total Available $69,262.87 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY (HARD)
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy (HARD) $0.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance, debris removal, and 

masonry wall surface maintenance (See II.b) $0.00
Subtotal I: $0.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Special Services (HARD) $39,000.00
(c) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $220.00

Subtotal II: $41,815.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $3,100.00

Subtotal III: $3,100.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $44,915.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $24,347.87

Deposit into Reserves $4.05

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $22,457.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $1,890.37

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $24,347.87

Collection per Parcel $175.08

Base Assessment per Parcel $175.08

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are not needed for future fiscal years because the Hayward Area

    Recreation and Park District will front the costs until the City is paid by the County.
(2)  Capital reserves are not needed for future fiscal years because the Hayward Area
    Recreation and Park District will budget these costs from their General Fund.
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A-13 

Fund 825 - Zone 13 - Fiscal Year 2013
Cannery Place

Fiscal Year 
2013 Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels (Current Development) 405
Number of Assessable Parcels (Future Development) 224

Beginning Balance of Fiscal Year (July 1, 2012) $98,877.91

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (297 Current Assessable Parcels) $60,750.00 
Annual Assessment Fee (332 Future Assessable Parcels) $0.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%) ($1,032.75)
Net Revenue $59,717.25 
Total Available $158,595.16 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy (Vacant) $0.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance plus debris removal, 

weeding, trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance 
(Vacant) $0.00

Subtotal I: $0.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $200.00

Subtotal II: $2,795.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $3,500.00

Subtotal III: $3,500.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $6,295.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $152,300.16

Deposit into Reserves $53,422.25

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $3,147.50
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $149,152.66

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $152,300.16

Collection per Parcel (current development) $150.00

Collection per Parcel (future development) $0.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $993.64

NOTES:
(1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive

    assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have an
    operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through December 31
    each fiscal year.
(2)  In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage 
     or vandalism these funds will be used.
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City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Huntwood Ave. & Panjon St.
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 01

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

465 -0005-011-00     $230.00

465 -0005-012-00     $230.00

465 -0005-013-00     $230.00

465 -0005-014-00     $230.00

465 -0005-015-00     $230.00

465 -0005-016-00     $230.00

465 -0005-017-00     $230.00

465 -0005-018-00     $230.00

465 -0005-019-00     $230.00

465 -0005-020-00     $230.00

465 -0005-021-00     $230.00

465 -0005-022-00     $230.00

465 -0005-023-00     $230.00

465 -0005-024-00     $230.00

465 -0005-025-00     $230.00

465 -0005-026-00     $230.00

465 -0005-027-00     $230.00

465 -0005-028-00     $230.00

465 -0005-029-00     $230.00

465 -0005-030-00     $230.00

465 -0005-031-00     $230.00

465 -0005-032-00     $230.00

465 -0005-033-00     $230.00

465 -0005-034-00     $230.00

465 -0005-035-00     $230.00

465 -0005-036-00     $230.00

465 -0005-037-00     $230.00

465 -0005-038-00     $230.00

465 -0005-039-00     $230.00

465 -0005-040-00     $230.00

@    30Total Parcels:

   $6,900.00
Total
Assessment:

      103/06/12 D -
111



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Harder Rd. & Mocine Ave.
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 02

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

452 -0004-006-00      $93.08

452 -0004-007-00      $93.08

452 -0004-008-00      $93.08

452 -0004-009-00      $93.08

452 -0004-010-00      $93.08

452 -0004-011-00      $93.08

452 -0004-012-00      $93.08

452 -0004-013-00      $93.08

452 -0004-014-00      $93.08

452 -0004-015-00      $93.08

452 -0004-016-00      $93.08

452 -0004-017-00      $93.08

452 -0004-018-00      $93.08

452 -0004-019-00      $93.08

452 -0004-020-00      $93.08

452 -0004-021-00      $93.08

452 -0004-022-00      $93.08

452 -0004-023-00      $93.08

452 -0004-024-00      $93.08

452 -0004-025-00      $93.08

452 -0004-026-00      $93.08

452 -0004-027-00      $93.08

452 -0004-028-00      $93.08

452 -0004-029-00      $93.08

452 -0004-030-00      $93.08

452 -0004-031-00      $93.08

452 -0004-032-00      $93.08

452 -0004-033-00      $93.08

452 -0004-034-00      $93.08

452 -0004-035-00      $93.08

452 -0004-036-00      $93.08

452 -0004-037-00      $93.08

452 -0004-038-00      $93.08

452 -0004-039-00      $93.08

452 -0004-040-00      $93.08

452 -0004-041-00      $93.08

452 -0004-042-00      $93.08

452 -0004-043-00      $93.08

452 -0004-045-00      $93.08

452 -0004-046-00      $93.08

452 -0004-047-00      $93.08

452 -0004-048-00      $93.08

452 -0004-049-00      $93.08

452 -0004-050-00      $93.08

452 -0004-051-00      $93.08

452 -0004-052-00      $93.08

452 -0004-053-00      $93.08

452 -0004-054-00      $93.08

452 -0004-055-00      $93.08

452 -0004-056-00      $93.08

452 -0004-057-00      $93.08

452 -0004-058-00      $93.08

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

452 -0004-059-00      $93.08

452 -0004-060-00      $93.08

452 -0004-061-00      $93.08

452 -0004-062-00      $93.08

452 -0004-063-00      $93.08

452 -0004-064-00      $93.08

452 -0004-065-00      $93.08

452 -0004-066-00      $93.08

452 -0004-067-00      $93.08

452 -0004-068-00      $93.08

452 -0004-069-00      $93.08

452 -0004-070-00      $93.08

452 -0004-071-00      $93.08

452 -0004-072-00      $93.08

452 -0004-073-00      $93.08

452 -0004-074-00      $93.08

452 -0004-075-00      $93.08

452 -0004-076-00      $93.08

452 -0004-077-00      $93.08

452 -0004-078-00      $93.08

452 -0004-079-00      $93.08

452 -0004-080-00      $93.08

452 -0004-081-00      $93.08

452 -0004-082-00      $93.08

452 -0004-083-00      $93.08

452 -0004-084-00      $93.08

452 -0004-085-00      $93.08

452 -0004-086-00      $93.08

452 -0004-087-00      $93.08

452 -0004-088-00      $93.08

452 -0004-089-00      $93.08

452 -0004-090-00      $93.08

452 -0004-091-00      $93.08

@    85Total Parcels:

   $7,91 1 .80
Total
Assessment:

      203/06/12 D -
112



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Hayward Blvd. & Fairview Ave.
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 03

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

425 -0490-008-00     $782.20

425 -0490-009-00     $782.20

425 -0490-010-00     $782.20

425 -0490-011-00     $782.20

425 -0490-012-00     $782.20

425 -0490-013-00     $782.20

425 -0490-014-00     $782.20

425 -0490-015-00     $782.20

425 -0490-016-00     $782.20

425 -0490-017-00     $782.20

425 -0490-018-00     $782.20

425 -0490-019-00     $782.20

425 -0490-020-00     $782.20

425 -0490-021-00     $782.20

425 -0490-022-00     $782.20

425 -0490-023-00     $782.20

425 -0490-024-00     $782.20

425 -0490-025-00     $782.20

425 -0490-026-00     $782.20

425 -0490-027-00     $782.20

425 -0490-028-00     $782.20

425 -0490-029-00     $782.20

425 -0490-030-00     $782.20

425 -0490-031-00     $782.20

425 -0490-032-00     $782.20

425 -0490-033-00     $782.20

425 -0490-034-00     $782.20

425 -0490-035-00     $782.20

425 -0490-037-00     $782.20

425 -0490-039-00     $782.20

425 -0490-040-00     $782.20

425 -0490-041-00     $782.20

425 -0490-042-00     $782.20

425 -0490-043-00     $782.20

425 -0490-044-00     $782.20

425 -0490-045-00     $782.20

425 -0490-046-00     $782.20

425 -0490-047-00     $782.20

425 -0490-048-00     $782.20

425 -0490-049-00     $782.20

425 -0490-050-00     $782.20

425 -0490-051-00     $782.20

425 -0490-052-00     $782.20

425 -0490-053-00     $782.20

425 -0490-054-00     $782.20

425 -0490-055-00     $782.20

425 -0490-056-00     $782.20

425 -0490-057-00     $782.20

425 -0490-058-00     $782.20

425 -0490-059-00     $782.20

425 -0490-060-02     $782.20

425 -0490-061-01     $782.20

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

425 -0490-062-00     $782.20

425 -0490-063-00     $782.20

425 -0490-064-00     $782.20

425 -0490-065-00     $782.20

425 -0490-066-00     $782.20

425 -0490-067-00     $782.20

425 -0490-068-00     $782.20

425 -0490-069-00     $782.20

425 -0490-070-00     $782.20

425 -0490-071-00     $782.20

425 -0490-072-00     $782.20

425 -0490-073-00     $782.20

425 -0490-074-00     $782.20

425 -0490-075-00     $782.20

425 -0490-076-00     $782.20

425 -0490-077-00     $782.20

425 -0490-078-00     $782.20

425 -0490-079-00     $782.20

425 -0490-080-00     $782.20

425 -0490-081-00     $782.20

425 -0490-082-00     $782.20

425 -0490-083-00     $782.20

425 -0490-084-00     $782.20

425 -0490-085-00     $782.20

425 -0490-086-00     $782.20

425 -0490-087-00     $782.20

425 -0490-088-00     $782.20

425 -0490-093-00     $782.20

425 -0490-095-00     $782.20

425 -0490-097-00     $782.20

425 -0490-098-00     $782.20

425 -0490-099-00     $782.20

425 -0490-101-00     $782.20

425 -0490-102-00     $782.20

425 -0490-103-00     $782.20

425 -0490-104-00     $782.20

425 -0490-105-00     $782.20

425 -0490-106-00     $782.20

425 -0490-109-00     $782.20

425 -0490-111-00     $782.20

425 -0490-112-00     $782.20

425 -0490-113-00     $782.20

425 -0490-114-00     $782.20

425 -0490-115-00     $782.20

425 -0490-116-00     $782.20

425 -0490-117-00     $782.20

425 -0490-118-00     $782.20

425 -0490-119-00     $782.20

425 -0490-120-00     $782.20

425 -0490-121-00     $782.20

425 -0490-122-00     $782.20

425 -0490-123-00     $782.20

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

425 -0490-124-00     $782.20

425 -0490-125-00     $782.20

425 -0490-127-00     $782.20

425 -0490-128-00     $782.20

425 -0490-129-00     $782.20

425 -0490-130-00     $782.20

425 -0490-131-00     $782.20

425 -0490-132-00     $782.20

425 -0490-133-00     $782.20

425 -0490-134-00     $782.20

425 -0490-135-00     $782.20

425 -0490-136-00     $782.20

425 -0490-137-00     $782.20

425 -0490-138-00     $782.20

425 -0490-139-00     $782.20

425 -0490-140-00     $782.20

425 -0490-141-00     $782.20

425 -0490-142-00     $782.20

425 -0490-143-00     $782.20

425 -0490-144-00     $782.20

425 -0490-145-00     $782.20

425 -0490-146-00     $782.20

425 -0490-147-00     $782.20

425 -0490-148-00     $782.20

425 -0490-149-00     $782.20

425 -0490-150-00     $782.20

425 -0490-151-00     $782.20

425 -0490-152-00     $782.20

425 -0490-153-00     $782.20

425 -0490-154-00     $782.20

425 -0490-155-00     $782.20

425 -0490-156-00     $782.20

425 -0490-157-00     $782.20

425 -0490-158-00     $782.20

425 -0490-159-00     $782.20

425 -0490-160-00     $782.20

425 -0490-161-00     $782.20

425 -0490-162-00     $782.20

425 -0490-163-00     $782.20

425 -0490-164-00     $782.20

425 -0490-165-00     $782.20

425 -0490-166-00     $782.20

425 -0490-167-00     $782.20

425 -0490-168-00     $782.20

425 -0490-169-00     $782.20

425 -0490-170-00     $782.20

425 -0490-171-00     $782.20

425 -0490-091-01     $782.20

425 -0490-175-00     $782.20

425 -0490-177-00     $782.20

425 -0490-178-01     $782.20

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

@   1 55Total Parcels:

 $1 21 ,241 .00
Total
Assessment:

      303/06/12 D -
113



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Pacheco Wy, Stratford Rd, Russ Ln, Ward
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 04

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0121-001-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-002-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-003-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-004-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-005-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-006-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-007-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-008-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-009-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-010-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-011-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-012-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-013-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-014-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-015-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-016-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-017-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-018-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-019-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-020-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-021-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-022-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-023-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-024-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-025-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-026-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-027-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-028-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-029-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-030-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-031-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-032-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-033-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-034-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-035-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-036-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-037-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-038-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-039-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-040-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-041-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-042-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-049-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-050-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-051-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-052-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-053-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-054-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-055-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-056-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-057-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-058-00     $1 21 .00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0121-059-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-060-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-061-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-062-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-063-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-064-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-065-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-066-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-067-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-068-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-069-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-070-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-071-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-072-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-073-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-074-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-075-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-076-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-077-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-078-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-080-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-081-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-082-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-083-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-084-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-085-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-086-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-087-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-088-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-089-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-090-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-091-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-092-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-093-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-094-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-095-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0121-096-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-001-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-003-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-004-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-005-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-006-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-007-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-008-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-009-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-010-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-011-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-012-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-013-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-014-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-015-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-016-00     $1 21 .00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0122-017-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-018-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-019-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-020-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-021-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-022-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-023-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-024-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-025-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-026-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-027-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-028-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-029-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-030-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-031-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-032-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-033-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-034-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-035-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-036-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-037-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-038-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-039-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-040-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-041-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-042-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-043-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-044-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-045-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-046-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-047-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-048-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-049-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-050-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-051-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-052-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-053-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-054-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-055-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-056-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-057-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-058-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-059-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-060-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-061-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-062-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-063-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-064-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-065-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-066-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-067-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-068-00     $1 21 .00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0122-069-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-070-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-071-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-072-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-073-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-074-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-075-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-076-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-077-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-078-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-079-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-080-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-081-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-082-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-083-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-084-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-085-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-086-00     $1 21 .00

464 -0122-087-00     $1 21 .00

@   1 75Total Parcels:

  $21 ,1 75.00
Total
Assessment:

      403/06/12 D -
114



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Soto Rd. & Plum Tree St.
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 05

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

444 -0048-078-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-079-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-080-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-081-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-082-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-083-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-084-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-085-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-086-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-087-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-088-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-089-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-090-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-091-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-092-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-097-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-098-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-099-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-100-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-101-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-102-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-103-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-104-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-105-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-106-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-107-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-108-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-109-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-110-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-111-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-112-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-113-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-114-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-115-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-116-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-117-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-118-00     $1 39.1 2

444 -0048-119-00     $1 39.1 2

@    38Total Parcels:

   $5,286.56
Total
Assessment:

      503/06/12 D -
115



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Peppertree Pk
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 06

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

475 -0174-011-05     $954.44

475 -0174-014-01     $928.70

475 -0174-017-01     $783.58

475 -0174-019-02     $91 1 .20

475 -0174-022-01     $604.58

475 -0174-025-01     $81 1 .1 8

475 -0174-027-01     $489.46

475 -0174-033-00     $644.48

475 -0174-034-00     $658.58

475 -0174-042-00     $874.70

475 -0174-043-00   $2,327.1 0

@    1 1Total Parcels:

   $9,988.00
Total
Assessment:

      603/06/12 D -
116



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Mission Blvd, Industrial Pkwy, Arrowhead
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 07

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2651-016-00     $480.00

078G-2651-018-01     $480.00

078G-2651-018-02     $480.00

078G-2651-019-00     $480.00

078G-2652-002-00     $480.00

078G-2652-003-00     $480.00

078G-2652-004-00     $480.00

078G-2652-005-00     $480.00

078G-2652-006-00     $480.00

078G-2652-007-00     $480.00

078G-2652-008-00     $480.00

078G-2652-009-00     $480.00

078G-2652-010-00     $480.00

078G-2652-011-00     $480.00

078G-2652-012-00     $480.00

078G-2652-013-00     $480.00

078G-2652-014-00     $480.00

078G-2652-015-00     $480.00

078G-2652-016-00     $480.00

078G-2652-017-00     $480.00

078G-2652-018-00     $480.00

078G-2652-019-00     $480.00

078G-2652-020-00     $480.00

078G-2652-021-00     $480.00

078G-2652-022-00     $480.00

078G-2652-023-00     $480.00

078G-2652-024-00     $480.00

078G-2652-025-00     $480.00

078G-2652-026-00     $480.00

078G-2652-027-00     $480.00

078G-2652-028-00     $480.00

078G-2652-029-00     $480.00

078G-2652-030-00     $480.00

078G-2652-031-00     $480.00

078G-2652-032-00     $480.00

078G-2652-033-00     $480.00

078G-2652-034-00     $480.00

078G-2652-035-00     $480.00

078G-2652-036-00     $480.00

078G-2652-037-00     $480.00

078G-2652-038-00     $480.00

078G-2652-039-00     $480.00

078G-2652-040-00     $480.00

078G-2652-041-00     $480.00

078G-2652-042-00     $480.00

078G-2652-043-00     $480.00

078G-2652-044-00     $480.00

078G-2652-045-00     $480.00

078G-2652-046-00     $480.00

078G-2652-047-00     $480.00

078G-2652-048-00     $480.00

078G-2652-049-00     $480.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2652-050-00     $480.00

078G-2652-051-00     $480.00

078G-2652-052-00     $480.00

078G-2652-053-00     $480.00

078G-2652-054-00     $480.00

078G-2652-055-00     $480.00

078G-2652-056-00     $480.00

078G-2652-057-00     $480.00

078G-2652-058-00     $480.00

078G-2652-059-00     $480.00

078G-2652-060-00     $480.00

078G-2652-061-00     $480.00

078G-2652-062-00     $480.00

078G-2652-063-00     $480.00

078G-2652-064-00     $480.00

078G-2652-065-00     $480.00

078G-2652-066-00     $480.00

078G-2652-067-00     $480.00

078G-2652-068-00     $480.00

078G-2652-069-00     $480.00

078G-2652-070-00     $480.00

078G-2652-071-00     $480.00

078G-2652-072-00     $480.00

078G-2652-073-00     $480.00

078G-2652-074-00     $480.00

078G-2652-075-00     $480.00

078G-2652-076-00     $480.00

078G-2652-077-00     $480.00

078G-2652-078-00     $480.00

078G-2652-079-00     $480.00

078G-2652-080-00     $480.00

078G-2652-081-00     $480.00

078G-2652-082-00     $480.00

078G-2652-083-00     $480.00

078G-2652-084-00     $480.00

078G-2652-085-00     $480.00

078G-2652-086-00     $480.00

078G-2652-087-00     $480.00

078G-2652-088-00     $480.00

078G-2652-089-00     $480.00

078G-2652-090-00     $480.00

078G-2652-091-00     $480.00

078G-2652-092-00     $480.00

078G-2652-093-00     $480.00

078G-2652-094-00     $480.00

078G-2652-095-00     $480.00

078G-2652-096-00     $480.00

078G-2652-097-00     $480.00

078G-2652-098-00     $480.00

078G-2652-099-00     $480.00

078G-2652-100-00     $480.00

078G-2652-101-00     $480.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2652-102-00     $480.00

078G-2652-103-00     $480.00

078G-2652-104-00     $480.00

078G-2652-105-00     $480.00

078G-2652-106-00     $480.00

078G-2652-107-00     $480.00

078G-2652-108-00     $480.00

078G-2652-109-00     $480.00

078G-2652-110-00     $480.00

078G-2652-111-00     $480.00

078G-2652-112-00     $480.00

078G-2652-113-00     $480.00

078G-2652-114-00     $480.00

078G-2652-115-00     $480.00

078G-2652-116-00     $480.00

078G-2652-117-00     $480.00

078G-2652-118-00     $480.00

078G-2652-119-00     $480.00

078G-2652-120-00     $480.00

078G-2652-121-00     $480.00

078G-2652-122-00     $480.00

078G-2652-123-00     $480.00

078G-2652-124-00     $480.00

078G-2652-125-00     $480.00

078G-2652-126-00     $480.00

078G-2652-127-00     $480.00

078G-2652-128-00     $480.00

078G-2652-129-00     $480.00

078G-2652-130-00     $480.00

078G-2652-131-00     $480.00

078G-2652-132-00     $480.00

078G-2652-133-00     $480.00

078G-2652-134-00     $480.00

078G-2652-135-00     $480.00

078G-2652-136-00     $480.00

078G-2652-137-00     $480.00

078G-2652-138-00     $480.00

078G-2652-139-00     $480.00

078G-2652-140-00     $480.00

078G-2652-141-00     $480.00

078G-2652-142-00     $480.00

078G-2652-143-00     $480.00

078G-2652-144-00     $480.00

078G-2652-145-00     $480.00

078G-2652-146-00     $480.00

078G-2652-147-00     $480.00

078G-2652-148-00     $480.00

078G-2652-149-00     $480.00

078G-2652-150-00     $480.00

078G-2652-151-00     $480.00

078G-2652-152-00     $480.00

078G-2652-153-00     $480.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2652-154-00     $480.00

078G-2652-155-00     $480.00

078G-2652-156-00     $480.00

078G-2652-157-00     $480.00

078G-2652-158-00     $480.00

078G-2652-159-00     $480.00

078G-2652-160-00     $480.00

078G-2652-161-00     $480.00

078G-2653-001-00     $480.00

078G-2653-002-00     $480.00

078G-2653-003-00     $480.00

078G-2653-004-00     $480.00

078G-2653-005-00     $480.00

078G-2653-006-00     $480.00

078G-2653-007-00     $480.00

078G-2653-008-00     $480.00

078G-2653-009-00     $480.00

078G-2653-010-00     $480.00

078G-2653-011-00     $480.00

078G-2653-012-00     $480.00

078G-2653-013-00     $480.00

078G-2653-014-00     $480.00

078G-2653-015-00     $480.00

078G-2653-016-00     $480.00

078G-2653-017-00     $480.00

078G-2653-018-00     $480.00

078G-2653-019-00     $480.00

078G-2653-020-00     $480.00

078G-2653-021-00     $480.00

078G-2653-022-00     $480.00

078G-2653-023-00     $480.00

078G-2653-024-00     $480.00

078G-2653-025-00     $480.00

078G-2653-026-00     $480.00

078G-2653-027-00     $480.00

078G-2653-028-00     $480.00

078G-2653-029-00     $480.00

078G-2653-030-00     $480.00

078G-2653-031-00     $480.00

078G-2653-032-00     $480.00

078G-2653-033-00     $480.00

078G-2653-034-00     $480.00

078G-2653-035-00     $480.00

078G-2653-036-00     $480.00

078G-2653-037-00     $480.00

078G-2653-038-00     $480.00

078G-2653-039-00     $480.00

078G-2653-040-00     $480.00

078G-2653-041-00     $480.00

078G-2653-042-00     $480.00

078G-2653-043-00     $480.00

078G-2653-044-00     $480.00

      703/06/12 D -
117



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Mission Blvd, Industrial Pkwy, Arrowhead
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 07

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2653-045-00     $480.00

078G-2653-046-00     $480.00

078G-2653-047-00     $480.00

078G-2653-048-00     $480.00

078G-2653-049-00     $480.00

078G-2653-050-00     $480.00

078G-2653-051-00     $480.00

078G-2653-052-00     $480.00

078G-2653-053-00     $480.00

078G-2653-054-00     $480.00

078G-2653-055-00     $480.00

078G-2653-056-00     $480.00

078G-2653-057-00     $480.00

078G-2653-058-00     $480.00

078G-2653-059-00     $480.00

078G-2653-060-00     $480.00

078G-2653-061-00     $480.00

078G-2653-062-00     $480.00

078G-2653-063-00     $480.00

078G-2653-064-00     $480.00

078G-2653-065-00     $480.00

078G-2653-066-00     $480.00

078G-2653-067-00     $480.00

078G-2653-068-00     $480.00

078G-2653-069-00     $480.00

078G-2653-070-00     $480.00

078G-2653-071-00     $480.00

078G-2653-072-00     $480.00

078G-2653-073-00     $480.00

078G-2653-074-00     $480.00

078G-2653-075-00     $480.00

078G-2653-076-00     $480.00

078G-2653-077-00     $480.00

078G-2653-078-00     $480.00

078G-2653-079-00     $480.00

078G-2653-080-00     $480.00

078G-2653-081-00     $480.00

078G-2653-082-00     $480.00

078G-2653-083-00     $480.00

078G-2653-084-00     $480.00

078G-2653-085-00     $480.00

078G-2653-086-00     $480.00

078G-2653-087-00     $480.00

078G-2654-001-00     $480.00

078G-2654-002-00     $480.00

078G-2654-003-00     $480.00

078G-2654-004-00     $480.00

078G-2654-005-00     $480.00

078G-2654-006-00     $480.00

078G-2654-007-00     $480.00

078G-2654-008-00     $480.00

078G-2654-009-00     $480.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2654-010-00     $480.00

078G-2654-011-00     $480.00

078G-2654-012-00     $480.00

078G-2654-013-00     $480.00

078G-2654-014-00     $480.00

078G-2654-015-00     $480.00

078G-2654-016-00     $480.00

078G-2654-017-00     $480.00

078G-2654-018-00     $480.00

078G-2654-019-00     $480.00

078G-2654-020-00     $480.00

078G-2654-021-00     $480.00

078G-2654-022-00     $480.00

078G-2654-023-00     $480.00

078G-2654-024-00     $480.00

078G-2654-025-00     $480.00

078G-2654-026-00     $480.00

078G-2654-027-00     $480.00

078G-2654-028-00     $480.00

078G-2654-029-00     $480.00

078G-2654-030-00     $480.00

078G-2654-031-00     $480.00

078G-2654-032-00     $480.00

078G-2654-033-00     $480.00

078G-2654-034-00     $480.00

078G-2654-035-00     $480.00

078G-2654-036-00     $480.00

078G-2654-037-00     $480.00

078G-2654-038-00     $480.00

078G-2654-039-00     $480.00

078G-2654-040-00     $480.00

078G-2654-041-00     $480.00

078G-2654-042-00     $480.00

078G-2654-043-00     $480.00

078G-2654-044-00     $480.00

078G-2654-045-00     $480.00

078G-2654-046-00     $480.00

078G-2654-047-00     $480.00

078G-2654-048-00     $480.00

078G-2654-049-00     $480.00

078G-2654-050-00     $480.00

078G-2654-051-00     $480.00

078G-2654-052-00     $480.00

078G-2654-053-00     $480.00

078G-2654-054-00     $480.00

078G-2654-055-00     $480.00

078G-2654-056-00     $480.00

078G-2654-057-00     $480.00

078G-2654-058-00     $480.00

078G-2654-059-00     $480.00

078G-2654-060-00     $480.00

078G-2654-061-00     $480.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

078G-2654-062-00     $480.00

078G-2654-063-00     $480.00

078G-2654-064-00     $480.00

078G-2654-065-00     $480.00

078G-2654-066-00     $480.00

078G-2654-067-00     $480.00

078G-2654-068-00     $480.00

078G-2654-069-00     $480.00

078G-2654-070-00     $480.00

078G-2654-071-00     $480.00

078G-2654-072-00     $480.00

078G-2654-073-00     $480.00

078G-2654-074-00     $480.00

078G-2654-075-00     $480.00

078G-2654-076-00     $480.00

078G-2654-077-00     $480.00

078G-2654-078-00     $480.00

078G-2654-079-00     $480.00

078G-2654-080-00     $480.00

078G-2654-081-00     $480.00

078G-2654-082-00     $480.00

078G-2654-083-00     $480.00

078G-2654-084-00     $480.00

078G-2654-085-00     $480.00

078G-2654-086-00     $480.00

078G-2654-087-00     $480.00

078G-2654-088-00     $480.00

078G-2654-089-00     $480.00

078G-2654-090-00     $480.00

078G-2654-091-00     $480.00

078G-2654-092-00     $480.00

078G-2654-093-00     $480.00

078G-2654-094-03     $480.00

078G-2654-095-03     $480.00

078G-2654-096-00     $480.00

078G-2651-017-02     $480.00

@   348Total Parcels:

 $1 67,040.00
Total
Assessment:

      803/06/12 D -
118



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Capitola St.
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 08

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0096-002-00     $350.00

456 -0096-003-00     $350.00

456 -0096-004-00     $350.00

456 -0096-005-00     $350.00

456 -0096-006-00     $350.00

456 -0096-007-00     $350.00

456 -0096-008-00     $350.00

456 -0096-009-00     $350.00

456 -0096-010-00     $350.00

456 -0096-011-00     $350.00

456 -0096-012-00     $350.00

456 -0096-013-00     $350.00

456 -0096-014-00     $350.00

456 -0096-015-00     $350.00

456 -0096-016-00     $350.00

456 -0096-017-00     $350.00

456 -0096-018-00     $350.00

456 -0096-019-00     $350.00

456 -0096-020-00     $350.00

456 -0096-021-00     $350.00

456 -0096-022-00     $350.00

456 -0096-023-00     $350.00

456 -0096-024-00     $350.00

456 -0096-025-00     $350.00

@    24Total Parcels:

   $8,400.00
Total
Assessment:

      903/06/12 D -
119



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Orchard Avenue
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 09

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

444 -0049-001-00      $25.00

444 -0049-002-00      $25.00

444 -0049-003-00      $25.00

444 -0049-004-00      $25.00

444 -0049-005-00      $25.00

444 -0049-006-00      $25.00

444 -0049-007-00      $25.00

444 -0049-008-00      $25.00

444 -0049-009-00      $25.00

444 -0049-010-00      $25.00

444 -0049-011-00      $25.00

444 -0049-012-00      $25.00

444 -0049-013-00      $25.00

444 -0049-014-00      $25.00

444 -0049-015-00      $25.00

444 -0049-016-00      $25.00

444 -0049-017-00      $25.00

444 -0049-018-00      $25.00

444 -0049-019-00      $25.00

444 -0049-020-00      $25.00

444 -0049-021-00      $25.00

444 -0049-022-00      $25.00

444 -0049-023-00      $25.00

444 -0049-024-00      $25.00

444 -0049-025-00      $25.00

444 -0049-026-00      $25.00

444 -0049-027-00      $25.00

444 -0049-028-00      $25.00

444 -0049-029-00      $25.00

444 -0049-030-00      $25.00

444 -0049-031-00      $25.00

444 -0049-032-00      $25.00

444 -0049-033-00      $25.00

444 -0049-034-00      $25.00

444 -0049-035-00      $25.00

444 -0049-036-00      $25.00

444 -0049-037-00      $25.00

444 -0049-038-00      $25.00

444 -0049-039-00      $25.00

444 -0049-040-00      $25.00

444 -0049-041-00      $25.00

444 -0049-042-00      $25.00

444 -0049-043-00      $25.00

444 -0049-044-00      $25.00

444 -0049-045-00      $25.00

444 -0049-046-00      $25.00

444 -0049-047-00      $25.00

444 -0049-048-00      $25.00

444 -0049-049-00      $25.00

444 -0049-050-00      $25.00

444 -0049-051-00      $25.00

444 -0049-052-00      $25.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

444 -0049-053-00      $25.00

444 -0049-054-00      $25.00

444 -0049-055-00      $25.00

444 -0049-056-00      $25.00

444 -0049-057-00      $25.00

444 -0049-058-00      $25.00

444 -0049-059-00      $25.00

444 -0049-060-00      $25.00

444 -0049-061-00      $25.00

444 -0049-062-00      $25.00

444 -0049-063-00      $25.00

444 -0049-064-00      $25.00

444 -0049-065-00      $25.00

444 -0049-066-00      $25.00

444 -0049-067-00      $25.00

444 -0049-068-00      $25.00

444 -0049-069-00      $25.00

444 -0049-070-00      $25.00

444 -0049-071-00      $25.00

444 -0049-072-00      $25.00

444 -0049-073-00      $25.00

444 -0049-074-00      $25.00

@    74Total Parcels:

   $1 ,850.00
Total
Assessment:

     1 003/06/12 D -
120



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Eden Shores
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 10

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-002-00     $300.00

461 -0037-003-00     $300.00

461 -0037-004-00     $300.00

461 -0037-005-00     $300.00

461 -0037-006-00     $300.00

461 -0037-007-00     $300.00

461 -0037-008-00     $300.00

461 -0037-009-00     $300.00

461 -0037-010-00     $300.00

461 -0037-011-00     $300.00

461 -0037-012-00     $300.00

461 -0037-013-00     $300.00

461 -0037-014-00     $300.00

461 -0037-015-00     $300.00

461 -0037-016-00     $300.00

461 -0037-017-00     $300.00

461 -0037-018-00     $300.00

461 -0037-019-00     $300.00

461 -0037-020-00     $300.00

461 -0037-021-00     $300.00

461 -0037-022-00     $300.00

461 -0037-023-00     $300.00

461 -0037-024-00     $300.00

461 -0037-025-00     $300.00

461 -0037-026-00     $300.00

461 -0037-027-00     $300.00

461 -0037-028-00     $300.00

461 -0037-029-00     $300.00

461 -0037-030-00     $300.00

461 -0037-031-00     $300.00

461 -0037-032-00     $300.00

461 -0037-033-00     $300.00

461 -0037-034-00     $300.00

461 -0037-035-00     $300.00

461 -0037-036-00     $300.00

461 -0037-037-00     $300.00

461 -0037-038-00     $300.00

461 -0037-039-00     $300.00

461 -0037-040-00     $300.00

461 -0037-041-00     $300.00

461 -0037-042-00     $300.00

461 -0037-043-00     $300.00

461 -0037-044-00     $300.00

461 -0037-045-00     $300.00

461 -0037-046-00     $300.00

461 -0037-047-00     $300.00

461 -0037-048-00     $300.00

461 -0037-049-00     $300.00

461 -0037-050-00     $300.00

461 -0037-051-00     $300.00

461 -0037-052-00     $300.00

461 -0037-053-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-054-00     $300.00

461 -0037-055-00     $300.00

461 -0037-056-00     $300.00

461 -0037-057-00     $300.00

461 -0037-058-00     $300.00

461 -0037-059-00     $300.00

461 -0037-060-00     $300.00

461 -0037-061-00     $300.00

461 -0037-062-00     $300.00

461 -0037-063-00     $300.00

461 -0037-064-00     $300.00

461 -0037-065-00     $300.00

461 -0037-066-00     $300.00

461 -0037-067-00     $300.00

461 -0037-068-00     $300.00

461 -0037-069-00     $300.00

461 -0037-070-00     $300.00

461 -0037-071-00     $300.00

461 -0037-072-00     $300.00

461 -0037-073-00     $300.00

461 -0037-074-00     $300.00

461 -0037-075-00     $300.00

461 -0037-076-00     $300.00

461 -0037-077-00     $300.00

461 -0037-078-00     $300.00

461 -0037-079-00     $300.00

461 -0037-080-00     $300.00

461 -0037-081-00     $300.00

461 -0037-082-00     $300.00

461 -0037-083-00     $300.00

461 -0037-084-00     $300.00

461 -0037-085-00     $300.00

461 -0037-086-00     $300.00

461 -0037-087-00     $300.00

461 -0037-088-00     $300.00

461 -0037-089-00     $300.00

461 -0037-090-00     $300.00

461 -0037-091-00     $300.00

461 -0037-092-00     $300.00

461 -0037-093-00     $300.00

461 -0037-094-00     $300.00

461 -0037-095-00     $300.00

461 -0037-096-00     $300.00

461 -0037-097-00     $300.00

461 -0037-098-00     $300.00

461 -0037-099-00     $300.00

461 -0037-100-00     $300.00

461 -0037-101-00     $300.00

461 -0037-102-00     $300.00

461 -0037-103-00     $300.00

461 -0037-104-00     $300.00

461 -0037-105-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-106-00     $300.00

461 -0037-107-00     $300.00

461 -0037-108-00     $300.00

461 -0037-109-00     $300.00

461 -0037-110-00     $300.00

461 -0100-003-00     $300.00

461 -0100-004-00     $300.00

461 -0100-005-00     $300.00

461 -0100-006-00     $300.00

461 -0100-007-00     $300.00

461 -0100-008-00     $300.00

461 -0100-009-00     $300.00

461 -0100-010-00     $300.00

461 -0100-011-00     $300.00

461 -0100-012-00     $300.00

461 -0100-013-00     $300.00

461 -0100-014-00     $300.00

461 -0100-015-00     $300.00

461 -0100-016-00     $300.00

461 -0100-017-00     $300.00

461 -0100-018-00     $300.00

461 -0100-019-00     $300.00

461 -0100-020-00     $300.00

461 -0100-021-00     $300.00

461 -0100-022-00     $300.00

461 -0100-023-00     $300.00

461 -0100-024-00     $300.00

461 -0100-025-00     $300.00

461 -0100-026-00     $300.00

461 -0100-027-00     $300.00

461 -0100-028-00     $300.00

461 -0100-029-00     $300.00

461 -0100-030-00     $300.00

461 -0100-031-00     $300.00

461 -0100-032-00     $300.00

461 -0100-033-00     $300.00

461 -0100-034-00     $300.00

461 -0100-035-00     $300.00

461 -0100-036-00     $300.00

461 -0100-037-00     $300.00

461 -0100-038-00     $300.00

461 -0100-039-00     $300.00

461 -0100-040-00     $300.00

461 -0100-041-00     $300.00

461 -0100-042-00     $300.00

461 -0100-043-00     $300.00

461 -0100-044-00     $300.00

461 -0100-045-00     $300.00

461 -0100-046-00     $300.00

461 -0100-047-00     $300.00

461 -0100-048-00     $300.00

461 -0100-049-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0100-050-00     $300.00

461 -0100-051-00     $300.00

461 -0100-052-00     $300.00

461 -0100-053-00     $300.00

461 -0100-054-00     $300.00

461 -0100-055-00     $300.00

461 -0100-056-00     $300.00

461 -0100-057-00     $300.00

461 -0100-058-00     $300.00

461 -0100-059-00     $300.00

461 -0100-060-00     $300.00

461 -0100-061-00     $300.00

461 -0100-062-00     $300.00

461 -0100-063-00     $300.00

461 -0100-064-00     $300.00

461 -0100-065-00     $300.00

461 -0100-066-00     $300.00

461 -0100-067-00     $300.00

461 -0100-068-00     $300.00

461 -0100-069-00     $300.00

461 -0100-070-00     $300.00

461 -0100-071-00     $300.00

461 -0100-072-00     $300.00

461 -0100-073-00     $300.00

461 -0100-074-00     $300.00

461 -0100-075-00     $300.00

461 -0100-076-00     $300.00

461 -0100-077-00     $300.00

461 -0100-078-00     $300.00

461 -0100-079-00     $300.00

461 -0100-080-00     $300.00

461 -0100-081-00     $300.00

461 -0100-082-00     $300.00

461 -0100-083-00     $300.00

461 -0100-084-00     $300.00

461 -0100-085-00     $300.00

461 -0100-086-00     $300.00

461 -0100-087-00     $300.00

461 -0100-088-00     $300.00

461 -0100-089-00     $300.00

461 -0100-090-00     $300.00

461 -0100-091-00     $300.00

461 -0100-092-00     $300.00

461 -0100-093-00     $300.00

461 -0100-094-00     $300.00

461 -0100-095-00     $300.00

461 -0100-096-00     $300.00

461 -0100-097-00     $300.00

461 -0100-098-00     $300.00

461 -0100-099-00     $300.00

461 -0100-100-00     $300.00

461 -0100-101-00     $300.00

     1 103/06/12 D -
121



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Eden Shores
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 10

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0100-102-00     $300.00

461 -0100-103-00     $300.00

461 -0100-104-00     $300.00

461 -0100-105-00     $300.00

461 -0100-106-00     $300.00

461 -0100-107-00     $300.00

461 -0100-108-00     $300.00

461 -0100-109-00     $300.00

461 -0100-110-00     $300.00

461 -0100-111-00     $300.00

461 -0100-112-00     $300.00

461 -0100-113-00     $300.00

461 -0100-114-00     $300.00

461 -0100-115-00     $300.00

461 -0100-116-00     $300.00

461 -0100-117-00     $300.00

461 -0100-118-00     $300.00

461 -0101-005-00     $300.00

461 -0101-006-00     $300.00

461 -0101-007-00     $300.00

461 -0101-008-00     $300.00

461 -0101-009-00     $300.00

461 -0101-010-00     $300.00

461 -0101-011-00     $300.00

461 -0101-012-00     $300.00

461 -0101-013-00     $300.00

461 -0101-014-00     $300.00

461 -0101-015-00     $300.00

461 -0101-016-00     $300.00

461 -0101-017-00     $300.00

461 -0101-018-00     $300.00

461 -0101-019-00     $300.00

461 -0101-020-00     $300.00

461 -0101-021-00     $300.00

461 -0101-022-00     $300.00

461 -0101-023-00     $300.00

461 -0101-024-00     $300.00

461 -0101-025-00     $300.00

461 -0101-026-00     $300.00

461 -0101-027-00     $300.00

461 -0101-028-00     $300.00

461 -0101-029-00     $300.00

461 -0101-030-00     $300.00

461 -0101-031-00     $300.00

461 -0101-032-00     $300.00

461 -0101-033-00     $300.00

461 -0101-034-00     $300.00

461 -0101-035-00     $300.00

461 -0101-036-00     $300.00

461 -0101-037-00     $300.00

461 -0101-038-00     $300.00

461 -0101-039-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-040-00     $300.00

461 -0101-041-00     $300.00

461 -0101-042-00     $300.00

461 -0101-043-00     $300.00

461 -0101-044-00     $300.00

461 -0101-045-00     $300.00

461 -0101-046-00     $300.00

461 -0101-047-00     $300.00

461 -0101-048-00     $300.00

461 -0101-049-00     $300.00

461 -0101-050-00     $300.00

461 -0101-051-00     $300.00

461 -0101-052-00     $300.00

461 -0101-053-00     $300.00

461 -0101-054-00     $300.00

461 -0101-055-00     $300.00

461 -0101-056-00     $300.00

461 -0101-057-00     $300.00

461 -0101-058-00     $300.00

461 -0101-059-00     $300.00

461 -0101-060-00     $300.00

461 -0101-061-00     $300.00

461 -0101-062-00     $300.00

461 -0101-063-00     $300.00

461 -0101-064-00     $300.00

461 -0101-065-00     $300.00

461 -0101-066-00     $300.00

461 -0101-067-00     $300.00

461 -0101-068-00     $300.00

461 -0101-069-00     $300.00

461 -0101-070-00     $300.00

461 -0101-071-00     $300.00

461 -0101-072-00     $300.00

461 -0101-073-00     $300.00

461 -0101-074-00     $300.00

461 -0101-075-00     $300.00

461 -0101-076-00     $300.00

461 -0101-077-00     $300.00

461 -0101-078-00     $300.00

461 -0101-079-00     $300.00

461 -0101-080-00     $300.00

461 -0101-081-00     $300.00

461 -0101-082-00     $300.00

461 -0101-083-00     $300.00

461 -0101-084-00     $300.00

461 -0101-085-00     $300.00

461 -0101-086-00     $300.00

461 -0101-087-00     $300.00

461 -0101-088-00     $300.00

461 -0101-089-00     $300.00

461 -0101-090-00     $300.00

461 -0101-091-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-092-00     $300.00

461 -0101-093-00     $300.00

461 -0101-094-00     $300.00

461 -0101-095-00     $300.00

461 -0101-096-00     $300.00

461 -0101-097-00     $300.00

461 -0101-098-00     $300.00

461 -0101-099-00     $300.00

461 -0101-100-00     $300.00

461 -0101-101-00     $300.00

461 -0101-102-00     $300.00

461 -0101-103-00     $300.00

461 -0101-104-00     $300.00

461 -0101-105-00     $300.00

461 -0101-106-00     $300.00

461 -0101-107-00     $300.00

461 -0101-108-00     $300.00

461 -0101-109-00     $300.00

461 -0101-110-00     $300.00

461 -0101-111-00     $300.00

461 -0101-112-00     $300.00

461 -0101-113-00     $300.00

461 -0101-114-00     $300.00

461 -0101-115-00     $300.00

461 -0101-116-00     $300.00

461 -0101-117-00     $300.00

461 -0101-118-00     $300.00

461 -0101-119-00     $300.00

461 -0101-120-00     $300.00

461 -0101-121-00     $300.00

461 -0101-122-00     $300.00

461 -0101-123-00     $300.00

461 -0101-124-00     $300.00

461 -0101-125-00     $300.00

461 -0101-126-00     $300.00

461 -0101-127-00     $300.00

461 -0101-128-00     $300.00

461 -0101-129-00     $300.00

461 -0101-130-00     $300.00

461 -0101-131-00     $300.00

461 -0101-132-00     $300.00

461 -0101-133-00     $300.00

461 -0101-134-00     $300.00

461 -0101-135-00     $300.00

461 -0101-136-00     $300.00

461 -0101-137-00     $300.00

461 -0101-138-00     $300.00

461 -0101-139-00     $300.00

461 -0101-140-00     $300.00

461 -0101-141-00     $300.00

461 -0101-142-00     $300.00

461 -0101-143-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-144-00     $300.00

461 -0101-145-00     $300.00

461 -0101-146-00     $300.00

461 -0101-147-00     $300.00

461 -0101-148-00     $300.00

461 -0101-149-00     $300.00

461 -0101-150-00     $300.00

461 -0101-151-00     $300.00

461 -0101-152-00     $300.00

461 -0101-153-00     $300.00

461 -0101-154-00     $300.00

461 -0101-155-00     $300.00

461 -0101-156-00     $300.00

461 -0101-157-00     $300.00

461 -0101-158-00     $300.00

461 -0101-159-00     $300.00

461 -0101-160-00     $300.00

461 -0101-161-00     $300.00

461 -0101-162-00     $300.00

461 -0101-163-00     $300.00

461 -0101-164-00     $300.00

461 -0101-165-00     $300.00

461 -0101-166-00     $300.00

461 -0101-167-00     $300.00

461 -0101-168-00     $300.00

461 -0101-169-00     $300.00

461 -0101-170-00     $300.00

461 -0101-171-00     $300.00

461 -0102-002-00     $300.00

461 -0102-003-00     $300.00

461 -0102-004-00     $300.00

461 -0102-005-00     $300.00

461 -0102-006-00     $300.00

461 -0102-007-00     $300.00

461 -0102-008-00     $300.00

461 -0102-009-00     $300.00

461 -0102-010-00     $300.00

461 -0102-011-00     $300.00

461 -0102-012-00     $300.00

461 -0102-013-00     $300.00

461 -0102-014-00     $300.00

461 -0102-015-00     $300.00

461 -0102-016-00     $300.00

461 -0102-017-00     $300.00

461 -0102-018-00     $300.00

461 -0102-019-00     $300.00

461 -0102-020-00     $300.00

461 -0102-021-00     $300.00

461 -0102-022-00     $300.00

461 -0102-023-00     $300.00

461 -0102-024-00     $300.00

461 -0102-025-00     $300.00

     1 203/06/12 D -
122



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Eden Shores
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 10

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0102-026-00     $300.00

461 -0102-027-00     $300.00

461 -0102-028-00     $300.00

461 -0102-029-00     $300.00

461 -0102-030-00     $300.00

461 -0102-031-00     $300.00

461 -0102-032-00     $300.00

461 -0102-033-00     $300.00

461 -0102-034-00     $300.00

461 -0102-035-00     $300.00

461 -0102-036-00     $300.00

461 -0102-037-00     $300.00

461 -0102-038-00     $300.00

461 -0102-039-00     $300.00

461 -0102-040-00     $300.00

461 -0102-041-00     $300.00

461 -0102-042-00     $300.00

461 -0102-043-00     $300.00

461 -0102-044-00     $300.00

461 -0102-045-00     $300.00

461 -0102-046-00     $300.00

461 -0102-047-00     $300.00

461 -0102-048-00     $300.00

461 -0102-049-00     $300.00

461 -0102-050-00     $300.00

461 -0102-051-00     $300.00

461 -0102-052-00     $300.00

461 -0102-053-00     $300.00

461 -0102-054-00     $300.00

461 -0102-055-00     $300.00

461 -0102-056-00     $300.00

461 -0102-057-00     $300.00

461 -0102-058-00     $300.00

461 -0102-059-00     $300.00

461 -0102-060-00     $300.00

461 -0102-061-00     $300.00

461 -0102-062-00     $300.00

461 -0102-063-00     $300.00

461 -0102-064-00     $300.00

461 -0102-065-00     $300.00

461 -0103-004-00     $300.00

461 -0103-005-00     $300.00

461 -0103-006-00     $300.00

461 -0103-007-00     $300.00

461 -0103-008-00     $300.00

461 -0103-009-00     $300.00

461 -0103-010-00     $300.00

461 -0103-011-00     $300.00

461 -0103-012-00     $300.00

461 -0103-013-00     $300.00

461 -0103-014-00     $300.00

461 -0103-015-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0103-016-00     $300.00

461 -0103-017-00     $300.00

461 -0103-018-00     $300.00

461 -0103-019-00     $300.00

461 -0103-020-00     $300.00

461 -0103-021-00     $300.00

461 -0103-022-00     $300.00

461 -0103-023-00     $300.00

461 -0103-024-00     $300.00

461 -0103-025-00     $300.00

461 -0103-026-00     $300.00

461 -0103-027-00     $300.00

461 -0103-028-00     $300.00

461 -0103-029-00     $300.00

461 -0103-030-00     $300.00

461 -0103-031-00     $300.00

461 -0103-032-00     $300.00

461 -0103-033-00     $300.00

461 -0103-034-00     $300.00

461 -0103-035-00     $300.00

461 -0103-036-00     $300.00

461 -0103-037-00     $300.00

461 -0103-038-00     $300.00

461 -0103-039-00     $300.00

461 -0103-040-00     $300.00

461 -0103-041-00     $300.00

461 -0103-042-00     $300.00

461 -0103-043-00     $300.00

461 -0103-044-00     $300.00

461 -0103-045-00     $300.00

461 -0103-046-00     $300.00

461 -0103-047-00     $300.00

461 -0103-048-00     $300.00

461 -0103-049-00     $300.00

461 -0103-050-00     $300.00

461 -0103-051-00     $300.00

461 -0103-052-00     $300.00

461 -0103-053-00     $300.00

461 -0103-054-00     $300.00

461 -0103-055-00     $300.00

461 -0103-056-00     $300.00

461 -0103-057-00     $300.00

461 -0103-058-00     $300.00

461 -0103-059-00     $300.00

461 -0103-060-00     $300.00

461 -0103-061-00     $300.00

461 -0103-062-00     $300.00

461 -0103-063-00     $300.00

461 -0103-064-00     $300.00

461 -0103-065-00     $300.00

461 -0103-066-00     $300.00

461 -0103-067-00     $300.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0103-068-00     $300.00

461 -0103-069-00     $300.00

461 -0103-070-00     $300.00

461 -0103-071-00     $300.00

461 -0103-072-00     $300.00

461 -0103-073-00     $300.00

461 -0103-074-00     $300.00

461 -0103-075-00     $300.00

461 -0103-076-00     $300.00

461 -0103-077-00     $300.00

461 -0103-078-00     $300.00

461 -0103-079-00     $300.00

461 -0103-080-00     $300.00

461 -0103-081-00     $300.00

@   534Total Parcels:

 $1 60,200.00
Total
Assessment:

     1 303/06/12 D -
123



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Stonebrae LLAD
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 11

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6430-005-00     $344.92

085A-6430-006-00     $344.92

085A-6430-007-00     $344.92

085A-6430-008-00     $344.92

085A-6430-009-00     $344.92

085A-6430-010-00     $344.92

085A-6430-011-00     $344.92

085A-6430-012-00     $344.92

085A-6430-013-00     $344.92

085A-6430-014-00     $344.92

085A-6430-015-00     $344.92

085A-6430-016-00     $344.92

085A-6430-017-00     $344.92

085A-6430-018-00     $344.92

085A-6430-019-00     $344.92

085A-6430-020-00     $344.92

085A-6430-021-00     $344.92

085A-6430-022-00     $344.92

085A-6430-023-00     $344.92

085A-6430-024-00     $344.92

085A-6430-025-00     $344.92

085A-6430-026-00     $344.92

085A-6430-027-00     $344.92

085A-6430-028-00     $344.92

085A-6430-029-00     $344.92

085A-6430-030-00     $344.92

085A-6430-031-00     $344.92

085A-6430-032-00     $344.92

085A-6430-033-00     $344.92

085A-6430-034-00     $344.92

085A-6430-035-00     $344.92

085A-6430-036-00     $344.92

085A-6430-037-00     $344.92

085A-6430-038-00     $344.92

085A-6430-039-00     $344.92

085A-6430-040-00     $344.92

085A-6430-041-00     $344.92

085A-6430-042-00     $344.92

085A-6430-043-00     $344.92

085A-6430-044-00     $344.92

085A-6430-045-00     $344.92

085A-6430-046-00     $344.92

085A-6430-047-00     $344.92

085A-6430-048-00     $344.92

085A-6430-049-00     $344.92

085A-6430-050-00     $344.92

085A-6430-051-00     $344.92

085A-6430-052-00     $344.92

085A-6430-053-00     $344.92

085A-6430-054-00     $344.92

085A-6430-055-00     $344.92

085A-6430-056-00     $344.92

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6430-057-00     $344.92

085A-6430-058-00     $344.92

085A-6430-059-00     $344.92

085A-6430-060-00     $344.92

085A-6430-061-00     $344.92

085A-6430-062-00     $344.92

085A-6430-063-00     $344.92

085A-6430-064-00     $344.92

085A-6430-065-00     $344.92

085A-6430-066-00     $344.92

085A-6430-067-00     $344.92

085A-6430-068-00     $344.92

085A-6430-069-00     $344.92

085A-6430-070-00     $344.92

085A-6430-071-00     $344.92

085A-6430-072-00     $344.92

085A-6430-073-00     $344.92

085A-6430-074-00     $344.92

085A-6430-075-00     $344.92

085A-6430-076-00     $344.92

085A-6430-077-00     $344.92

085A-6430-078-00     $344.92

085A-6430-079-00     $344.92

085A-6430-080-00     $344.92

085A-6430-081-00     $344.92

085A-6430-082-00     $344.92

085A-6430-083-00     $344.92

085A-6430-084-00     $344.92

085A-6430-085-00     $344.92

085A-6430-086-00     $344.92

085A-6430-087-00     $344.92

085A-6430-088-00     $344.92

085A-6430-089-00     $344.92

085A-6430-090-00     $344.92

085A-6430-091-00     $344.92

085A-6430-092-00     $344.92

085A-6430-093-00     $344.92

085A-6430-094-00     $344.92

085A-6430-095-00     $344.92

085A-6430-096-00     $344.92

085A-6430-097-00     $344.92

085A-6430-098-00     $344.92

085A-6430-099-00     $344.92

085A-6430-100-00     $344.92

085A-6430-101-00     $344.92

085A-6430-102-00     $344.92

085A-6430-103-00     $344.92

085A-6430-104-00     $344.92

085A-6430-105-00     $344.92

085A-6430-106-00     $344.92

085A-6430-107-00     $344.92

085A-6430-108-00     $344.92

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6430-109-00     $344.92

085A-6430-110-00     $344.92

085A-6430-111-00     $344.92

085A-6430-112-00     $344.92

085A-6430-113-00     $344.92

085A-6430-114-00     $344.92

085A-6430-115-00     $344.92

085A-6430-116-00     $344.92

085A-6431-004-00     $344.92

085A-6431-005-00     $344.92

085A-6431-006-00     $344.92

085A-6431-007-00     $344.92

085A-6431-008-00     $344.92

085A-6431-009-00     $344.92

085A-6431-010-00     $344.92

085A-6431-011-00     $344.92

085A-6431-012-00     $344.92

085A-6431-013-00     $344.92

085A-6431-014-00     $344.92

085A-6431-015-00     $344.92

085A-6431-016-00     $344.92

085A-6431-017-00     $344.92

085A-6431-018-00     $344.92

085A-6431-019-00     $344.92

085A-6431-020-00     $344.92

085A-6431-021-00     $344.92

085A-6431-022-00     $344.92

085A-6431-023-00     $344.92

085A-6431-024-00     $344.92

085A-6431-025-00     $344.92

085A-6431-026-00     $344.92

085A-6431-027-00     $344.92

085A-6431-028-00     $344.92

085A-6431-029-00     $344.92

085A-6431-030-00     $344.92

085A-6431-031-00     $344.92

085A-6431-032-00     $344.92

085A-6431-033-00     $344.92

085A-6431-034-00     $344.92

085A-6431-035-00     $344.92

085A-6431-036-00     $344.92

085A-6431-037-00     $344.92

085A-6431-038-00     $344.92

085A-6431-039-00     $344.92

085A-6431-040-00     $344.92

085A-6431-041-00     $344.92

085A-6431-042-00     $344.92

085A-6431-043-00     $344.92

085A-6431-044-00     $344.92

085A-6431-045-00     $344.92

085A-6431-046-00     $344.92

085A-6431-047-00     $344.92

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6431-048-00     $344.92

085A-6431-049-00     $344.92

085A-6431-050-00     $344.92

085A-6431-051-00     $344.92

085A-6431-052-00     $344.92

085A-6431-053-00     $344.92

085A-6431-054-00     $344.92

085A-6431-055-00     $344.92

085A-6431-056-00     $344.92

085A-6431-057-00     $344.92

085A-6431-058-00     $344.92

085A-6431-059-00     $344.92

085A-6431-060-00     $344.92

085A-6431-061-00     $344.92

085A-6431-062-00     $344.92

085A-6431-063-00     $344.92

085A-6431-064-00     $344.92

085A-6431-065-00     $344.92

085A-6431-066-00     $344.92

085A-6431-067-00     $344.92

085A-6431-068-00     $344.92

085A-6431-069-00     $344.92

085A-6431-070-00     $344.92

085A-6431-071-00     $344.92

085A-6431-072-00     $344.92

085A-6431-073-00     $344.92

085A-6431-074-00     $344.92

085A-6431-075-00     $344.92

085A-6431-076-00     $344.92

085A-6431-077-00     $344.92

085A-6431-078-00     $344.92

085A-6431-079-00     $344.92

085A-6431-080-00     $344.92

085A-6431-081-00     $344.92

085A-6431-082-00     $344.92

085A-6431-083-00     $344.92

085A-6431-084-00     $344.92

085A-6431-085-00     $344.92

085A-6431-086-00     $344.92

085A-6431-087-00     $344.92

085A-6431-088-00     $344.92

085A-6431-089-00     $344.92

085A-6431-090-00     $344.92

085A-6431-091-00     $344.92

085A-6431-092-00     $344.92

085A-6431-093-00     $344.92

085A-6431-094-00     $344.92

085A-6431-095-00     $344.92

085A-6431-096-00     $344.92

085A-6431-097-00     $344.92

085A-6431-098-00     $344.92

085A-6431-099-00     $344.92

     1 403/06/12 D -
124



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Stonebrae LLAD
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 11

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6431-100-00     $344.92

085A-6431-101-00     $344.92

085A-6431-102-00     $344.92

085A-6431-103-00     $344.92

085A-6431-104-00     $344.92

085A-6431-105-00     $344.92

085A-6428-027-00   $7,927.92

085A-6432-006-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-007-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-008-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-009-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-010-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-011-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-012-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-013-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-014-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-015-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-016-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-017-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-018-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-019-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-020-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-021-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-022-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-023-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-024-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-025-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-026-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-027-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-028-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-029-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-030-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-031-00     $344.92

085A-6432-032-00     $344.92

085A-6432-033-00     $344.92

085A-6432-034-00     $344.92

085A-6432-035-00     $344.92

085A-6432-036-00     $344.92

085A-6432-037-00     $344.92

085A-6432-038-00     $344.92

085A-6432-039-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-040-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-041-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-042-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-043-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-044-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-045-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-046-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-047-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-048-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-049-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-050-00     $1 80.1 8

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6432-051-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-052-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-053-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-054-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-055-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-056-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-057-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-058-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-059-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-060-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-061-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-062-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-063-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-064-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-065-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-066-00     $344.92

085A-6432-067-00     $344.92

085A-6432-068-00     $344.92

085A-6432-069-00     $344.92

085A-6432-070-00     $344.92

085A-6432-071-00     $344.92

085A-6432-072-00     $344.92

085A-6432-073-00     $344.92

085A-6432-074-00     $344.92

085A-6432-075-00     $344.92

085A-6432-076-00     $344.92

085A-6432-077-00     $344.92

085A-6432-078-00     $344.92

085A-6432-079-00     $344.92

085A-6432-080-00     $344.92

085A-6432-081-00     $344.92

085A-6432-082-00     $344.92

085A-6432-083-00     $344.92

085A-6432-084-00     $344.92

085A-6432-085-00     $344.92

085A-6432-086-00     $344.92

085A-6432-087-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-088-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-089-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6432-090-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-002-00     $344.92

085A-6433-003-00     $344.92

085A-6433-004-00     $344.92

085A-6433-005-00     $344.92

085A-6433-006-00     $344.92

085A-6433-007-00     $344.92

085A-6433-008-00     $344.92

085A-6433-009-00     $344.92

085A-6433-010-00     $344.92

085A-6433-011-00     $344.92

085A-6433-012-00     $344.92

085A-6433-013-00     $344.92

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6433-014-00     $344.92

085A-6433-015-00     $344.92

085A-6433-016-00     $344.92

085A-6433-017-00     $344.92

085A-6433-018-00     $344.92

085A-6433-019-00     $344.92

085A-6433-020-00     $344.92

085A-6433-021-00     $344.92

085A-6433-022-00     $344.92

085A-6433-023-00     $344.92

085A-6433-024-00     $344.92

085A-6433-025-00     $344.92

085A-6433-026-00     $344.92

085A-6433-027-00     $344.92

085A-6433-028-00     $344.92

085A-6433-029-00     $344.92

085A-6433-030-00     $344.92

085A-6433-031-00     $344.92

085A-6433-032-00     $344.92

085A-6433-033-00     $344.92

085A-6433-034-00     $344.92

085A-6433-035-00     $344.92

085A-6433-036-00     $344.92

085A-6433-037-00     $344.92

085A-6433-038-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-039-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-040-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-041-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-042-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-043-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-044-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-045-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-046-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-047-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-048-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-049-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-050-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-051-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6433-052-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6428-031-00  $1 6,576.56

085A-6434-001-00  $1 0,270.26

085A-6434-002-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-003-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-004-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-005-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-006-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-007-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-008-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-009-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-010-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-011-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-012-00     $1 80.1 8

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

085A-6434-013-00     $1 80.1 8

085A-6434-014-00     $1 80.1 8

@   366Total Parcels:

 $1 46,1 42.54
Total
Assessment:

     1 503/06/12 D -
125



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Eden Shores East
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 12

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0099-007-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-008-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-009-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-010-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-011-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-012-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-013-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-014-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-015-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-016-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-017-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-018-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-019-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-020-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-021-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-022-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-023-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-024-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-025-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-026-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-027-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-028-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-029-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-030-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-031-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-032-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-033-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-034-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-035-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-036-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-037-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-038-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-039-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-040-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-041-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-042-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-043-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-044-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-045-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-046-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-047-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-048-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-049-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-050-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-051-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-052-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-053-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-054-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-055-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-056-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-057-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-058-00     $1 75.08

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0099-059-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-060-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-061-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-062-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-063-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-064-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-065-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-066-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-067-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-068-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-069-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-070-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-071-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-072-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-073-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-074-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-075-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-076-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-077-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-078-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-079-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-080-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-081-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-082-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-083-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-084-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-085-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-086-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-087-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-088-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-089-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-090-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-091-00     $1 75.08

456 -0099-092-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-007-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-008-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-009-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-010-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-011-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-012-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-013-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-014-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-015-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-016-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-017-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-018-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-019-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-020-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-021-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-022-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-023-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-024-00     $1 75.08

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0100-025-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-026-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-027-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-028-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-029-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-030-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-031-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-032-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-033-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-034-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-035-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-036-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-037-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-038-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-039-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-040-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-041-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-042-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-043-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-044-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-045-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-046-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-047-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-048-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-049-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-050-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-051-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-052-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-053-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-054-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-055-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-056-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-057-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-058-00     $1 75.08

456 -0100-059-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-023-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-024-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-025-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-026-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-027-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-028-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-030-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-031-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-032-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-033-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-034-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-035-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-036-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-037-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-039-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-040-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-041-00     $1 75.08

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0098-042-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-043-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-044-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-045-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-046-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-048-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-049-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-050-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-051-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-052-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-053-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-054-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-055-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-057-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-058-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-059-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-060-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-061-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-062-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-064-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-065-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-066-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-067-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-068-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-069-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-071-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-072-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-073-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-074-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-075-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-076-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-077-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-078-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-080-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-081-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-082-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-083-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-084-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-085-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-086-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-087-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-089-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-090-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-091-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-092-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-093-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-094-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-096-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-097-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-098-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-099-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-100-00     $1 75.08

     1 603/06/12 D -
126



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Eden Shores East
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 12

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0098-101-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-103-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-104-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-105-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-106-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-107-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-108-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-110-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-111-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-112-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-113-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-114-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-115-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-117-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-118-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-119-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-120-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-121-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-122-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-124-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-125-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-126-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-127-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-128-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-129-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-131-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-132-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-133-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-134-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-135-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-136-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-138-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-139-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-140-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-141-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-143-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-144-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-145-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-146-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-147-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-148-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-150-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-151-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-152-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-153-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-154-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-155-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-157-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-158-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-159-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-160-00     $1 75.08

456 -0098-161-00     $1 75.08

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

456 -0098-162-00     $1 75.08

@   261Total Parcels:

  $45,695.88
Total
Assessment:

     1 703/06/12 D -
127



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

Cannery Place
 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL

FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 13

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

431 -0109-005-00   $9,450.00

431 -0108-037-00     $750.00

431 -0108-038-00     $900.00

431 -0108-045-00     $900.00

431 -0108-046-00     $900.00

431 -0108-053-00     $900.00

431 -0108-054-00     $750.00

431 -0108-055-00   $1 ,500.00

431 -0108-058-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-059-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-060-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-061-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-062-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-063-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-064-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-065-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-066-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-067-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-068-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-069-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-070-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-071-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-072-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-073-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-026-00   $1 ,200.00

431 -0112-027-00   $1 ,200.00

431 -0112-028-00     $900.00

431 -0113-017-00     $900.00

431 -0114-008-00     $900.00

431 -0114-009-00     $750.00

431 -0108-034-02     $750.00

431 -0108-041-01   $1 ,050.00

431 -0112-031-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-032-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-033-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-034-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-035-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-036-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-037-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-038-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-035-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-036-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-037-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-039-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-040-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-041-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-042-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-110-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-111-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-112-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-113-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-114-00     $1 50.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

431 -0108-115-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-116-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-117-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-118-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-119-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-121-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-122-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-123-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-124-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-125-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-126-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-102-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-103-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-104-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-105-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-106-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-107-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-108-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-091-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-092-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-093-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-094-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-095-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-096-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-097-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-098-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-099-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-100-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-074-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-075-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-076-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-077-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-078-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-079-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-080-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-081-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-082-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-083-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-085-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-086-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-087-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-088-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-089-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-092-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-093-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-094-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-095-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-096-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-097-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-098-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-099-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-063-00     $1 50.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

431 -0112-064-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-065-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-066-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-067-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-068-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-069-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-070-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-054-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-055-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-056-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-057-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-058-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-059-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-060-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-061-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-040-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-041-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-042-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-043-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-044-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-045-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-047-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-048-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-049-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-050-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-051-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-052-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-072-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-073-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-074-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-075-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-076-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-077-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-078-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-079-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-080-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-082-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-083-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-084-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-085-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-086-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-087-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-088-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-089-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-090-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-020-01   $1 ,350.00

431 -0113-021-01   $1 ,200.00

431 -0114-063-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-064-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-065-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-066-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-067-00     $1 50.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

431 -0114-069-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-070-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-071-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-072-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-044-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-045-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-046-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-048-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-049-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-050-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-051-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-053-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-054-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-055-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-056-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-010-01     $450.00

431 -0114-058-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-059-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-060-00     $1 50.00

431 -0114-061-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-128-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-129-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-130-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-131-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-132-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-133-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-134-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-135-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-136-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-137-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-139-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-140-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-141-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-142-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-143-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-144-00     $1 50.00

431 -0108-145-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-101-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-102-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-103-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-104-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-105-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-106-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-107-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-108-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-109-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-111-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-112-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-113-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-114-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-115-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-116-00     $1 50.00

     1 803/06/12 D -
128



City of Hayward
Landscaping & Lighting District No. 96-1

 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

Zone 13

APPENDIX D

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

431 -0112-117-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-118-00     $1 50.00

431 -0112-119-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-022-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-023-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-024-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-025-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-026-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-027-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-028-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-030-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-031-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-032-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-033-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-034-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-035-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-036-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-038-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-039-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-040-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-041-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-042-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-043-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-044-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-045-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-046-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-047-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-048-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-050-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-051-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-052-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-053-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-054-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-055-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-056-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-057-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-058-00     $1 50.00

431 -0113-059-00     $1 50.00

@   246Total Parcels:

  $60,750.00
Total
Assessment:

     1 903/06/12 D -
129
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Development Services Director 
 
SUBJECT: Maintenance District No. 1 – Storm Drainage Pumping Station and Storm Drain 

Conduit - Pacheco Way, Stratford Road and Ruus Lane - Preliminarily Approve 
the Engineer's Report and Levy Assessment for Fiscal Year 2013, Adopt a 
Resolution of Intention and Set June 12, 2012, as the Public Hearing Date for 
Such Actions 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the City Council adopts the attached resolution preliminarily approving the engineer’s report, 
declaring intention to levy assessments for Fiscal Year 2013, and setting June 12, 2012, as the 
public hearing date concerning Maintenance District No. 1. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The annual Engineer’s Report (Report) for Maintenance District No. 1 is presented to the City 
Council in compliance with Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code.  The Report is 
attached and includes the recommended amount of assessment to be levied against each property for 
Fiscal Year 2013. 
 
Maintenance District No. 1 (MD-1) was formed to fund the operation and maintenance of a storm 
drain pumping station that serves the Stratford Village development near Stratford Road and Ruus 
Lane.  The District includes four tracts totaling 174 residential homes and one park site.  
 
A 1995 agreement between the City and Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District (Flood Control District) vests responsibility for the maintenance and operation of the storm 
drain pumping station with the Flood Control District.  The 1995 agreement states that the Flood 
Control District concurred with transfer of the pump station, subject to the City providing the Flood 
Control District with sufficient funds to operate, maintain, and provide for capital equipment 
replacement and modifications that may become necessary for the optimal performance of the pump 
station.  The Flood Control District, based on its experience as operator, provided an estimate of 
operation costs for the Fiscal Year 2013 budget amounts in the attached Report. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
The MD-1 annual assessment does not provide sufficient funds for the annual operating and 
maintenance costs, and it also fails to fully fund the required capital reserves, because the maximum 
assessment amount of $171.60 set in 1995 prior to the passage of Proposition 218 does not provide 
for inflation cost adjustments to account for increasing MD-1 operating costs.  Absent approval for 
adjustment by a majority of the affected property owners, the Fiscal Year 2013 assessment cannot 
exceed $171.60 per parcel. 
 
In 2006, City staff proposed to have the base assessment increased to $205.92 and indexed to the CPI 
thereafter.  Ballots were sent to all property owners in the MD-1 area and the proposed assessment 
increase was defeated by a wide margin.  Staff has not conducted a recent detailed analysis to 
determine how much the base assessment would need to be increased to fully cover costs and 
establish the required capital reserve fund.  Applying a CPI increase to the proposed 2006 assessment 
amount and incorporating cost information from Alameda County Flood Control District would 
require an assessment of approximately $250 to $300 per parcel for Fiscal Year 2013.  Again, staff 
would need to conduct a detailed analysis to determine the precise assessment amount. 
 
As has been done since the Fiscal Year 1999, Landscape and Lighting Assessment District 96-1, 
Zone 4 (LLD Zone 4), which encompasses the same properties as MD-1, will contribute $4,900 from 
its drainage and access facilities services budget for Fiscal Year 2013 to pay for drainage and access 
maintenance services budgeted in the Engineer’s Report for MD-1. 
 
Proposition 218 Compliance - The proposed assessment rate for Fiscal Year 2013 is at the same rate 
as last year and is in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 218 because the maximum 
assessment does not exceed the previous approved assessment formula.  The proposed FY2013 
assessment is at the maximum base assessment of $171.60; therefore, the noticing and balloting 
requirements of the Proposition 218 are not required because the assessment is not proposed to 
exceed the maximum base assessment. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT  
 
There is no fiscal impact to the City’s General Fund for this recommendation because the present 
costs, including those incurred by the Flood Control District in maintaining the pump station, can 
still be paid for by the MD-1 fund account, with some augmentation from the area’s LLD Zone 4 
funds.  However, if assessment rates are never increased to cover ongoing costs, other sources of 
funding will need to be secured at some point in the future.  Alternatively, the level of maintenance 
and services would need to be reduced.  
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
Before the City Council public hearing on June 12, 2012, notices will be published once in The 
Daily Review newspaper and sent to all affected property owners about the hearing.  A public 
meeting has been scheduled for May 23, 2012 for the property owners within MD-1.  At the 
meeting, staff will be available to explain MD-1 responsibilities and funding, and property owners 
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will be given the opportunity to ask questions regarding assessments and services.  The property 
owners may also raise concerns about assessments during the June 12 Council hearing. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Once the City Council adopts the attached resolution of intention, the following next steps will 
occur: 
 

1. On May 23, 2012, a public meeting will be held with the property owners within 
Maintenance District No. 1. 
 

2. On June 12, 2012, Council will hold a public hearing to consider approving the Engineer’s 
Report and ordering the levy of assessments for Fiscal Year 2013 for Maintenance District 
No. 1. 

 
 
Prepared by:  John Nguyen, P.E., Development Review Engineer 
 
Recommended by:  David Rizk, Development Services Director  
 
Approved by: 
 

 
 
 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
 
Attachments:  

Attachment I Draft Resolution  
Attachment II  Preliminary Engineer’s Report  
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Attachment I 
 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-__________  
 

Introduced by Council Member _________      
 
 

RESOLUTION PRELIMINARILY APPROVING ENGINEER'S REPORT, 
DECLARING INTENTION TO LEVY ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2013, AND SETTING JUNE 12, 2012, AS THE PUBLIC HEARING DATE 
CONCERNING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 - STORM DRAINAGE 
PUMPING STATION AND STORM DRAIN CONDUIT - PACHECO WAY, 
STRATFORD ROAD, AND RUUS LANE (MD-1) 

 
 
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward, as follows: 
 
 1. Maintenance District No. 1- Storm Drainage Pumping Station and Storm Drain Conduit –

Pacheco Way, Stratford Road, and Ruus Lane (the “maintenance district”) was 
established by the adoption of Resolution No. 95-103 to provide funds to operate, 
maintain, and service a storm drainage pumping station and storm drain conduit 
constructed to provide a means of handling storm water runoff for Tracts 6472, 6560, 
6682, and 6683.  The maintenance district consists of properties as shown on the 
Assessment Roll on file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk. 

 
 2. The Engineer of Work has prepared a report in accordance with Section 10-10.25 of the 

Hayward Municipal Code.  Said report has been made, filed, and duly considered by this 
City Council and is hereby deemed sufficient and preliminarily approved.  Said report 
shall stand as the report for all subsequent proceedings relating to the proposed levy of 
district assessments for Fiscal Year 2013. 

 
 3. It is the intention of the City Council to order the levy and collection of assessments for 

the maintenance of the storm drainage pumping station and storm drain conduit pursuant 
to Part 3, Chapter 26 of Division 7 of the California Streets and Highways Code 
(commencing with section 5820 thereof). 

 
 4. The proposed assessment for Fiscal Year 2013 is $171.60, the same as the current fiscal 

year and at the maximum base assessment. 
 
 5. Reference is hereby made to the aforementioned report on file with the City Clerk for a 

full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries of the proposed 
maintenance district, and the proposed assessments upon assessable lots within said 
district. Public property owned by any public agency and in use in the performance of a 
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public function within said district shall not be assessed, except for Stratford Park, owned 
by the City of Hayward, which is the only publicly owned property which will receive a 
special benefit from the maintenance of the pumping station and storm drains financed by 
the maintenance district. 

 
 6. On June 12, 2012, at the hour of 7:00 p.m., in the regular meeting place of this City 

Council, City Council Chambers, 777 B Street, Hayward, California, a public hearing 
will be held on the levy of the proposed assessment. 

 
 Prior to the conclusion of said public hearing, any interested person may file a written 

protest with the City Clerk, or having previously filed a protest, may file a written 
withdrawal of that protest.  A written protest by a property owner shall contain a 
description sufficient to identify the property owned by such owner. 

 
 7. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice of said meeting and hearing to be 

made in the form and manner provided by applicable laws. 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA, April   , 2012 
  
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
    MAYOR:  
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
  

 
 
ATTEST:_______________________ 

 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
  
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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Attachment II 
 

 
 
 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 
 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 1 
 
 
 
 

Fiscal Year 2013 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

April 24, 2012
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CITY OF HAYWARD 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 1 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
The undersigned, acting on behalf of the City of Hayward, respectfully submits the enclosed Engineer’s 
Report as directed by the City of Hayward City Council.  The undersigned certifies that he is a 
Professional Engineer, registered in the State of California. 
 
Dated:                              By:        
  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E., P.E. 
                RCE No. 55104 
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and Assessment 
Diagram thereto attached, was filed with me on the _____ day of _____________, 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and the 
Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was approved and confirmed by the City Council of the City of 
Hayward, Alameda County, California, on the           day of                              , 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and the 
Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was filed with the County Auditor of the County of Alameda, on 
the _______ day of              , 2012. 

 
By:  

  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E., P.E. 
                RCE No. 55104 
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SECTION I 
 

INTRODUCTION 
ENGINEER'S REPORT 

 
CITY OF HAYWARD 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 
 

FISCAL YEAR 2013 
 
Background Information 
On January 5, 1993, by Resolution No. 93-010, the City Council approved the vesting tentative map of Tract 
6472 for a 148 lot single-family residential subdivision located on the northerly side of Industrial Parkway 
West adjacent to the collector streets of Pacheco Way, Stratford Road and Ruus Lane.  The final subdivision 
consisted of 143 lots. 
 
Conditions of approval for Tentative Map Tract 6472, which included Final Tract Maps 6472, 6560, 6682 and 
6683, included provisions for storm drainage improvements and construction of an approved stormwater 
pumping facility.  The drainage area and the stormwater pumping facility were analyzed in documents 
prepared by Wilsey & Ham, Civil Engineers.  These documents indicated the following:  the drainage basin 
includes 29.1 acres, of which 24.7 acres are residential, 1.9 acres are for a park site, and 2.5 acres are for the 
collector streets associated with Stratford Road and Ruus Lane.  Pacheco Way does not drain into this 
drainage basin system nor does the industrial property to the south.  
 
In addition to the 143 lots identified above, final Tract Map 6682, with a total of 31 lots located immediately to 
the east of Chutney Road, was also approved.  Therefore, the total number of residential lots in the drainage 
basin is 174.  In addition to the residential lots, there is a park located on one parcel of land.  Therefore, there 
are 175 assessable parcels in the drainage basin. 
 
On June 6, 1995, by Resolution No. 95-103, the City Council ordered the formation of Maintenance District 
No. 1 to provide for the operation and maintenance of the storm drainage improvements and the stormwater 
pumping facility to facilitate the drainage basin. 
 
A Storm Water Lift Station (SWLS) has been constructed to pump storm water run-off for the developed 
area which is adjacent to the Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District's (“Flood 
Control District”) Line B, Zone No. 3A.  The plans for the lift station were approved by the City and the Flood 
Control District.  The SWLS was designed with capacity for only the development of the area encompassing 
the 175 parcels.  No added capacity was constructed for run-off from other areas such as the Georgian Manor 
and Spanish Ranch Mobile Home Parks, which are presently served by a privately owned and operated 
pumping facility located within each park. 
 
An agreement between the City and the Flood Control District transferred ownership of the SWLS to the 
Flood Control District.  The agreement states that the Flood Control District concurred with the SWLS 
transfer subject to the City providing the Flood Control District with the funds to operate, maintain, and 
provide for capital equipment replacement and for modifications that may become necessary for the optimal 
performance of the SWLS. 
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Proposition 218 Compliance 
On November 5, 1996, California voters approved Proposition 218 entitled "Right to Vote On Taxes Act," 
which added Articles XIIIC and XIIID to the California Constitution.  While its title refers only to 
taxes, Proposition 218 establishes new procedural requirements for the formation and administration of 
assessment districts. 
 
These new procedures stipulate that, even if assessments are initially exempt from Proposition 218, 
future increases in assessments must comply with the provisions of Proposition 218.  However, if the 
increase in assessment was anticipated in the assessment formula (e.g., Consumer Price Index (CPI) 
increase or assessment cap) then the City would be in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 218 
if the assessments did not exceed the previously approved assessment formula. 
 
For Fiscal Year 2013, the proposed collection rate is $171.60 per parcel, the same as the current fiscal year. 
Since the proposed Fiscal Year 2013 assessment is at the maximum base assessment of $171.60, 
Proposition 218 proceedings are not needed. 
 
Current Annual Administration 
The agreement between the City and the Flood Control District calls for the City each year to deposit with 
the Flood Control District the funds to maintain, operate, and set aside assessment revenue to provide for a 
capital replacement fund. 
 
Each year, no later than December 1, the Flood Control District furnishes the City with an itemized estimate 
of the cost to operate, maintain and supplement the capital equipment replacement fund for the fiscal year 
commencing on the next July 1.  Should the capital equipment replacement fund be inadequate to cover 
unscheduled/emergency repairs, equipment replacement or modifications that are found to be necessary for 
the normal and safe performance of the Storm Water Lift Station (SWLS), the Flood Control District will 
provide the City with written notice of the need for additional funding. 
 
In FY 2001 the Flood Control District staff evaluated and approved the purchase of a Supervisory Control 
and Data Acquisition (SCADA) system.  This system allows Alameda County Flood Control staff to 
respond much faster in emergencies and allows staff to remotely observe, troubleshoot, and operate the 
facility.  For instance, during heavy rains, the operator can observe pumping actions, start and stop the 
pumps, and reset alarms remotely.  The cost of purchasing this system has been spread over an eight (8) 
year period.  The last payment for the SCADA system was paid from the FY 2009 assessment proceeds. 
 
The annual Engineer's Report includes: (1) a description of the improvements to be operated, maintained 
and serviced, (2) an estimated budget, and (3) a listing of the proposed collection rate to be levied upon 
each assessable lot or parcel.  
 
The City of Hayward will hold a public hearing on June 12, 2012, to provide an opportunity for any 
interested person to be heard.  At the conclusion of the public hearing, the City Council may adopt a 
resolution confirming the levy of assessments as originally proposed or as modified. Following the 
adoption of this resolution, the final Assessor’s Roll will be prepared and filed with the County Auditor’s 
office to be included on the Fiscal Year 2013 tax roll. 
 
Payment of the assessment for each parcel will be made in the same manner and at the same time as 
payments are made for property taxes.  All funds collected through the assessment must be placed in a 
special fund and can only be used for the purposes stated within this report. 
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 SECTION II 
 

ENGINEER'S REPORT PREPARED PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS 
OF CHAPTER 26 OF PART 3 OF DIVISION 7 OF THE STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE OF 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
 CITY OF HAYWARD  

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 
 
 FISCAL YEAR 2013 
 
Pursuant to Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 
California, and Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code, and in 
accordance with the Resolution of Intention, being Resolution No. 12-_____, Preliminarily Approving the 
Engineer’s Report, on April 24, 2012 by the City Council of the City of Hayward, County of Alameda, 
State of California, in connection with the proceedings for: 
 
 CITY OF HAYWARD  

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 1 
 
Hereinafter referred to as the "District", I, John Nguyen, P.E., the duly appointed ENGINEER OF WORK, 
submit herewith the "Report" consisting of five (5) parts as follows: 
 

PART A:  PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 
 
This part describes the improvements in the District.  Plans and specifications for the improvements and 
maintenance are as set forth on the lists thereof, attached hereto, and are on file in the Office of the City 
Clerk of the City of Hayward, and are incorporated herein by reference. 
 

PART B:  ESTIMATE OF COST 
 
This part contains an estimate of the cost of the proposed improvements, maintenance and incidental 
costs and expenses in connection therewith, as set forth on the lists thereof, attached hereto, and are on 
file in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward. 
 

PART C:  MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 
 
This part incorporates, by reference, a Diagram of the Maintenance Assessment District showing the 
exterior boundaries of the Maintenance Assessment District and the boundaries of any zones within the 
Maintenance Assessment District.   
 

PART D:  METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 
 
This part describes the method of apportionment of assessments based upon the parcel classification of 
land within the Assessment District, and in proportion to the estimated benefits to be received. 
 

PART E:  PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 
 
This part contains an assessment of the estimated cost of the improvements on each benefited lot or 
parcel of land within the Assessment District.  The Assessment Roll is filed in the Office of the Hayward 
City Clerk. 
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PART A 

 
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

 
The facilities, which have been constructed within the City of Hayward's Maintenance District No. 1 
boundaries, and those which may be subsequently constructed, will be operated, maintained and 
serviced and are generally described as follows:   
 

DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD  
MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 1 

 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
The following improvements are proposed to be operated, maintained and serviced in Maintenance 
District No. 1 for Fiscal Year 2013: 
 

• The Stratford Village Storm Water Lift Station (SWLS) 
 
The operation and servicing of these facilities include, but are not limited to: personnel; electrical energy; 
materials, including diesel fuel and oil; hazardous materials clean up; and appurtenant facilities as 
required to provide sufficient run-off capacity.  
 
Maintenance means the furnishing of services and materials for the ordinary and usual operations, 
maintenance and servicing of the SWLS, including repair, removal or replacement of all or part of any of 
the SWLS.  
 
For Fiscal Year 2013, the collection rate will remain the same as the current fiscal year at $171.60 per 
parcel.  This amount is the same as the base assessment, and is not indexed to the Consumer Price Index. 
Any future increases would require noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of 
Proposition 218. 
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PART B 
 

ESTIMATE OF COST 
 
Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code and as supplemented by the 
provisions of Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of California 
provides that the total cost of operation, maintenance and servicing of the storm drainage improvements 
and storm water pumping station can be recovered by the District.  Incidental expenses including 
administration of the District, engineering fees, legal fees and all other costs associated with these 
improvements can also be included. 
 
The costs for Fiscal Year 2013 are summarized in Table No. 1 on the following page.  These cost estimates are 
based on Alameda County budget projections for Fiscal Year 2013. 
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TABLE 1: COST ESTIMATE FISCAL YEAR 2013

Fund 836 - Maintenance District No. 1
Fiscal Year 2013 

Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 175

Beginning City Fund Balance (July 1, 2012) $28,533.12

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (175 Assessable Parcels) $30,030.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($510.51)
Payment by LLAD - Zone 4 $4,900.00 
Net Revenue $34,419.49 
Total Available $62,952.61 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $1,400.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping maintenance plus debris removal, weeding, 

trimming, spraying, and masonry wall surface maintenance $0.00
Subtotal I: $1,400.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $845.00
(b) Alameda County Flood Control District 1 $31,650.00
(c) Supplies: printing, postage and publishing $300.00

Subtotal II: $32,795.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $1,000.00

Subtotal III: $1,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $35,195.00

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $27,757.61

The Amount Used from City Fund Balance ($775.89)

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital (0% of Total Expense) 2 $0.00
(b) Current Capital Replacement Fund at Flood Control District 3 ($61,785)

Anticipated Total City Fund Balance at the end of Fiscal Year $27,757.61

Collection per Parcel $171.60

Base Assessment per Parcel $171.60

NOTES:

(1) These items reflect the budget as proposed by the Alameda County Flood Control District.
(2)  The City does not need to maintain an operating reserve because of the agreement between the
     City and County.  The City receives assessment revenue in December and April of each year.
     The County subsequently invoices the City in March and June of each year.  Therefore the City's
     goal is to maintain a minimal positive balance in the operating reserve fund.  As in previous
     years the City has the ability to reduce contributions to the County's Operating or Capital Reserve
     Fund to offset the City's operating reserve shortfall.
(3) Reflects the amount of operating and capital reserves funds currently available at the Alameda
        County Flood Control District.

144



CITY OF HAYWARD STORM WATER LIFT STATION,  SECTION II 
MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 1  FISCAL YEAR  2013 PART C 

 
 - 7 -  

PART C 
 

MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 
 
The boundary of the City of Hayward's Maintenance District No. 1 is on file in the Office of the Hayward 
City Clerk and is incorporated in this report in Appendix “B”. 
 
A detailed description of the lines and dimensions of each lot or parcel within the Assessment District are 
those lines and dimensions shown on the maps of the Assessor of the County of Alameda for Fiscal Year 
2013. 
 
For additional information as to the bearings, distances, monuments, easements, etc. of subject subdivisions, 
reference is hereby made to Final Tract Maps No. 6472, 6560, 6682 and 6683 filed in the Office of the Recorder 
of Alameda County. 
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PART D 
 

METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 
 
GENERAL 
 
Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code and as supplemented by the 
provisions of Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of California 
permits the establishment of assessment districts by agencies for the purpose of providing certain public 
improvements which include the operation, maintenance and servicing of pump stations. 

The properties contributing storm water run-off to the pump station consist of the estimated 174 residential 
lots and street areas within those subdivisions, a portion of Stratford Road and Ruus Lane, and the Stratford 
Park owned by the City of Hayward.   
 
Proposition 218 also requires that maintenance assessments must be levied according to benefit rather 
than according to assessed value.  In addition, Article XIIID, Section 4(a) of the California Constitution 
limits the amount of any assessment to the proportional special benefit conferred on the property. 
 
The residential land uses contain 174 parcels that are contiguous to each other and are not a continuation of 
any existing development in the surrounding area.  The parcels receive a special benefit in that the pumping 
station and the storm drains protect the residential parcels from storm water flooding.  The special benefit 
derived by the individual parcels is indistinguishable between parcels.  Therefore, all residential parcels derive 
the same benefit and the corresponding method of assessment for residential land uses is based on a per parcel 
basis. 
 
Article XIIID of the California Constitution provides that publicly owned properties must be assessed 
unless there is clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special benefit from the 
assessment.  Exempted from the assessment would be the areas of public streets, public avenues, public 
lanes, public roads, public drives, public courts, public alleys, public easements and rights-of-ways.   
 
Stratford Park is owned by the City and receives minimal special benefit.  There are no buildings to protect 
from flooding, only minor structures and landscaping.  Therefore, the special benefit for the park was 
established as equal to the benefit received by one residential parcel, for a district total of 175 parcels. 
 
The projected Fiscal Year 2013 maintenance and incidental costs are estimated to be $35,195.00.  The 
collection rate for Fiscal Year 2013 will be at the maximum base assessment of $171.60 per parcel. 
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PART E 

 
PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 

 
A list of names and addresses of the owners of all parcels within the City of Hayward's Maintenance 
District No. 1 is shown on the last equalized Property Tax Roll of the Assessor of the County of Alameda, 
which is hereby made a part of this report.  This list is keyed to the Assessor's Parcel Numbers as shown 
on the Assessment Roll on file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk.  
 
The proposed collection rate and the amount for Fiscal Year 2013 apportioned to each lot or parcel, as 
shown on the latest roll at the Assessor's Office, are on file in the Office of the City Clerk.  The 
description of each lot or parcel is part of the records of the Assessor of the County of Alameda and these 
records are, by reference, made a part of this report. 
 
The total amount proposed to be collected for Fiscal Year 2013 is $30,030.00. 
 
The Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2013 is included in Appendix “A” of this Report and is on file in the 
Office of the Hayward City Clerk.  
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City of Hayward
Maintenance District No. 1

 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0121-001-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-002-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-003-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-004-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-005-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-006-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-007-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-008-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-009-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-010-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-011-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-012-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-013-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-014-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-015-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-016-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-017-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-018-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-019-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-020-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-021-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-022-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-023-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-024-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-025-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-026-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-027-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-028-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-029-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-030-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-031-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-032-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-033-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-034-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-035-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-036-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-037-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-038-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-039-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-040-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-041-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-042-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-049-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-050-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-051-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-052-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-053-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-054-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-055-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-056-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-057-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-058-00     $1 71 .60

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0121-059-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-060-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-061-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-062-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-063-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-064-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-065-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-066-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-067-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-068-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-069-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-070-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-071-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-072-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-073-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-074-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-075-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-076-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-077-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-078-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-080-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-081-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-082-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-083-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-084-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-085-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-086-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-087-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-088-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-089-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-090-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-091-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-092-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-093-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-094-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-095-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0121-096-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-001-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-003-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-004-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-005-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-006-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-007-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-008-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-009-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-010-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-011-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-012-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-013-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-014-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-015-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-016-00     $1 71 .60

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0122-017-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-018-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-019-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-020-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-021-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-022-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-023-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-024-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-025-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-026-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-027-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-028-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-029-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-030-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-031-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-032-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-033-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-034-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-035-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-036-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-037-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-038-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-039-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-040-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-041-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-042-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-043-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-044-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-045-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-046-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-047-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-048-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-049-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-050-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-051-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-052-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-053-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-054-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-055-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-056-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-057-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-058-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-059-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-060-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-061-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-062-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-063-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-064-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-065-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-066-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-067-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-068-00     $1 71 .60
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City of Hayward
Maintenance District No. 1

 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

464 -0122-069-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-070-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-071-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-072-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-073-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-074-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-075-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-076-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-077-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-078-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-079-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-080-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-081-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-082-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-083-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-084-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-085-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-086-00     $1 71 .60

464 -0122-087-00     $1 71 .60

  1 75Total Parcels:

  $30,030.00
Total
Assessment:
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Development Services 
 
SUBJECT: Maintenance District No.2 – Eden Shores Storm Water Facilities and Water 

Buffer -Preliminarily Approve the Engineer's Report and Levy Assessment for 
Fiscal Year 2013, Adopt a Resolution of Intention and Set June 12, 2012, as the 
Public Hearing for Such Actions 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the City Council adopts the attached resolution preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report, 
declaring intention to levy assessments for Fiscal Year 2013, and setting June 12, 2012 as the public 
hearing date concerning Maintenance District No. 2, Eden Shores Storm Water Facilities and Water 
Buffer (District). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The annual Engineer’s Report (Report) for Maintenance District No. 2 is presented to the City 
Council in compliance with Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code.  The Report is 
attached and includes the recommended amount of assessment to be levied against each property for 
Fiscal Year 2012. 

The District was formed in June 2003 to fund the operation and maintenance by City-hired 
contractors of storm water facilities, the water buffer zone bordering the residential portion of Eden 
Shores, masonry walls, and landscaping within the development area. The District includes three 
residential tracts in Eden Shores, totaling 534 homes.  The funds collected from the property owners 
within the District pay for annual operations and maintenance and to establish Capital Reserve funds, 
which would be utilized to repair or replace sections of fencing, masonry walls, pumps, or structures 
in the future.  The District assumed full maintenance responsibility at the beginning of Fiscal Year 
2009. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
Given current economic conditions and the current Capital Reserve fund balance of approximately 
$350,000, staff recommends the assessment amount for Fiscal Year 2013 remain the same as Fiscal 
Year 2012, which is $130 per parcel.  Besides performing regular maintenance, staff anticipates that 
some of the District’s pumps may need to be replaced in Fiscal Year 2013, due to their age.  If 
necessary, approximately $20,000 of the Capital Reserve funds would be used to pay for the 
replacement of any pumps. 
 
Proposition 218 Compliance - The increase in the maximum base assessment rate that can be levied 
in Fiscal Year 2013 is in compliance with the provisions of Proposition 218 because the maximum 
assessment does not exceed the previously approved assessment formula.  The proposed FY2013 
assessment of $130 is below the maximum base assessment of $787.39.  If, in future years, there is a 
need for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to the maximum base assessment 
amount.  Future increases in the collection rate up to the maximum base assessment amount would 
not require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
Before the City Council public hearing on June 12, 2012, notices will be published once in The Daily 
Review newspaper and sent to all affected property owners about the hearing.  A public meeting has 
been scheduled on May 23, 2012 for the property owners within the District.  At the meeting, staff 
will be available to explain District responsibilities, operations and funding and property owners will 
be given the opportunity to ask questions regarding assessments and services.  The property owners 
may also raise questions about assessments during the June 12 Council hearing. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
There is no fiscal impact to the City General Fund for this recommendation, because the present 
expenditures are to be paid for by the District fund account.  Staff has evaluated the Capital Reserve 
fund balance and asserts that it would be adequate for Fiscal Year 2013.  If necessary, the annual 
collection rate in Fiscal Year 2014 could be increased to bring the Capital Reserve fund balance to 
the desired level.   
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Once the City Council adopts the attached resolution of intention, the following next steps will 
occur: 
 

1. On May 23, 2012, a public meeting will be held with the property owners within the 
District. 
 

2. On June 12, 2012, Council will hold a public hearing to consider approving the Engineer’s 
Report and ordering the levy of assessments for Fiscal Year 2013. 
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Prepared by:  John Nguyen, P.E., Development Review Engineer 
 
Recommended by:  David Rizk, Development Services Director  
 
Approved by: 
 

 
 
 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
Attachments:  

Attachment I Draft Resolution  
Attachment II Preliminary Engineer’s Report  
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Attachment I 
 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-_____ 
 

Introduced by Council Member ________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION PRELIMINARILY APPROVING ENGINEER'S REPORT, 
DECLARING INTENTION TO LEVY ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2013, AND SETTING JUNE 12, 2012, AS THE PUBLIC HEARING DATE 
CONCERNING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 2 - EDEN SHORES STORM 
WATER FACILITIES AND WATER BUFFER (MD - 2) 

 
 
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward, as follows: 
 

1. Maintenance District No. 2 - Eden Shores Storm Water Facilities and Water Buffer (the 
“maintenance district”) was established by the adoption of Resolution No. 03-102 to 
provide funds to operate, maintain, and service a storm water facilities and the water 
buffer bordering the residential portion of Eden Shores, which encompasses the three 
residential tracts 7316, 7360 and 7361, in Eden Shores development, totaling 534 homes.  
The maintenance district consists of the properties as shown on the Assessment Roll on 
file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk. 

 
 2. The Engineer of Work has prepared a report in accordance with Section 10-10.25 of the 

Hayward Municipal Code.  Said report has been made, filed, and duly considered by this 
City Council and is hereby deemed sufficient and preliminarily approved.  Said report 
shall stand as the report for all subsequent proceedings related to the proposed levy of 
district assessments for Fiscal Year 2013. 

 
 3. It is the intention of the City Council to order the levy and collection of assessments for 

the maintenance of the storm water facilities and water buffer pursuant to Part 3, Chapter 
26 of Division 7 of the California Streets and Highways Code (commencing with Section 
5820 thereof). 

 
 4. The proposed assessment for Fiscal Year 2013 is $130.00, the same as previous fiscal 

year’s assessment, but less than the base assessment amount of $787.39. 
 
 5. Reference is hereby made to the aforementioned report on file with the City Clerk for a 

full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries of the proposed 
maintenance district, and the proposed assessments upon assessable lots within said 
district.  
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 6.   On June 12, 2012, at the hour of 7:00 p.m., in the regular meeting place of this City 
Council, City Council Chambers, 777 B Street, Hayward, California, a public hearing 
will be held on the levy of the proposed assessment. 

 
  Prior to the conclusion of said public hearing, any interested person may file a written 

protest with the City Clerk, or having previously filed a protest, may file a written 
withdrawal of that protest.  A written protest by a property owner shall contain a 
description sufficient to identify the property owned by such owner. 

 
 7. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause a notice of said meeting and hearing to be 

made in the form and manner provided by applicable laws. 
 
 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA, April    , 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
     MAYOR: 
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
ATTEST:_______________________ 

 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
  
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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Attachment II 
 

 

 
 
 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 
 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD 
 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 2 
(Eden Shores) 

 
 
 

Fiscal Year 2013 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

April 24, 2012
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 ENGINEER'S REPORT 

 
CITY OF HAYWARD 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 2 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
The undersigned, acting on behalf of the City of Hayward, respectfully submits the enclosed 
Engineer’s Report as directed by the City of Hayward City Council.  The undersigned certifies 
that he is a Professional Engineer, registered in the State of California. 
 
Dated:                              By:        
  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E.,P.E. 
                RCE No. 55104 
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll and 
Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was filed with me on the _____ day of _____________, 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll 
and the Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was approved and confirmed by the City Council 
of the City of Hayward, Alameda County, California, on the           day of                              , 2012. 
          
          Miriam Lens 

 City Clerk, City of Hayward 
 

By:  
 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the enclosed Engineer's Report, together with the Assessment Roll 
and the Assessment Diagram thereto attached, was filed with the County Auditor of the County 
of Alameda, on the _______ day of              , 2012. 

 
By:  

  John Nguyen, M.S.C.E.,P.E. 
                RCE No. 55104 
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SECTION I 
 

INTRODUCTION 
ENGINEER'S REPORT 

 
CITY OF HAYWARD 

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 2 
 

FISCAL YEAR 2013 
 
Background Information 
On April 16, 2002, by Resolution No. 02-043, the City Council approved the Final Map of Tract 7317 
for a 114 lot residential subdivision, with 109 single-family homes, located on the northerly side of 
Eden Shores Boulevard and westerly of the Union Pacific Railroad. 
 
On November 26, 2002, by Resolution No. 02-171, the City Council approved the Final Map of Tract 
7361 for a 120 lot residential subdivision, with 116 single-family homes, located on the southerly side 
of Eden Shores Boulevard and westerly of the Union Pacific Railroad. 
 
On June 3, 2003, by Resolution No. 03-083, the City Council approved the Final Map for Tract 7360, 
for a 318 lot residential subdivision, with 309 single-family homes located on the southwesterly side 
of Eden Shores Drive and westerly of the Union Pacific Railroad.  The additional lots in each 
subdivision, 27 total, will be landscaped areas, parks, wetlands or buffer areas. 
 
Conditions of approval for Tracts No. 7317, 7360 and 7361, included provisions for construction of a 
water buffer channel and storm-water pretreatment pond, masonry walls, anti-predator fences, and 
landscaping within the proposed development area.  Maintenance District No. 2 will provide a 
funding source to operate and maintain these improvements, including the furnishing of water and 
electrical energy along with debris removal, weeding, trimming and pest control spraying. 
 
On June 24, 2003, by Resolution No. 03-102, the City Council ordered the formation of Maintenance 
District No. 2 to provide the funding for the operation and maintenance of these facilities.  
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Proposition 218 Compliance 
On November 5, 1996, California voters approved Proposition 218 entitled "Right to Vote On 
Taxes Act," which added Articles XIIIC and XIIID to the California Constitution.  While its 
title refers only to taxes, Proposition 218 establishes new procedural requirements for the 
formation and administration of assessment districts. 
 
These new procedures stipulate that, even if assessments are initially exempt from Proposition 
218, future increases in assessments must comply with the provisions of Proposition 218.  
However, if the increase in assessment was anticipated in the assessment formula (e.g., 
Consumer Price Index (CPI) increase or assessment cap) then the City would be in compliance 
with the provisions of Proposition 218 if the assessments did not exceed the previously 
approved assessment formula. 
 
In FY 2008 the collection rate was $155.00 per parcel.  From FY 2009 through FY 2011 the 
collection rate was reduced to $100.00 per parcel at the request of the Eden Shores 
Homeowners’ Association (HOA) due to poor economic conditions and the fact that there were 
sufficient reserves available to supplement the annual operation and maintenance costs for those 
fiscal years.  For Fiscal Year 2012, the proposed collection rate increased to $130.00 per parcel to 
cover increased maintenance and utility costs.  For Fiscal Year 2013, the collection rate is 
proposed to remain the same at $130.00 per parcel.  The collection rate needed to cover the FY 
2013 operating expenses is approximately $167.43 per parcel.  However, the estimated operating 
costs for FY 2013 contain $20,000 budgeted for pump replacement or any major repairs beyond 
normal operation activities.  Therefore, approximately $20,000 would be used from the capital 
reserves to supplement the assessment revenues for FY 2013, if necessary.  The proposed FY 2013 
assessment is below the maximum base assessment of $787.39.  If in future years, there is a need 
for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum amount.  
This base assessment amount is increased annually based upon the change in the Consumer 
Price Index.  Future increases in the collection rate up to the base assessment amount would not 
require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
 
Current Annual Administration 
The annual Engineer's Report includes: (1) a description of the improvements to be operated, 
maintained and serviced, (2) an estimated budget, and (3) a listing of the proposed collection 
rate to be levied upon each assessable lot or parcel.  
 
The City of Hayward will hold a public hearing on June 12, 2012, to provide an opportunity for 
any interested person to be heard.  At the conclusion of the public hearing, the City Council may 
adopt a resolution confirming the levy of assessments as originally proposed or as modified. 
Following the adoption of this resolution, the final Assessor’s Roll will be prepared and filed 
with the County Auditor’s office to be included on the Fiscal Year 2013 tax roll.   
 
Payments of the assessment for each parcel will be made in the same manner and at the same 
time as payments are made for property taxes.  All funds collected through the assessment must 
be placed in a special fund and can only be used for the purposes stated within this report. 
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 SECTION II 
 

ENGINEER'S REPORT PREPARED PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS 
OF CHAPTER 26 OF PART 3 OF DIVISION 7 OF THE STREETS AND HIGHWAYS 

CODE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
 CITY OF HAYWARD  

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 2 
 
 FISCAL YEAR 2013 
 
Pursuant to Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 
California, and Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code, and in 
accordance with the Resolution of Intention, being Resolution No. 12-_____, Preliminarily 
Approving the Engineer’s Report, on April 24, 2012, by the City Council of the City of Hayward, 
County of Alameda, State of California, in connection with the proceedings for: 
 
 CITY OF HAYWARD  

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 2 
 
Hereinafter referred to as the "District", I, John Nguyen, P.E., the duly appointed ENGINEER OF 
WORK, submit herewith the "Report" consisting of five (5) parts as follows: 
 

PART A:  PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 
 
This part describes the improvements in the District.  Plans and specifications for the 
improvements and maintenance are as set forth on the lists thereof, attached hereto, and are on 
file in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward, and are incorporated herein by 
reference. 
 

PART B:  ESTIMATE OF COST 
 
This part contains an estimate of the cost of the proposed improvements, maintenance and 
incidental costs and expenses in connection therewith, as set forth on the lists thereof, attached 
hereto, and are on file in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Hayward. 
 

PART C:  MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 
 
This part incorporates, by reference, a Diagram of the Maintenance Assessment District 
showing the exterior boundaries of the Maintenance Assessment District and the boundaries of 
any zones within the Maintenance Assessment District.   
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PART D:  METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 
 
This part describes the method of apportionment of assessments based upon the parcel 
classification of land within the Assessment District, and in proportion to the estimated benefits 
to be received. 
 

PART E:  PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 
 
This part contains an assessment of the estimated cost of the improvements on each benefited 
lot or parcel of land within the Assessment District.  The Assessment Roll is filed in the Office of 
the Hayward City Clerk. 
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PART A 
 

PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 
 
The facilities, which have been constructed within the City of Hayward's Maintenance District 
No. 2 boundaries, and those which may be subsequently constructed, will be operated, 
maintained and serviced and are generally described as follows:   
 

DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS 
 

CITY OF HAYWARD  
MAINTENANCE DISTRICT No. 2 

 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 

 
The following improvements are proposed to be operated, maintained and serviced in 
Maintenance District No. 2 for Fiscal Year 2013: 
 

• Water Buffer Channel; 
• Storm-water Pre-Treatment Pond; 
• Masonry Walls; 
• Anti-predator Fences; and 
• Miscellaneous Landscaping 

 
The operation, maintenance and servicing of these improvements include, but are not limited to: 
personnel; water, for irrigation and buffer replenishment; electrical energy; materials, including 
diesel fuel and oil, debris removal, weeding, trimming, pest control spraying, etc. 
 
In FY 2008 the collection rate was $155.00 per parcel.  From FY 2009 through FY 2011 the 
collection rate was reduced to $100.00 per parcel at the request of the Eden Shores 
Homeowners’ Association (HOA) due to poor economic conditions and the fact that there were 
sufficient reserves available to supplement the annual operation and maintenance costs for those 
fiscal years.  For Fiscal Year 2012, the proposed collection rate increased to $130.00 per parcel to 
cover increased maintenance and utility costs.  For Fiscal Year 2013, the collection rate is 
proposed to remain the same at $130.00 per parcel.  The collection rate needed to cover the FY 
2013 operating expenses is approximately $167.43 per parcel.  However, the estimated operating 
costs for FY 2013 contain $20,000 budgeted for pump replacement or any major repairs beyond 
normal operation activities.  Therefore, approximately $20,000 would be used from the capital 
reserves to supplement the assessment revenues for FY 2013, if necessary.  The proposed FY 2013 
assessment is below the maximum base assessment of $787.39.  If in future years, there is a need 
for additional funds, the collection rate may be increased up to their base maximum amount.  
This base assessment amount is increased annually based upon the change in the Consumer 
Price Index.  Future increases in the collection rate up to the base assessment amount would not 
require the noticing and balloting of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
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PART B 

 
ESTIMATE OF COST 

 
Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code and as supplemented by the 
provisions of Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 
California provides that the total cost of operation, maintenance and servicing of the water 
buffer channel, water treatment pond, masonry walls, anti-predator fences and landscaping can 
be recovered by the District.  Incidental expenses including administration of the District, 
engineering fees, legal fees and all other costs associated with these improvements can also be 
included. 
 
The base assessment rate was set at $655.00 per parcel for the base year July 1, 2003 with an 
automatic allowance for a CPI increase annually from April 1st to March 31st of each year.  On 
July 1, 2003, the CPI Index was set at 192.25.  The most current CPI Index available at the time 
of this report was December 2011.  The December 2011 CPI was 231.109 which translates to a 
20.21% (231.109/192.25) increase since the base year.  Therefore, the revised base assessment that 
could be levied in Fiscal Year 2013 is $787.39 per parcel, comparing to $772.16 in Fiscal Year 
2012.  Future CPI increases in the base assessment rate do not require the noticing and balloting 
of property owners per the requirements of Proposition 218. 
 
The original Engineer’s estimate for construction costs for Maintenance District No. 2 
improvements was $1,380,000 (in 2003 dollars).  This construction cost is used for establishing the 
base capital reserve level. 
 
The costs for Fiscal Year 2013 are summarized on the following page.  These cost estimates have 
been provided by the City of Hayward. 
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TABLE 1: COST ESTIMATE FISCAL YEAR 2013
Fund 818 - Maintenance District No. 2 - Eden Shores

Fiscal Year    2013 
Budget

Number of Assessable Parcels 534

Beginning Balance (July 1, 2012) $356,182.15

REVENUE
Annual Assessment Fee (534 Assessable Parcels) $69,420.00 
County Collection Fee (1.7%)  ($1,180.14)
Net Revenue $68,239.86 
Total Available $424,422.01 

EXPENDITURE
I. MAINTENANCE & UTILITY
I. Maintenance & Utility
(a) Utilities:  Irrigation water and electrical energy $23,500.00
(b) Maintenance Work: Landscaping and buffer lake maintenance plus debris 

removal, weeding, trimming, spraying, and predator fence, steel structures, 
masonry wall surface maintenance $31,000.00

(c) Pump Replacements and/or major repairs $20,000.00
Subtotal I: $74,500.00

II. Supplies & Services
(a) Special Services $2,595.00
(b) Special Services - Pre-Treatment Pond (Alameda County Flood Control) $5,000.00
(c) Supplies: printing and postage $135.00

Subtotal II: $7,730.00

III. Administrative Services
(a) Administration $6,000.00

Subtotal III: $6,000.00

Total Expense (Sum of I, II and II) $88,230.00

Estimated Withdraw from Reserves, if necessary, for I.(c) ($19,990.14)

Ending Balance of Fiscal Year (June 30, 2013) $336,192.01

RESERVE DETAIL
(a)  Required Working Capital for six months (50% of Total Expense) 1 $44,115.00
(b) Current Working Capital Reserves 2 $292,077.01

Anticipated Total Reserve at the end of Fiscal Year $336,192.01

Collection per Parcel $130.00

Base Assessment per Parcel $787.39

NOTES:

   (1)  Operating reserves are needed for future fiscal years because the City does not receive 

       the assessment revenue from the County until January, therefore it is necessary to have 
       an operating reserve fund to cover 6 months of cash flow from July 1 through
       December 31 each fiscal year.    

   (2) In the event capital facilities need replacement because of failure, damage or vandalism
       these funds will be used.  
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PART C 
 

MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM 
 

The Assessment District Diagram for the City of Hayward's Maintenance District No. 2 (Eden 
Shores) is on file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk and is incorporated in this report in 
Appendix “B”. 
 
A detailed description of the lines and dimensions of each lot or parcel within the Assessment 
District are those lines and dimensions shown on the maps of the Assessor of the County of 
Alameda for Fiscal Year 2013. 
 
For additional information as to the bearings, distances, monuments, easements, etc. of subject 
subdivisions, reference is hereby made to Final Tracts Maps No. 7317, 7360 and 7361 filed in the 
Office of the Recorder of Alameda County. 
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PART D 
 

METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 
 
GENERAL 
 
Chapter 10, Article 10, Section 10-10.25 of the Hayward Municipal Code and as supplemented by the 
provisions of Chapter 26 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of 
California permits the establishment of assessment districts by agencies for the purpose of 
providing certain public improvements which include the operation, maintenance and servicing 
of water buffer channels, water treatment ponds, masonry walls, predator fences and 
landscaping. 
 
Proposition 218 requires that maintenance assessments must be levied according to benefit 
rather than according to assessed value.  In addition, Article XIIID, Section 4(a) of the California 
Constitution limits the amount of any assessment to the proportional special benefit conferred 
on the property. 
 
Because assessments are levied on the basis of benefit, they are not considered a tax, and, 
therefore, are not governed by Article XIIIA of the California Constitution. 

 
Article XIIID of the California Constitution provides that publicly owned properties must be 
assessed unless there is clear and convincing evidence that those properties receive no special 
benefit from the assessment.  Exempted from the assessment would be the areas of public 
streets, public avenues, public lanes, public roads, public drives, public courts, public alleys, 
public easements and rights-of-ways.   

The properties benefiting from the operation, maintenance and servicing of water buffer channels, 
water treatment ponds, masonry walls, predator fences and landscaping consist of the 534 single-
family residential lots located within Tracts No. 7317, 7360 and 7361. 
 
Each of the 534 single-family residential lots receive a special benefit in that they are able to be 
developed because protection to the adjacent open space has been provided through the 
construction of these improvements.  The special benefit derived by the individual parcels is 
indistinguishable between parcels.  Therefore, all residential parcels derive the same benefit and the 
corresponding method of assessment for residential land uses is based on a per parcel basis. 
 
The estimated Fiscal Year 2013 assessment revenue is $69,420.00.  The collection rate for Fiscal Year 
2013 will be $130.00 per parcel. 
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PART E 

 
PROPERTY OWNER LIST & ASSESSMENT ROLL 

 
A list of names and addresses of the owners of all parcels within the City of Hayward's 
Maintenance District No. 2 is shown on the last equalized Property Tax Roll of the Assessor of 
the County of Alameda, which is hereby made a part of this report.  This list is keyed to the 
Assessor's Parcel Numbers as shown on the Assessment Roll on file in the Office of the Hayward 
City Clerk.  
 
The proposed collection rate and the amount for Fiscal Year 2013 apportioned to each lot or 
parcel, as shown on the latest roll at the Assessor's Office, are on file in the Office of the City 
Clerk.  The description of each lot or parcel is part of the records of the Assessor of the County 
of Alameda and these records are, by reference, made a part of this report. 
 
The total amount proposed to be collected for Fiscal Year 2013 is $69,420.00. 
 
The Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2013 is included on the following page of this Report and is 
on file in the Office of the Hayward City Clerk.  
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City of Hayward
Maintenance District No. 2

 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-002-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-003-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-004-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-005-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-006-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-007-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-008-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-009-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-010-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-011-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-012-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-013-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-014-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-015-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-016-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-017-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-018-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-019-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-020-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-021-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-022-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-023-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-024-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-025-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-026-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-027-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-028-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-029-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-030-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-031-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-032-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-033-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-034-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-035-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-036-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-037-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-038-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-039-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-040-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-041-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-042-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-043-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-044-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-045-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-046-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-047-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-048-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-049-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-050-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-051-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-052-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-053-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-054-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-055-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-056-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-057-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-058-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-059-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-060-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-061-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-062-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-063-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-064-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-065-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-066-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-067-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-068-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-069-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-070-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-071-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-072-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-073-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-074-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-075-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-076-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-077-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-078-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-079-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-080-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-081-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-082-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-083-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-084-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-085-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-086-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-087-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-088-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-089-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-090-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-091-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-092-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-093-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-094-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-095-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-096-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-097-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-098-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-099-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-100-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-101-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-102-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-103-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-104-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-105-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0037-106-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-107-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-108-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-109-00     $1 30.00

461 -0037-110-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-003-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-004-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-005-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-006-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-007-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-008-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-009-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-010-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-011-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-012-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-013-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-014-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-015-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-016-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-017-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-018-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-019-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-020-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-021-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-022-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-023-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-024-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-025-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-026-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-027-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-028-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-029-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-030-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-031-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-032-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-033-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-034-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-035-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-036-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-037-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-038-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-039-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-040-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-041-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-042-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-043-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-044-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-045-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-046-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-047-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-048-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-049-00     $1 30.00
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City of Hayward
Maintenance District No. 2

 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0100-050-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-051-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-052-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-053-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-054-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-055-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-056-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-057-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-058-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-059-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-060-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-061-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-062-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-063-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-064-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-065-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-066-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-067-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-068-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-069-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-070-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-071-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-072-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-073-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-074-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-075-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-076-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-077-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-078-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-079-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-080-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-081-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-082-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-083-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-084-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-085-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-086-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-087-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-088-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-089-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-090-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-091-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-092-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-093-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-094-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-095-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-096-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-097-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-098-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-099-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-100-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-101-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0100-102-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-103-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-104-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-105-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-106-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-107-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-108-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-109-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-110-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-111-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-112-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-113-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-114-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-115-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-116-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-117-00     $1 30.00

461 -0100-118-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-005-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-006-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-007-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-008-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-009-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-010-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-011-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-012-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-013-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-014-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-015-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-016-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-017-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-018-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-019-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-020-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-021-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-022-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-023-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-024-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-025-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-026-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-027-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-028-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-029-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-030-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-031-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-032-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-033-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-034-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-035-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-036-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-037-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-038-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-039-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-040-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-041-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-042-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-043-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-044-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-045-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-046-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-047-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-048-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-049-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-050-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-051-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-052-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-053-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-054-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-055-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-056-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-057-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-058-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-059-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-060-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-061-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-062-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-063-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-064-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-065-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-066-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-067-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-068-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-069-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-070-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-071-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-072-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-073-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-074-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-075-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-076-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-077-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-078-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-079-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-080-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-081-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-082-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-083-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-084-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-085-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-086-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-087-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-088-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-089-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-090-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-091-00     $1 30.00
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 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
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APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-092-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-093-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-094-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-095-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-096-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-097-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-098-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-099-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-100-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-101-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-102-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-103-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-104-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-105-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-106-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-107-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-108-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-109-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-110-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-111-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-112-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-113-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-114-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-115-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-116-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-117-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-118-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-119-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-120-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-121-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-122-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-123-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-124-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-125-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-126-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-127-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-128-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-129-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-130-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-131-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-132-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-133-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-134-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-135-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-136-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-137-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-138-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-139-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-140-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-141-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-142-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-143-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0101-144-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-145-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-146-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-147-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-148-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-149-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-150-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-151-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-152-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-153-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-154-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-155-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-156-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-157-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-158-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-159-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-160-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-161-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-162-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-163-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-164-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-165-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-166-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-167-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-168-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-169-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-170-00     $1 30.00

461 -0101-171-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-002-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-003-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-004-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-005-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-006-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-007-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-008-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-009-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-010-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-011-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-012-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-013-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-014-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-015-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-016-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-017-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-018-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-019-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-020-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-021-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-022-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-023-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-024-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-025-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0102-026-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-027-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-028-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-029-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-030-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-031-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-032-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-033-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-034-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-035-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-036-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-037-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-038-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-039-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-040-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-041-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-042-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-043-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-044-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-045-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-046-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-047-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-048-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-049-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-050-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-051-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-052-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-053-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-054-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-055-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-056-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-057-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-058-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-059-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-060-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-061-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-062-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-063-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-064-00     $1 30.00

461 -0102-065-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-004-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-005-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-006-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-007-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-008-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-009-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-010-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-011-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-012-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-013-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-014-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-015-00     $1 30.00
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 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ROLL
FISCAL YEAR 2013

APPENDIX C

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0103-016-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-017-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-018-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-019-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-020-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-021-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-022-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-023-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-024-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-025-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-026-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-027-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-028-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-029-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-030-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-031-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-032-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-033-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-034-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-035-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-036-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-037-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-038-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-039-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-040-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-041-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-042-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-043-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-044-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-045-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-046-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-047-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-048-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-049-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-050-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-051-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-052-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-053-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-054-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-055-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-056-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-057-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-058-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-059-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-060-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-061-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-062-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-063-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-064-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-065-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-066-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-067-00     $1 30.00

Assessor's
Parcel

Number
Assessment

Amount

461 -0103-068-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-069-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-070-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-071-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-072-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-073-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-074-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-075-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-076-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-077-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-078-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-079-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-080-00     $1 30.00

461 -0103-081-00     $1 30.00

  534Total Parcels:

  $69,420.00
Total
Assessment:
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Public Works –Engineering and Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: Transportation Development Act Article 3 Funds FY 2013:  Wheelchair Ramps 

– Authorization to File Application 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopts the attached resolution authorizing filing an application with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC) for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funding 
in FY 2013 to construct wheelchair ramps at various locations in the City. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Each year, TDA funds are made available to the cities in Alameda County for construction of 
bicycle paths, sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, and other pedestrian facilities.  One of the conditions 
for MTC’s approval of TDA funding is the submittal of a resolution by the governing body of the 
City authorizing the filing of an application for funds. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Consistent with past City practice and Council direction, staff plans to submit an application to 
MTC for construction of wheelchair ramps at various locations for FY 2013 (Attachment II). The 
various ramp locations were selected in accordance with the Curb Ramp Guidelines established in 
the City’s Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Transition Plan. The City is now able to begin 
upgrading existing handicap ramps to current standards or installing new ramps at all the 
intersections in specific neighborhoods due to the success of the program in prior years. The 
proposed locations for wheelchair ramp installation, at approximately fifty intersections, are in the 
Schafer Park and Fairway Park neighborhoods, as shown in Attachment II. For cost effectiveness, 
the approximately 116 ramp locations were chosen for their close proximity to each other. 
 
Alameda County has provided a preliminary estimate of $112,935 in TDA Article 3 funds for the 
City of Hayward to construct the project. The TDA funds will be approved by MTC upon receipt of 
the City’s final project application. The application materials are due by May 24, 2012 to the 
Alameda County Public Works Agency.  The County Board of Supervisors anticipates approval of 
all of the applications by June 26, 2012 and will submit the approved applications to MTC. Action 
by MTC is expected in August 2012, and the funds are anticipated to be available this fall. 
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PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
The past installation of the ramps has been very well received by the public.  The wheelchair ramp 
process stems from ongoing requests from the public to improve access to sidewalks for disabled 
pedestrians. 
 
Construction of wheelchair ramps will coincide with the City’s sidewalk repair and rehabilitation 
projects to be scheduled for 2013. When a construction schedule is determined, property owners in 
the affected neighborhoods will be appropriately notified of the project schedule. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT  
  
Although in the past the City has occasionally supplemented TDA funds with its own funds, no 
match is required.  Thus, there is no impact to the City’s General Fund. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Currently, this project is tentatively scheduled to begin the design work in Fall 2012 and start 
construction in Spring 2013. 
 
 
Prepared by:  Don Frascinella, Transportation Manager 
 
Recommended by:  Morad Fakhrai, Director of Public Works – Engineering and Transportation 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
_____________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
Attachments: 
 Attachment I: Resolution 
 Attachment Ia: TDA Article 3 Project Application Form 
 Attachment Ib: City of Hayward Statement  
 Attachment II: Project Location Map 

TDA Article 3 Funds FY2013: Wheelchair Ramps 2 of 2 
April 19, 2011 
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Attachment I 
  
 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-           
 

Introduced by Council Member ________________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION TO THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
FOR THE ALLOCATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2013 TRANSPORTATION 
DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 3 PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE PROJECT 
FUNDING FOR INSTALLATION OF WHEELCHAIR RAMPS 

 
 
 WHEREAS, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), Public Utilities 
Code (PUC) Section 99200 et seq., authorizes the submission of claims to a regional 
transportation planning agency for the funding of projects exclusively for the benefit and/or use 
of pedestrians and bicyclists; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the regional 
transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay region, has adopted MTC Resolution 
No. 875, Revised, entitled “Transportation Development Act, Article 3, Pedestrian/Bicycle 
Projects,” which delineates procedures and criteria for submission of requests for the allocation 
of TDA Article 3 funding; and 

 
WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised requires that requests for the allocation 

of TDA Article 3 funding be submitted as part of a single, countywide coordinated claim from 
each county in the San Francisco Bay region; and 

 
WHEREAS, the CITY OF HAYWARD desires to submit a request to MTC for the 

allocation of TDA Article 3 funds to support the projects described in Attachment I-a to this 
resolution, which are for the exclusive benefit and/or use of pedestrians and/or bicyclists. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the CITY OF HAYWARD declares it is 

eligible to request an allocation of TDA Article 3 funds pursuant to Section 99234 of the Public 
Utilities Code. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that there is no pending or threatening litigation that 

might adversely affect the project or projects described in Attachment I-a to this resolution, or 
that might impair the ability of the CITY OF HAYWARD to carry out the project. 

 
 

  
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the CITY OF HAYWARD attests to the accuracy of 
and approves the statements in Attachment I-b to this resolution. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution and its 

Page 1 of 2 
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attachments, and any accompanying supporting materials shall be forwarded to the congestion 
management agency, countywide transportation planning agency, or county association of 
governments, as the case may be, of Alameda County for submission to MTC as part of the 
countywide coordinated TDA Article 3 claim. 

 
 

IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA                       , 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 

ATTEST:_________________________________ 
 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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Resolution No. ________ 
 

TDA Article 3 Project Application Form 

Fiscal Year of this Claim:FY 13 Applicant: City of Hayward  
Contact person: Don Frascinella  
Mailing Address: 777 B Street, Hayward CA 94541   
E-Mail Address: don.frascinella@hayward-ca.gov Telephone:510-583-4781  
Secondary Contact (in event primary not available) Mir Ali  
E-Mail Address: mir.ali@hayward-ca.gov Telephone: 510-583-4764  
Short Title Description of Project: Installation of wheelchair ramps in the Schafer Park and Fairway Park 
Neighborhoods.  
Amount of claim: $  
Functional Description of Project: 
Installation of wheelchair ramps in the Schafer Park and Fairway Park Neighborhoods.in accordance with ADA 
requirements in order to provide greater mobility to disabled pedestrians  
  
  
Financial Plan: 
List the project elements for which TDA funding is being requested (e.g., planning, environmental, engineering, right-of-way, 
construction, inspection, contingency, audit). Use the table below to show the project budget. Include prior and proposed 
future funding of the project. If the project is a segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for 
the other segments. 
 
Project Elements:  
  
 

Funding Source All Prior FYs Application FY Next FY Following FYs Totals 
TDA Article 3 $1,129,067 $112,935 $120,000 $120,000 $1,482,002 
list all other sources:      
1. City $135,000    $135,000 
2.       
3.      
4.       

Totals $1,264,067 $112,935 $120,000 $120,000 $1,617,002 
 

Project Eligibility:   YES?/NO? 
A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body?  (If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is 

anticipated). 
 
YES 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding?  If "YES," provide an explanation on a separate page. YES 
C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter 1000 of the California 

Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via: http://www.dot.ca.gov). 
 
N/A 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," provide an explanation). NO 
E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project (pursuant to CEQA) been 

evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder?  (required only for projects that 
include construction). 

 
YES 

F. Will the project be completed before the allocation expires?  Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and 
year) June 30, 2013  
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YES 
G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant arranged for such 

maintenance by another agency?  (If an agency other than the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name:  
 ) 

 
YES 

  
 
 
B. Yes, funding for the installation of wheelchair ramps is an ongoing project. 
 
 
D. No, since the project does not pertain to bicycles. 
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ATTACHMENT I-b 
 

STATEMENT 

1. That the City of Hayward is not legally impeded from submitting a request to the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for the allocation of Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funds, nor is the City of Hayward legally impeded 
from undertaking the project(s) described in Attachment I-a of this resolution. 
 

2. That the City of Hayward has committed adequate staffing resources to complete the 
project(s) described in Attachment I-a. 
 

3. A review of the projects(s) described in Attachment I-a has resulted in the consideration 
of all pertinent matters, including those related to environmental and right-of-way permits 
and clearances, attended to the successful completion of project(s). 
 

4. Issues attendant to securing environmental and right-of-way permits and clearances for 
the projects described in Attachment I-a have been reviewed and will be concluded in a 
manner and on a schedule that will not jeopardize the deadline for the use of the TDA 
funds being requested. 
 

5. That the projects described in Attachment I-a comply with the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code Sections 21000 es 
seq.), and that they City of Hayward is in possession of the document(s) supporting such 
compliance, said document(s) having been made available for public review and stamped 
by the City Clerk or County Recorder of the county in which the claimant is located. 
 

6. That as portrayed in the budgetary description(s) of the project(s) in Attachment I-a, the 
sources of funding other than TDA are assured and adequate for completion of the 
project(s). 
 

7. The project(s) described in Attachment I-a are for capital construction and/or design 
engineering 
 

8. That the project(s) described in Attachment I-a are ready to commence implementation 
during the fiscal year of the requested allocation. 
 

9. That the City of Hayward agrees to maintain, or provide for the maintenance of the 
project(s) and facilities described in Attachment I-a, for the benefit of and use by the 
public. 

Page 1 of 1 
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DATE: April 24, 2012      
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Director of Public Works – Utilities and Environmental Services 
 
SUBJECT: WPCF Grease Receiving and Processing Facility:  Award of Contract 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopts the attached resolution: 

1. Approving Addendum Nos. 1 and 2 to the project scope of work, providing revisions to the 
Plans and Specifications;   

2. Appropriating an additional $250,000 from the Sewer System Capital Improvement Fund; 
and 

3. Awarding the contract for this project to JMB Construction, Inc., in the amount of 
$546,700. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) receives electric energy for plant operations from 
three sources: PGE, cogeneration, and solar generation.  Cogeneration presently offsets about 40% 
of total electrical energy used for wastewater treatment processes.  Cogeneration uses renewable 
biogas produced from anaerobic microbial activity in the plant’s digesters, and is generally referred 
to as “digester gas.”  Methane, a constituent in digester gas, the same component found in natural 
gas that is distributed and delivered by PG&E, is the fuel used for cogeneration.  Fats, oil, and 
grease (FOG) trucked to the WPCF can be injected directly into the WPCF digesters, bypassing 
other treatment unit processes, to significantly increase digester gas production. 
 
The FOG stream originates from several sources, such as septic tanks and process wastes from 
restaurants and grocery stores.  Generally, these wastes are not placed into sanitary sewers because 
collection systems are not available or the characteristics of the waste do not permit discharge into 
sanitary sewers.  By providing specialized receiving equipment, FOG can be mixed and metered 
directly into digesters at a rate favorable for both digester treatment and for cogeneration operation.  
Digester gas not utilized as alternative energy would have to be otherwise wasted by flaring via a 
waste burner into the atmosphere. Methane is considered a greenhouse gas and as such is addressed 
in Hayward’s Climate Action Plan. 
 
Although FOG reception at wastewater treatment plants for the purpose of increasing digester gas 
production is a relatively new industry practice, it has proven to be not only workable, but desirable.  
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The proposed system is planned to receive and process about 20,000 gallons per day of FOG, which 
is expected to increase digester gas production by an average of fifteen to twenty percent.  There 
also is evidence that fatty molecules in FOG will aid anaerobic digestion and the quantity of solids 
(material that eventually must be landfilled) will not increase. 
 
WPCF annual electric energy is provided by three sources: PG&E, solar, and cogeneration in the 
amounts shown below for calendar year 2011: 
 

 Annual Energy (kWh) Energy Contribution 
Cogeneration 3,356,830  41% 
Solar 1,593,838  19% 
PG&E 3,320,422  40% 
Total WPCF demand 8,271,090 100% 

 
Increasing digester gas production by fifteen percent (conservative estimate) will increase the 
cogeneration energy output by the same amount or some 503,525 kWh.  Demand plus energy 
charges from PG&E have averaged 12¢ per kWh which would equate to $60,000 annual savings 
today and will go up as electrical energy costs increase in the future.  This savings will be leveraged 
by a new cogeneration system using fuel cells that are estimated to be more than twice as efficient 
as now exist.   
 
Enhanced biogas production at the WPCF coupled with the more efficient cogeneration and with 
solar energy could allow the WPCF to approach energy independence. At its February 21, 2012 
meeting, Council approved plans and specifications for the project and called for bids to be received 
on March 27, 2012. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
On April 3, 2012, the City received twelve bids. JMB Construction, Inc., submitted the low bid 
in the amount of $546,700, which is approximately 13% below the Engineer’s Estimate of 
$630,000. Redwood Engineering Construction submitted the second lowest bid in the amount of 
$549,200. The bids ranged from $546,700 to $752,860. 
 
All bid documents and licenses are in order. Staff recommends award of contract to the low 
bidder, JMB Construction Inc., in the amount of $546,700. 
 
Addendum Nos. 1 and 2 to the Plans and Specifications for this project were issued prior to the bid 
opening date.  Addendum No. 1 changed the bid opening date to April 3 and Addendum No. 2 was 
issued to provide for some changes in the plans and specifications, and to respond to plan holders’ 
questions.  All bidders had received both Addenda before submitting their bids and acknowledged 
that in their bid documents. 
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FISCAL IMPACT  
 
The estimated project costs are as follows: 
 

In-house Design and Administration  $  115,000 
Consultant Assistance for Geotechnical and Electrical Design 65,000 
Construction 546,700 
Inspection & Testing During Construction 23,300 
Total: $ 750,000 

 
The FY 2012 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) includes $500,000 for the WPCF Grease 
Receiving and Processing Facility in the Sewer Capital Improvement Fund.  Staff proposes an 
appropriation of an additional $250,000 from the Sewer Capital Improvement Fund for a total of 
$750,000.  There is a sufficient balance in this Fund so that the additional appropriation will not 
impact implementation of other needed projects.  
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
The construction work will be on City property; there will be minimal impact to surrounding 
businesses. 
 
SCHEDULE 

 Award Contract  April 24, 2012 
 Begin Work  May 2012 
 Complete Work November 2012 
 
 
Prepared by: Donald Clark, Sr. Utilities Engineer 
 
Recommended by: Alex Ameri, Director of Public Works –Utilities and Environmental Services 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
_____________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
 
Attachments:  
 Attachment I –  Resolution 
 Attachment II –  Project Location Map 
 Attachment III – Bid Summary 
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ATTACHMENT I 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-          
 

Introduced by Council Member ________________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING ADDENDUM NOS. 1 AND 2 MODIFYING THE 
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE WPCF GREASE RECEIVING 
AND PROCESSING FACILITY, PROJECT 7511; AWARDING THE 
CONTRACT TO JMB CONSTRUCTION, INC.; AND APPROPRIATING 
ADDITIONAL FUNDING OF $250,000 FROM THE SEWER CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT FUND 613 TO THE WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY, PROJECT 7511 

 
 
 WHEREAS, by resolution on February 21, 2012, the City Council approved the plans 
and specifications for the WPCF Grease Receiving and Processing Facility, Project No. 7511 and 
called for bids to be received on March 27, 2012; and  

 
WHEREAS, Addendum No. 1 was provided to postpone the bid opening date to April 3, 

2012; and 
 

 WHEREAS, Addendum No. 2 was issued to provide minor revisions to the plans and 
specifications; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on April 3, 2012, twelve bids were received ranging from $546,700 to 
$752,860 and JMB Construction, Inc. of South San Francisco submitted the low bid in the 
amount of $546,700, which is 13% below the Engineer’s Estimate of $630,000; and  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward 
that Addendum Nos. 1 and 2 are hereby approved and adopted as part of the plans and 
specifications for the project. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that JMB Construction, Inc., is hereby awarded the 
contract for the WPCF Grease Receiving and Processing Facility Project, Project No. 7511, in 
accordance with the plans and specifications adopted therefore and on file in the office of the 
City Clerk of the City of Hayward, at and for the price named and stated in the final proposal of 
the hereinabove specified bidder, and all other bids are hereby rejected. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute an agreement with JMB Construction, Inc., in the name of and for and on behalf of the 
City of Hayward, in an amount not to exceed $546,700 in a form to be approved by the City 
Attorney. 

 

 
 Page 1 of 2 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED an additional appropriation of $250,000 from the Sewer 
System Capital Improvement Fund (Fund 613) to the WPCF Grease Receiving and Processing 
Facility, Project No. 7511 is approved. 
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA _______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

MAYOR:  
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 

ATTEST: ______________________________ 
     City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12
JMB Construction Redwood Engineering Construction
132 South Maple Ave 2336 El Camino Real
S. San Francisco,  CA  94080  Redwood City,  CA  94063 

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00 516,200.00 516,200.00 517,200.00 517,200.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00 500.00 500.00 2,000.00 2,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

 

630,000.00 546,700.00 549,200.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

(925) 819-2960

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

FAX (650) 267-5301 FAX (650) 368-9915
650-267-5300

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

ATTACHMENT III

Page 1 of 6
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

630,000.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

W.M. Lyles Co. Pacific Mechanical Corporation
PO Box 4377 2501 Annalisa Dr
Fresno,  CA  93744  Concord,  CA  94520-1220 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

531,600.00 531,600.00 546,000.00 546,000.00

1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00

FAX (559) 487-7949 FAX (925) 827-0519
(559) 441-1900 (925) 827-4940

562,600.00 577,000.00

ATTACHMENT III
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

630,000.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

Spiess Construction Co., Inc. D.W. Nicholson
PO Box 2849 24747 Clawiter Rd
Santa Maria,  CA  93457-2849  Hayward,  CA  94540 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

554,500.00 554,500.00 557,000.00 557,000.00

1,000.00 1,000.00 500.00 500.00
30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00

FAX (805) 934-4432 FAX (510) 783-9948
(805) 937-5859 (510) 887-0900

585,500.00 587,500.00

ATTACHMENT III
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

630,000.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

Pacific Infrastructure Corp. Aztec Consultants, Inc.
435 Boulder Court #200 2021 Omega Road Suite 200
Pleasanton, CA 94566 San Ramon,  CA  94583 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

562,500.00 562,500.00 551,400.00 551,400.00

500.00 500.00 17,000.00 17,000.00
30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00

FAX (925) 249-0009 FAX (925) 837-1652
(925) 249-0011

593,000.00 598,400.00

(925) 837-1050

ATTACHMENT III
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

630,000.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

G S E Construction Company Inc Nor-cal Contractor
6950 Preston Avenue 260 Espinosa Road
Livermore,  CA  94551  Salinas,  CA  93907 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

574,000.00 574,000.00 623,330.00 623,330.00

1,000.00 1,000.00 3,000.00 3,000.00
30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00

FAX (831) 768-7793
(831) 840-0281

605,000.00

FAX (925) 447-0962
(925) 447-0292

656,330.00
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(NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED - 12

ITEM QTY. UNIT DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
 

1 1 LS
CONSTRUCT WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND 
PROCESSING FACILITY

599,000.00  599,000.00

2 1 LS RECYCLING IMPLEMENTATION 1,000.00      1,000.00
3 1 LS ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE ORDERS 30,000.00    30,000.00
 TOTAL

BIDS OPENED:  APRIL 3, 2012

630,000.00

CITY OF HAYWARD

BID SUMMARY

CONSTRUCTION OF WPCF GREASE RECEIVING AND PROCESSING FACILITY

ENGINEER'S 
ESTIMATE

PROJECT NO.  613-7511

Monterey Mechanical Co Dahl, Taylor & Associates
8275 San Leandro Street 3645 Wyndham Drive
Oakland,  CA  94621  Fremont,  CA  94536 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL

648,000.00 648,000.00 710,800.00 710,800.00

1,000.00 1,000.00 12,060.00 12,060.00
30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 30,000.00

(949) 756-8654(510) 632-3173
FAX (510) 632-0732 FAX (949) 502-0777

679,000.00 752,860.00

ATTACHMENT III
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____9____ 

         
DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
  
FROM: Director of Finance 
 
SUBJECT: Investment Portfolio Management Services – Authorization of Contract with 

PFM Asset Management LLC 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopts the attached resolution authorizing the City Manager to negotiate and execute a 
contract for investment portfolio management services with PFM Asset Management LLC in an 
annual amount not to exceed $50,000 for a period of one year, with the option to extend the contract 
for three additional years. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Currently, the Director of Finance is responsible for the direct investment of City funds.  While the 
Director of Finance will continue to be the responsible officer of the City regarding the City’s 
portfolio, staff recommends hiring an external investment management firm to assist with the City’s 
portfolio management. As staffing resources have decreased, and the responsibilities of Finance 
Directors have broadened, municipalities are increasingly seeking assistance with their portfolio 
management.   
 
The Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA) recognizes that many local governments 
use the services of investment management firms and the GFOA offers best practice guidelines in 
the selection and utilization of such firms. The City’s external auditor, Maze & Associates, opined 
as part of their FY 2011 year-end audit of the City’s financial statements that the City does not 
currently have a balanced investment portfolio, and recommended that the City consider hiring a 
third party investment manager to better manage and diversify the City’s portfolio.   
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Following recommendations from the City’s Investment Advisory Committee (IAC) and Council 
Budget & Finance Committee, the City Council adopted an update to the City’s Statement of 
Investment Policy for FY 2012 on October 18, 2011. The updated policy allows the Director of 
Finance, upon authorization by the City Council, to engage an external investment management 
firm to assist with the City’s portfolio investments.   
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A comprehensive Request for Proposal was issued in December 2011 to fifteen firms – with 
proposals due back to the City by January 13, 2012.  The City received nine responses – one of 
which was considered not responsive and was eliminated from further consideration.   
 
The IAC acted as the review panel for the process.  The IAC oversees the implementation of the 
City’s investment program and ensures compliance with the Statement of Investment Policy. 
Appointed by the City Manager, the IAC is comprised of: the Director of Finance (chair); the 
Assistant City Manager; the City Attorney (represented by an Assistant City Attorney); two 
department directors appointed by the City Manager; and two community members, one member 
from the financial academic community and one from the local banking community (both currently 
vacant).   
 
The IAC members completed a comprehensive review of eight eligible proposals and ranked each 
proposal on a set of metrics that captured the key elements of quality investment services, such as 
overall portfolio management, credit analysis, reporting, performance benchmark, experience, and 
cost.  Three firms rose to the top scores after this review and were invited for a forty-five minute 
interview with several IAC members and a former IAC member (retired Cal State professor).  All 
three firms had similar costing structures; however, cost was not the ultimate determining factor in 
the selection. 
 
Following the interview process, PFM was selected as the best candidate.  PFM Asset Management 
focuses on the management of public sector portfolios and has a strong local presence in the Bay 
Area.   PMF has managed public sector assets for more than thirty-one years, and currently manages 
$40 billion for public entities, that include $24.5 billion of assets in separately- managed portfolios 
for 423 public entities nationwide.  In California, PFM manages over $8 billion of public agency 
funds, including $2 billion for thirty-eight California cities.  The portfolio management team has an 
average of twenty-nine years of industry experience – with the trading desk focused on government 
investment needs and requirements.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
The cost of services is based on the amount of funds being actively managed.  PFM charges ten 
basis points (.10%) per year on the first $25 million of assets under management, and eight basis 
points (.08%) per year on assets between $25 million and $50 million (with further cost phasing 
down to six basis points per year for assets over $100 million).   
 
The City initially intends to extend $50 million of its portfolio (out of $140 million) for 
management by PFM. Based on this cost structure, the annual cost will be approximately $45,000.  
As mentioned in the October 18, 2011 Council report on the City’s Statement of Investment Policy, 
it is hoped that the cost of the contract will  be more than covered by increased investment earnings.  
An allocation is included in the Finance Department General Fund budget for FY 2013 to cover this 
annual cost – offset by a like amount of assumed interest revenue growth.  This is a modest 
assumption of interest earnings growth; and while the City’s portfolio priorities are safety and 
liquidity, we are anticipating that a more actively managed and well-balanced portfolio will likely 
result in an even larger return on investment. 
 

Investment Management Services – Approval and Award of Contract     2 of 3  
April 24, 2012  
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Prepared and Recommended by: Tracy Vesely, Director of Finance 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
   I: Resolution 

Investment Management Services – Approval and Award of Contract     3 of 3  
April 24, 2012  
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ATTACHMENT I 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-          
 

Introduced by Council Member ________________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE 
AND EXECUTEA CONTRACT WITH PFM ASSET MANAGEMENT LLC 
FOR INVESTMENT PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

 
 
  WHEREAS, on January 13, 2012, nine proposals were received in response to a 
Request for Proposal for investment management services; and  
 
  WHEREAS, the City’s Investment Advisory Committee completed a 
comprehensive proposal review process. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Hayward 
that PFM Asset Management is awarded a contract for investment management.  
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby authorized and directed 
to negotiate and execute an agreement with PFM Asset Management in the name of and on 
behalf of the City of Hayward, for investment portfolio management services in an annual 
amount not to exceed $50,000 for a period of one year with an option to extend for an additional 
three years in a form to be approved by the City Attorney. 

 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA _______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

MAYOR:  
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 

ATTEST: ______________________________ 
     City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 

 
 Page 1 
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: Human Resources Director 
 
SUBJECT: Adoption of a Resolution to Approve an Amendment to the Service Employees 

International Union Local 1021 Memorandum of Understanding (Clerical and 
Confidential Unit)  

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the City Council adopts the attached Resolution approving an amendment, which includes 
implementation of on-going structural changes, to the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
between the City and the Service Employees International Union Local 1021(“SEIU”) for the 
Clerical and Confidential Unit.   
 
BACKGROUND  
 
The City of Hayward is facing a projected $14.9 million shortfall in the General Fund for FY 2013, 
which will grow to $19 million in FY 2014 if no reductions are made.  The City will also have an 
average deficit of $20 - $30 million annually over the next ten years if the City does not implement 
on-going structural change in the General Fund budget.  A slow recovery from the national 
economic recession continues to impact City revenues significantly.   In addition, the rising cost of 
employee retirement and health and welfare benefits is compounding the problem, as the 
incremental increases of these costs currently far exceed any potential revenue increases.   
 
Employee costs comprise 80% of the General Fund budget. Therefore, reduction of personnel 
expenditures is necessary to match the modest recovery of revenues; and it is imperative that the 
City takes whatever measures necessary to reduce expenditures to preserve the services provided to 
the citizens of Hayward.   
 
The City has requested and continues to request that all employee bargaining units achieve on-going 
structural savings in overall wage and benefit packages.  The savings sought for FY 2013 totals 
15%, with an identified savings target of 17% by FY 20141.  The savings requested applies to all 
employees, regardless of whether the employee’s position is funded by the General Fund and/or a 
designed fund (i.e. Enterprise funds and Internal Service Funds, etc.).   

 
1 The 17% is calculated based on wages and all benefits impacted by wage amounts including PERS (employer 
contributions), Medicare taxes, and life and disability 
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Discussions with employee groups about wage and benefit savings largely included:  
1. Foregoing cost of living wage adjustments during the term of the agreement;  
2. Increasing employee contributions towards pension benefits;  
3. Requiring an employee contribution towards the cost of retiree healthcare benefits;  
4. Increasing employee contributions towards health and welfare benefits (i.e. medical, dental  

and vision monthly premiums);  
5. Addressing needed reform in the City’s self-funded Worker’s Compensation Liability 

Program;  
6. Containing costs related to paid leaves; and  
7. Providing a mechanism to continue bargaining related to pension reform and other post-

employment benefits (OPEB) at any time over the next three years.  
 
Over the past several months, the City has been participating in discussions with all bargaining 
units to achieve an overall savings in salaries and benefits of approximately $9.2 million2 in FY 
13 and $14.7 million in FY 14, with the caveat that any savings achieved would be in the form of 
on-going structural changes to salaries and benefits.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
City negotiators and members of SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit engaged in informal 
discussions from October 2011 through April 2012 to jointly negotiate changes to compensation 
packages in order to achieve on-going structural savings. Through these informal discussions, the 
parties have reached a tentative agreement that provides for on-going structural changes to 
employee benefit programs.  The tentative agreement achieves 11.4% of the 15% savings target 
identified by the City for FY 2013.  The remaining percentages necessary to reach the savings 
targets identified will be discussed during open contract negotiations, which are anticipated to 
begin in August 2012.  The SEIU MOU will expire before the conclusion of FY 2013.  On April 
20, 2012, SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit members ratified the proposed contract 
amendments. 
 
The following table summarizes the changes made to salaries and benefits for employees in the 
SEIU Clerical and Confidential unit: 
 
Table 1: Summary of Structural and On-going Changes – SEIU Unit 
 

New Structural and On-going Change for 
FY 2013 

1. Employees to contribute an additional 7 % of Employees’ 
share of PERS for a total of 8% (equal to 100% of the 
Employees’ share of PERS costs) 

2. Elimination of the City contribution to 457 B Deferred 
Compensation Plan 

                                                 
2 This is in addition to the $3.17M committed and accounted for as savings in the FY 13 projections from Local 1909, 
Fire Management and Fire Chiefs, $300K from Unrepresented Employees, $170K from HAME, $82K from Police 
Management, and $53K from Council Appointed Officers 

Cost Saving Measures Implementation   2 
April 24, 2012   
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New Structural and On-going Change for 
FY 2013 

3. Elimination of the City contribution to VEBA (alternative 
benefit plan) 

4. No Cost of Living Adjustment 
 
The on-going, structural changes agreed upon in the tentative agreement are significant in nature 
and the City recognizes the commitment of employees in the SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit.    
  
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
The General Fund savings from the SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit amendment to the MOU 
represent an estimated $1.5 million in General Fund savings for FY 2013.  Terms and conditions of 
this amendment will remain in place until another successor contract is completed through mutual 
negotiations in FY 2013. 
 
Prepared and Recommended by: Frances M. Robustelli, Human Resources Director 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
__________________________________ 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
Attachments:  

 
Attachment I: Resolution approving an amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding 

(MOU) with the Service Employees International Union Local 1021 
(Clerical and Confidential Unit) 

Attachment II: Proposed Draft Side Letter to SEIU (Clerical and Confidential Unit) MOU 
fo FY 2013 

Cost Saving Measures Implementation   3 
April 24, 2012   
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ATTACHMENT I 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12- 
 

Introduced by Council Member __________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SERVICE 
EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL UNION LOCAL 1021, CLERICAL AND 
CONFIDENTIAL UNIT MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Service Employees International Union Local 1021, Clerical and 

Confidential Unit and its members (collectively, “SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit”) are 
covered by a Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) that expires on April 30, 2013; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Hayward is facing a projected General Fund deficit of  $14.9 

million for FY 2013, which is projected to grow to $19 million in FY 2014 if no changes are made; 
and  

 
WHERAS, the City requested employees consider changes to wage and benefit packages 

that would result in a 15% reduction in personnel costs for FY 2013, increasing to a 17% reduction 
in FY 2014; and, 

 
WHEREAS, SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit recognizes the fiscal challenges that the 

City is facing and the essential need for ongoing and structural change to employee salaries and 
benefits; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City and SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit have reached a tentative 

agreement to modify the terms of the MOU, that achieves 11.4% of the 17% savings target 
identified by the City for FY 2013 and the remaining balance necessary to achieve the identified 
target of 17% savings target by FY 2014 will be included as part of the discussion during open 
contract negotiations, which are anticipated to begin in August 2012; and 

 
WHEREAS, the membership of SEIU Clerical and Confidential Unit ratified the agreement 

as of April 20, 2012. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council hereby approves the 

amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding between it and SEIU Clerical and 
Confidential Unit for the period of July 1, 2012 through April 30, 2013, a copy of which is 
attached as Exhibit 1.  
 
IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA _______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 

      1 
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ATTACHMENT I 

      2 

 

 
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

MAYOR:  
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 

ATTEST: ______________________________ 
     City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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Side Letter of Agreement 
Local 1021-Clerical and Confidential 
 FY 2012-2013 

1 

 

CITY OF HAYWARD 

and 

 SERVICE EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL UNION – LOCAL 1021  

CLERICAL AND CONFIDENTIAL UNIT 

 

SIDE LETTER OF AGREEMENT 

RE: Amends Provisions for Salary Increases, Employee PERS Contributions, 

Deferred Compensation, and VEBA  

This Side Letter of Agreement is made between the City of Hayward (“City”) and the Service 

Employees International Union, Local 1021, Clerical and Confidential Unit (“Local 1021”) and 

amends certain provisions of the current Memorandum of Understanding effective May 1, 2007 

and extended through April 30, 2013 (hereinafter referred to as the “2007-2013 MOU”) between 

the parties regarding salary increases, employee PERS contributions, deferred compensation 

and VEBA.   

The parties have met in good faith on the projected revenue shortfall facing the City of Hayward 

(“City”) for FY 2013.  During the parties’ discussions, the City identified a savings target of 15% 

for FY 2013, to be increased to 17% for FY 2014. The parties have reached agreement on the 

various concessions identified in this Side Letter.  These concessions are intended to aid the 

City in maintaining routine and necessary services. These measures will partially mitigate the 

City’s revenue shortfall for FY 2013.  Although the savings reflected in this Side Letter do not 

achieve the full 15% target identified for FY 2013, the savings reflect a phased-in approach 

towards reaching the 17% target discussed for FY 2014.   

The City and Local 1021 agree that the terms of this Side Letter of Agreement shall be effective 

July 1, 2012 and remain in effect for the remainder of the term of the 2007-2013 MOU and until 

the parties have completed the meet and confer process for a successor MOU.  The terms of 

this Side Letter shall supersede and replace all other Side Letter and MOU provisions on the 

specific topics identified below.      

1. SALARY 

Section 9.01 Salaries  

The parties agree to delete the provision of the June 23, 2010 Side Letter between the City 

and Local 1021, which amended Section 9.0 of the 2007-2013 MOU in its entirety.  There 

will be no adjustment to salaries. 
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Side Letter of Agreement 
Local 1021-Clerical and Confidential 
 FY 2012-2013 

2 

 

 

Section 9.02 Salary Survey Clerical and Confidential 

These sections shall be amended to provide for a salary survey as defined in said sections 

by February 1, 2013 instead of February 1, 2011.  The City and SEIU shall share the costs 

equally for consultant services required to conduct such survey.   

Section 9.04 Employee Savings for FY 2012 (July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012) 
 
The parties agree that the provision of the June 23, 2010 Side Letter between the City and 

Local 1021, which added Section 9.04 to the 2007-2013 MOU has expired by its terms and 

is hereby deleted. 

2. RETIREMENT 

 

Section 10.01 Retirement Program 

Effective with the pay period including July 1, 2012, Section 10.01 of the 2007-2013 

MOU shall be deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following language: 

The City will continue to contract with the Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS) 

to provide a retirement program for bargaining unit members.  Benefits shall include: 

1.  2.5% @ 55 benefit formula  

2.  Fourth Level of 1959 Survivor's Benefits 

3.   One (1) Year Final Compensation 

4.  Military Service Credit as Public Service 

5.  Continuation of Pre-Retirement Death Benefit after Remarriage of Survivor 

6.   $500 Retired Death Benefit 

7.   2% Annual Cost-of-Living Allowance Increase 

These benefit plans require an employee contribution of eight percent (8%). Employees 

shall pay the full employee contribution of eight percent (8%), which shall be paid by the 

employee on a pre-tax basis in accordance with the IRS Section 414(h) (2) method of 

reporting retirement payments.   

An employee, who is not eligible for enrollment in the Public Employees' Retirement 

System and who, in accordance with the federal Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 

1990, is required to be covered by Social Security or an alternate system shall be 

enrolled in the Public Agency Retirement System (PARS). The City shall contribute 3.75 

percent of covered earnings into the employee's PARS account. 
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Side Letter of Agreement 
Local 1021-Clerical and Confidential 
 FY 2012-2013 

3 

 
 
3.   DEFERRED COMPENSATION 
 

Section 10.03 Deferred Compensation 

Effective with the pay period including July 1, 2012, the City will no longer provide an 

employer contribution to a deferred compensation plan on behalf of any Local 1021 

represented employees.  Employees may continue to make employee contributions in 

accordance with the terms of any Deferred Compensation Plan and subject to State and 

Federal tax law requirements.   

4.   VOLUNTARY EMPLOYEE BENEFICIARY ASSOCIATION PLAN (VEBA) 

Effective with the pay period including July 1, 2012, the City will no longer provide an 

employer contribution to a VEBA plan on behalf of any Local 1021 represented employees.  

Employees may continue to make employee contributions in accordance with the terms of 

side letter agreement that will be negotiated by the parties and subject to State and 

Federal tax law requirements.   

   5.   BUSINESS CLOSURES 
 

       In the event that the City Manager determines that business closures may be beneficial, 

       the City agrees to provide the Union with notice of that decision and an opportunity to 

       meet and confer, as required under the provisions of the Meyers-Milias Brown Act.     

 

For Local 1021    For the City of Hayward 

   

______________________________ ________________________________ 

Clerical Unit- Duce O’Bayley   Fran David, City Manager 

   

______________________________ ________________________________  

Confidential Unit- Debbie Summers  Frances Robustelli, HR Director 

 

______________________________ ________________________________ 

Margaret Cunningham, Representative Date 

 

______________________________ 

Angela Osayande, Representative 

 

 

______________________________ 

Date 
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Development Services Director 
 
SUBJECT: Council Member Call-Up of Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 

/ Tentative Tract Map Application PL-2011-0133 – KB Design and Consulting, 
Ben Wong (Applicant) / Maple Court Homes (Owner) – The project is located at 
22471-22491 Maple Court, between McKeever Avenue and A Street, located in 
the Central City Commercial (CC-C) District 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the City Council adopts the attached resolution (Attachment I) adopting the Negative 
Declaration (Attachment VIII) and approving the Conditional Use Permit and Tentative Tract Map 
to allow residential dwelling units on the first floor and to construct 44 residential condominium 
units, subject to the attached conditions of approval. 
 
SUMMARY  
 
The applicant proposes a 44-unit residential condominium building with residential units on the 
ground floor.  All City development standards are met by the project.  The Central City Commercial 
(CC-C) District allows high-density residential uses as a primary use without need for a use permit, 
when located above ground-floor commercial uses.  The zoning district allows residential units on 
the ground floor with an approved conditional use permit.  Except for the ground-floor units, this 
project would be a primary use within the district, subject only to Site Plan Review.  Maple Court is 
located outside the retail core of Downtown and is a side street that has not been attractive for retail 
businesses.  The project should, however, create additional pedestrian traffic to support existing and 
future businesses that exist and will exist on Foothill Boulevard and A Street, which are major retail 
corridors.  
 
On March 8, 2012, the Planning Commission approved the project, indicating that they supported 
the building architecture and residential units on the ground floor. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The applicant proposes to construct  forty-four condominium units within a 55-foot high, five-story 
building over an underground garage.  The proposed project would occupy four contiguous parcels 
at mid-block on the west side of Maple Court.  Currently, there is a parking lot on one parcel, a 
commercial building on another, a vacant paved parcel on the third, and a single-family home on the 
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remaining parcel (see aerial, Attachment III).  The home has a high level of historical integrity due 
to its well-preserved early-century bungalow design, and is considered a significant historic 
resource.  The site is relatively flat and located within a developed urban area.  Adjacent to the rear 
of the property, a large parking lot serves the adjacent medical office building. Planning 
Commission Action:  At its meeting of March 8, 2012, the Planning Commission voted 4-0, with 
three absent, to approve the project (Attachment IX – Planning Commission meeting minutes).  The 
Commissioners found the building attractive in regard to scale, architectural treatment, landscaping, 
and lighting.  They commented that they liked the fact that there are no multi-level units and that 
each unit has a private balcony or yard.  They concurred that, because the location of the project is 
on a side street, coupled with the fact that there is an abundance of vacant retail spots in the 
downtown, they were comfortable approving the use permit for ground-level residences at this 
particular location.  They were pleased that the project complies with all zoning regulations and that 
the developer is not seeking any variances.   
 
After concerns were expressed that noticing for the March 8 Planning Commission meeting did not 
give residents in the Prospect Hill neighborhood an opportunity to attend and speak at the public 
hearing, the Planning Commission’s approval was called up to City Council by Council Member 
Halliday on March 15, 2012. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Project Description - Each unit has two bedrooms and two bathrooms, with the exception of one 
unit that is a one- bedroom unit with one bathroom.  The units range in size from 804 to 1,198 
square feet and each has either a private patio or a private balcony that meets the minimum private 
open space requirements (see further discussion below regarding open space).  The proposed 26-
foot-wide driveway serving the project provides adequate circulation and meets the Fire Department 
accessibility requirements. 
 
The project conforms to the requirements of the Central City-Commercial (CC-C) zoning district, 
including the 55-foot height limit and all setback and open space requirements.  By providing four 
low-income housing units, the project also conforms to density provisions of the City, as allowed by 
the Density Bonus Ordinance of the Municipal Code.  The project also complies with the City’s 
Off-Street Parking regulations by utilizing City provisions that allow motorcycle and bicycle 
parking to achieve the required number of on-site parking spaces. 
 
Density - The Hayward General Plan and Zoning Ordinance allow up to sixty-five residential units 
per acre on this site, which would allow for up to thirty-seven units.  Pursuant to Chapter 10, Article 
19 of the City’s Municipal Code (the City’s Density Bonus Ordinance), by providing four of the 
units (ten percent) as units for low income households, the development as proposed is allowed and 
the City is required to grant an increase in density by twenty percent.  The developer proposes to 
construct four low-income units per the City’s Density Bonus provisions to allow for a total of 
forty-four units without asking for any concessions or variances.  A condition of approval 
(Attachment V, No. 7) would require that an Inclusionary Housing Agreement would be submitted 
for approval by the Planning Director prior to approval of the final map.  This would include a 
contingency plan that describes the specific manner in which the developer would produce the low-
income housing units. 
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Parking –The City’s parking regulations require a minimum of 1.5 parking spaces per unit for this 
site (sixty-six spaces), and allow two motorcycle spaces and four bicycle spaces to be substituted or 
credited for each vehicle parking space.  The project has one-and-a-half levels of covered parking 
comprised of an underground lower level and a ground floor level that also contains residential units 
(please refer to sheet A5.1 of the project plans, Attachment X).  The project would provide sixty-
three on-site vehicle parking spaces, six motorcycle parking spaces (equal to three vehicle parking 
spaces) and four marked bicycles spaces with locking devices for each bicycle (equal to one vehicle 
parking space).  This proposal conforms to the City’s Off-Street Parking Regulations.  In addition, 
there are six parking spaces available along the project site’s Maple Court frontage and additional 
parking is available in the public parking lot across the street to accommodate visitor parking. 
 
Open Space – The Zoning Ordinance requires 100 square feet of open space per unit, of which 
thirty square feet per unit must be group open space.  For this project, 1,320 square feet of group 
open space is required.  The project provides 1,418 square feet of group open space with an outdoor 
space located on the second floor rooftop, plus three multi-purpose rooms located on the 3rd, 4th, and 
5th floors.  When added together, such areas provide an additional 1,038 square feet, for a project 
total of 2,456 square feet of group open space.  Amenities within the second floor open space area 
will be incorporated into the improvement plans and will include facilities that meet the needs of the 
families with children.  The design of the group open space will require review and approval by the 
City’s Landscape Architect.  In addition, every unit has either a private balcony or yard.  The 
combination of public and private open space meets the open space requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance.  
 
Historic Resource - The existing single-family home on the site has a high level of historical 
integrity/value due to its well-preserved early-century bungalow design.  A condition of approval 
(Attachment V, No. 6) requires that, prior to any construction occurring on the site, the home be 
relocated to a site within a neighborhood that supports other historically significant homes in 
Hayward.  The site chosen for the relocation would be subject to approval by the Planning Director.  
No construction work would be allowed to begin on the project until the home is relocated to the 
satisfaction of the Planning Director. 
 
Architectural Design –The building has a contemporary design with large reliefs that vary from five 
to twelve feet in depth that create defined shadow lines, consistent with the City’s Design 
Guidelines.  The building has a stucco exterior and a tile roof.  The windows are accented with 
heavy trim or balconies.  The paint scheme includes a variety of colors that emphasize the building 
reliefs.  The first-story unit entries along Maple Court include raised porches with arched entryways. 
 
The rear of the building carries a similar design incorporating building offsets.  The architect 
proposes to treat the lower wall adjacent to the rear property line with a metal trellis that would 
support vines situated between decorative spaced columns.  The trellis and ivy not only improve 
aesthetics but also make it difficult to apply graffiti.  A condition of approval (Attachment VI, 
No.48f)  requires that the Homeowners’ Association ensures that all graffiti be removed within 
forty-eight hours of its discovery. 
 
The building complies with the density, setbacks and building height of the zoning district.  The 
proposed building is fifty-five feet high, which is at the height limit in the Central City Commercial 
District.  The four-story medical building on the adjacent property is forty-five feet high with an 
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architectural element on the front elevation that is fifty-five feet high (see plans, Attachment XI - 
Sheet A4.1). 
 
Conditional Use Permit - The Central City Commercial (CC-C) District allows high-density 
residential use as a primary use above the first floor of commercial use.  The CC-C zoning district 
allows residential units on the ground floor when associated with the approval of a conditional use 
permit.  The purposes for requiring conditional use permit approval are to assure certain uses, as 
specified in the various districts, are permitted where there is a community need, and to assure 
said uses occur in maximum harmony with the area and in accordance with official City policies. 
 
Staff supports first floor residential units at this site as there are no retail stores on Maple Court and 
there is little pedestrian traffic to support ground floor retail at this location.  The residential project 
would create additional pedestrian traffic to support the shops along Foothill Boulevard and A 
Street. 
 
In order for the Conditional Use Permit Application to be approved, the following findings must be 
made.  Staff’s responses to the findings are shown below and reflected in the attached resolution 
(Attachment I). 
 

A. The proposed use is desirable for the public convenience or welfare. 
 
 The development is compatible in size with an adjacent  structure and with surrounding uses 

in that it is adjacent to and in the vicinity of another development of a similar scale; as 
designed, it creates a harmonious setting; and is an attractive addition to the Downtown.  
The project would provide additional ownership housing opportunities, including for low-
income families in four units, in close proximity to Downtown and the BART station.  

 
B. The proposed use will not impair the character or integrity of the zoning district and 

surrounding area. 
 

 The development takes into consideration physical and environmental constraints in that the 
proposed five-story building is of a similar size to another building on the same block and 
that the high density residential use is permitted within the zoning district.  Also, buildings 
of various massing and heights add interest to a downtown area.  The project complies with 
the City’s off-street parking regulations and additional parking is provided along Maple 
Court and in the adjacent public parking lot along Maple Court. 

 
C. The proposed use will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or general welfare. 
 
 The development will be operated in a manner determined to be acceptable and compatible 

with surrounding development in that, as conditioned, the property will be managed by a 
homeowner’s association and conditions, covenants and restrictions would be established to 
manage the property.  Also, a condition of approval requires that the historic home be 
relocated to the satisfaction of the Planning Director prior to start of construction.   
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D. The proposed use is in harmony with applicable City policies and the intent and purpose 

of the zoning district involved. 
 
The purpose of the Central City - Commercial (CC-C) sub-district is to “establish a mix of 
business and other activities which will enhance the economic vitality of the downtown 
area. Permitted activities include, but are not limited to, retail, office, service, lodging, 
entertainment, education, and multi-family residential uses.”  The development complies 
with the stated purpose and intent of the applicable zoning district by providing multi-family 
housing that will help support the retail establishments in the Downtown, particularly along 
A Street and Foothill Boulevard.  The proposed project conforms to the General Plan, 
Downtown Design Plan, and City’s Density Bonus Ordinance with respect to the residential 
density allowed for this site.  The project also conforms to the City’s Design Guidelines in 
that the architectural design incorporates offsets to break up building mass, utilizing 
recessed balconies, continuous roof around the building and accented entry features. 
 
In addition, the development is consistent with the following General Plan Land Use 
Chapter policies and strategies: 
 
3. Maintain the Downtown as a focal point for the City so that it continues to express the 
City’s history, provides a venue for cultural vitality, and retains its role as a center for 
social, political, and other civic functions. 

1.  Continue to implement the Downtown Design Plan and the Core Area Specific 
Plan. 

2.  Emphasize making the downtown a focal point for the City within a pedestrian 
friendly environment. 

3.  Recognize the importance of continuous retail frontage to pedestrian shopping 
areas by discouraging unwarranted intrusion of other uses that weaken the 
attractiveness of retail areas; encourage residential and office uses to locate above 
retail uses. 

4.  Encourage both commercial and residential development in the area surrounding 
the Downtown BART Station. 

5.  Encourage residential development in the downtown area to increase market 
support for business and to extend the hours of downtown activity. 

2. Support higher-intensity and well-designed quality development in areas within ½ mile 
of transit stations and ¼ mile of major bus routes in order to encourage nonautomotive 
modes of travel. 

1.  Encourage mixed-use zoning that supports integrated commercial and residential 
uses, including live-work spaces, in activity centers and along major transit 
corridors. 

2.  Encourage high-density residential development along major arterials and near 
major activity or transit centers, and explore the establishment of minimum 
densities in these areas. 

 
Tentative Tract Map -A tentative tract map is being processed with this proposal to create 
residential condominium units within the proposed structure.  If the tentative map is approved, a 
final map will be processed and recorded, allowing each unit to be sold separately. 
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There are public utilities available to the site with adequate capacity to serve the proposed 
development.  On-site sewer and storm drain systems will be owned and maintained by the 
Homeowners’ Association.  A water meter for each unit would be installed underground along the 
Maple Court street frontage and would be flush with the sidewalk.  An existing streetlight will be 
relocated and replaced with LED lights. 
 
The formation of a Homeowners’ Association (HOA) and the creation of conditions, covenants, and 
restrictions (CC&Rs) will be required so that the HOA will be responsible for maintaining the 
driveway, private lightings, private utilities, and other privately owned common areas and facilities 
on the site, including, but not limited to, clean water treatment facilities, landscaping, and decorative 
and pervious paving. 
 
Findings for the Tentative Tract Map - In order for a Tentative Tract Map to be approved, the 
following findings must be made, which staff and the Planning Commission determined could be 
made: 
 

A. The tentative tract map substantially conforms to the State Subdivision Map Act, the City’s 
Subdivision Regulations, the General Plan, and the City of Hayward Zoning Ordinance. 

B. Upon the completion of remediation recommended by the project Geotechnical Engineer the 
site is physically suitable for the proposed type of development. 

C. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause 
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or 
their habitat. 

D. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause serious 
health problems. 

E. Upon completion of the proposed improvements, the streets and utilities would be adequate 
to serve the project. 

F. None of the findings set forth in Section 66474 of the Subdivision Map Act for denial of a 
tentative map have been made. 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 
An Initial Study and Negative Declaration have been prepared for the project pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (see Attachment IV).  No significant environmental 
impacts are expected to result from the project.  The review period for the environmental documents 
ended February 23, 2012. 
 
Staff received correspondence from an A Street business owner expressing concern about traffic 
generated from the site potentially creating congestion during peak traffic hours.  The City’s 
Transportation Manager reviewed the proposed project and concluded that the 44-unit development 
would have no negative impact on either Maple Court or A Street.  According to the Institute for 
Traffic Engineers Trip Generation handbook, the project would generate 15 additional trips during 
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the morning peak hour (0.34 trips per residential unit) and 17 trips during the evening peak hour 
(0.38 trips per residential unit).  Since all of the turns at Maple Court and A Street will be right turns 
as a result of the Route 238 Corridor Improvement Project, the impact on this intersection’s 
operations will be negligible. 
 
After the March 8 Planning Commission hearing, a Prospect Hill resident also produced a 
newspaper photograph, dated March 23, 1959, indicating that the City found the remains of a Native 
American during the construction of Maple Court.  A condition of approval (Attachment V, No. 5) 
was approved by the Planning Commission requiring that in the event that human remains, 
archaeological resources, or prehistoric or historic artifacts are discovered during construction of 
excavation that “construction and/or excavation activities shall cease immediately and the Planning 
Division shall be notified.  A qualified archaeologist shall be consulted to determine whether any 
such materials are significant prior to resuming groundbreaking construction activities.”  Such 
condition is typical where there is no known evidence of such resources (see discussion below), but 
where excavation is involved. 
 
In response to the photograph and correspondence received after the March 8 Planning Commission 
hearing, staff requested records research from the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) at 
Sonoma State University regarding any archeological records that exist within 500 feet of the 
proposed project.  The NWIC is one of twelve information centers affiliated with the State of 
California Office of Historic Preservation that provides historical resources information.  NWIC’s 
response indicates that, while there is a moderately high possibility of identifying Native American 
archaeological resources because of proximity to San Lorenzo Creek, the project area contains no 
recorded archaeological resources, and that there are no Native American resources in or adjacent to 
the proposed project area referenced in any ethnographic literature.  NWIC recognizes that the 
project area has been highly developed and is presently covered with asphalt, buildings, or fill that 
obscures the visibility of original surface soils.  In addition, by 1923, a row of houses had lined the 
westerly side of Maple Court. All but one of those houses was subsequently demolished.  Maple 
Court itself was improved with a sewer line and other public improvements in the late 1950s.   
 
Typically, archaeologists would not consider areas that have been developed after the advent of a 
public sanitation system as archaeologically sensitive because of the extensive ground disturbance 
associated with these improvements.  In summary, there were no City records found to support the 
article’s claim that Native American remains were discovered during the construction of the Maple 
Court improvements.  Therefore, staff believes that the approved condition requiring work stoppage 
upon the discovery of potential resources remains sufficient. 
 
Even though there is no evidence to indicate that archaeologically significant resources exist on the 
site, should the Council wish to take a more conservative approach, Condition of Approval #5 could 
be amended to require an archaeologist to be present on site to monitor all ground-disturbing 
activities.  If artifacts or human remains were found, work in those areas of the find would be 
stopped or restricted until proper protocols are met as described by the applicable condition of 
approval. 
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ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT  
 
Construction of forty-four residential condominium units would increase property values above and 
beyond the current uses and, in turn, property taxes that the City would receive.  In terms of costs 
associated with public services, particularly public safety services, the applicant is required by the 
project conditions of approval to provide $20,000 towards the costs associated with analysis and 
formation of a Community Facilities District (CFD).  If formed, the CFD would generate revenue to 
pay for any additional public safety services needed as a result of the project.   
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
On July 18, 2011, a Referral Notice, announcing that an application had been filed with the 
Planning Division proposing to construct forty-four condominium units within a five-story building, 
was mailed to the President of the Prospect Hill Neighborhood Association and to every property 
owner and occupant within 300 feet of the subject site, as noted on the latest County Assessor’s 
records.  Planning staff received no responses as a result of that notification. 
 
On February 17, 2012, a notice of the Negative Declaration and the Planning Commission Public 
Hearing was published in The Daily Review.  In addition, a Hearing Notice was mailed to the 
President of the Prospect Hill Neighborhood Association and to every property owner and occupant 
within 300 feet of the subject site, as noted on the latest County Assessor’s records.  
 
Staff received a comment prior to the March 8 Planning Commission meeting from a Prospect 
Avenue resident supporting the development of the site, but the resident felt that commercial spaces 
should occupy the first floor.  Staff supports allowing residential units on the first floor at this site as 
the project is located off the retail core of the Downtown and because of the limited pedestrian 
traffic on Maple Court.  The City’s Economic Development Manager advises that retail space at this 
location would not be viable.  Additional downtown residents at this location would support the 
existing commercial core. 
 
Following the Planning Commission hearing, a Prospect Hill resident raised a concern that there 
would be inadequate parking provided for the project.  The site provides sixty-three automobile 
parking spaces, six motorcycles parking spaces, and four bicycle spaces, complying with the City’s 
Off-Street Parking Regulations.  There are two on-site visitor parking spaces; in addition, six on-
street parking spaces along the property street frontage, and the public parking lot located across 
Maple Court could provide additional visitor parking.  The parking standards for the CC-C zoning 
sub-district recognize the availability of public transportation and walkability to retail services and 
entertainment. 
 
The property manager of the adjacent four-story medical office building expressed support of the 
project but asked that the building height be reduced so that it doesn’t have the potential to interrupt 
the signals from its three roof-top telecommunications antennas.  The office building has a 
decorative fascia on the front of the building, facing Maple Court, which is thirty-five feet wide and 
fifty-five feet high. Apparently, this element does not interfere with the signals from the antennas.  
No information was provided to support the interference claim that the proposed building would 
create any interference to the existing antennas’ signals. 
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On April 13, 2012, a notice of this public hearing was mailed to the President of the Prospect Hill 
Neighborhood Association and to every property owner and occupant within 300 feet of the subject 
site, as noted on the latest County Assessor’s records, and a Notice of the City Council Public 
Hearing was published in The Daily Review.  In addition, notices were mailed to the Prospect Hill 
resident who voiced his concerns after the March 8, 2012, Planning Commission meeting.  No 
correspondence was received by the Planning Division related to these notices at the time this staff 
report was completed. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Should the City Council approve the project, the applicant could submit improvement plans and a 
final map for review and approval; the final map would come before City Council for approval.  
Once the final map has been approved, the applicant could obtain construction permits and 
commence construction of the development. 
 
 
Prepared by: Tim Koonze, Associate Planner 
 
Recommended by: David Rizk, AICP, Development Services Director 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
 
 
Fran David, City Manager 
 
 
Attachments: 
 Attachment I  Resolution 
 Attachment II  Area Map 
 Attachment III  Site Plan Aerial 
 Attachment IV  Initial Study Checklist and Negative Declaration  
 Attachment V  Conditions of Approval for the Conditional Use Permit 
 Attachment VI  Conditions of Approval for the Tentative Tract Map 
 Attachment VII  Section 10-11.150 of Hayward’s Historic Preservation Ordinance 
 Attachment VIII    March 8, 2012 Planning Commission Report (minus attachments) 
 Attachment IX  March 8, 2012 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 

Attachment X  Development Plans 
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  Attachment I 
 

 
 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 12- 
 

Introduced by Councilmember ___________ 
 
 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND 
APPROVING TENTATIVE TRACT MAPAPPLICATION PL-2011-0133 AND 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION PL-2011-0132 PROPOSING 
TO CONSTRUCT 44-UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS WITHIN A 
FIVE-STORY BUILDING 
 
WHEREAS, on May 2, 2011, Ben Wong (Applicant) submitted Conditional Use 

Permit Application No. PL-2011-0132 and Tentative Tract Map Application No. PL-2011-0133, 
requesting to construct 44 condominium residential units (the “Project’); and 

 
WHEREAS, a Negative Declaration has been prepared for the Project; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission approved the Project at a public hearing 

held on March 8, 2012, which was called up by a City Council member for decision by the City 
Council; and 

 
WHEREAS, notice of the hearing was published in the manner required by law 

and the hearing was duly held by the City Council on April 24, 2012. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council hereby finds and 

determines as follows: 
 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
 

A. The project will not have a significant impact on the environment, cumulative or otherwise, 
the project reflects the City’s independent judgment, and, therefore, a revised Negative 
Declaration has been prepared. 
 

B. The proposed use is desirable for the public convenience or welfare. 
 
 The development is compatible in size with an adjacent structure and with surrounding uses 

in that it is adjacent to and in the vicinity of another development of a similar scale; as 
designed, creates a harmonious setting; and is an attractive addition to the Downtown.  The 
project would provide additional ownership housing opportunities, including for low-
income families in four units, in close proximity to Downtown and the BART station.  
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C. The proposed use will not impair the character or integrity of the zoning district and 

surrounding area. 
 

 The development takes into consideration physical and environmental constraints in that the 
proposed five-story building is of a similar size to another building on the same block and 
that the high density residential use is permitted within the zoning district.  Also, buildings 
of various massing and heights add interest to a downtown area.  The project complies with 
the City’s off-street parking regulations and additional parking is provided along Maple 
Court and in the adjacent public parking lot along Maple Court. 

 
 

D. The proposed use will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or general welfare. 
 
 The development will be operated in a manner determined to be acceptable and compatible 

with surrounding development in that, as conditioned, the property will be managed by a 
homeowner’s association and conditions, covenants and restrictions would be established to 
manage the property.  Also, a condition of approval requires that the historic home be 
relocated to the satisfaction of the Planning Director prior to start of construction.   

 
E. The proposed use is in harmony with applicable City policies and the intent and purpose 

of the zoning district involved. 
 
The purpose of the Central City - Commercial (CC-C) Sub-district is to “establish a mix of 
business and other activities which will enhance the economic vitality of the downtown 
area. Permitted activities include, but are not limited to, retail, office, service, lodging, 
entertainment, education, and multi-family residential uses.”  The development complies 
with the stated purpose and intent of the applicable zoning district by providing multi-family 
housing that will help support the retail establishments in the Downtown, particularly along 
A Street and Foothill Boulevard.  The proposed project conforms to the General Plan, 
Downtown Design Plan, and City’s Density Bonus Ordinance with respect to the residential 
density allowed for this site.  The project also conforms to the City’s Design Guidelines in 
that the architectural design incorporates offsets to break up building mass, utilizing 
recessed balconies, continuous roof around the building and accented entry features. 
 
In addition, the development is consistent with the following General Plan Land Use 
Chapter policies and strategies: 
 
3. Maintain the Downtown as a focal point for the City so that it continues to express the 
City’s history, provides a venue for cultural vitality, and retains its role as a center for 
social, political, and other civic functions. 

1.  Continue to implement the Downtown Design Plan and the Core Area Specific 
Plan. 

2 
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2.  Emphasize making the downtown a focal point for the City within a pedestrian 
friendly environment. 

3.  Recognize the importance of continuous retail frontage to pedestrian shopping 
areas by discouraging unwarranted intrusion of other uses that weaken the 
attractiveness of retail areas; encourage residential and office uses to locate above 
retail uses. 

4.  Encourage both commercial and residential development in the area surrounding 
the Downtown BART Station. 

5.  Encourage residential development in the downtown area to increase market 
support for business and to extend the hours of downtown activity. 

2. Support higher-intensity and well-designed quality development in areas within ½ mile 
of transit stations and ¼ mile of major bus routes in order to encourage nonautomotive 
modes of travel. 

1.  Encourage mixed-use zoning that supports integrated commercial and residential 
uses, including live-work spaces, in activity centers and along major transit 
corridors. 

2.  Encourage high-density residential development along major arterials and near 
major activity or transit centers, and explore the establishment of minimum 
densities in these areas. 

 
 
TENTATIVE TRACT MAP 
 

A. The tentative tract map substantially conforms to the State Subdivision Map Act, the 
City’s Subdivision Regulations, the General Plan, and the City of Hayward Zoning 
Ordinance. 

B. Upon the completion of remediation recommended by the project Geotechnical 
Engineer the site is physically suitable for the proposed type of development. 

C. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause 
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife 
or their habitat. 

D. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause 
serious health problems. 

E. Upon completion of the proposed improvements the streets and utilities would be 
adequate to serve the project. 

F. None of the findings set forth in Section 66474 of the Subdivision Map Act for denial 
of a tentative map have been made. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 

Hayward, based on the foregoing findings, hereby adopts the Negative Declaration and approves 
Conditional Use Permit Application No. PL-2011-0132 and Tentative Tract Map Application PL-
2011-0133 subject to the attached conditions of approval. 

3 
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4 
 

 
 

IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA ______________________, 2012 
 
ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
              
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
 

ATTEST: ___________________________ 
                 City Clerk of the City of Hayward 
 
 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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231



Attachment IV

CITY OF

HAYWARD
HEART OF THE BAY

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
Planning Division

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Project Title:

Lead agency name
and address:

Contact person:

Project location:

Project sponsor's
name and address:

General Plan:

Zoning:

Description of project:

Surrounding land
uses and setting:

Other public agencies
Whose approval is
required:

City of Hayward, 777 "B" Street Hayward, CA 94541-5007

Tim R. Koonze, Associate Planner
(510) 583-4207 tim.koonze@hayward-ca.gov

Property is located at 22471-22491 Maple Court, west side between
McKeever Avenue and A Street.

KB Design and Consulting LLC
260 5th Street
San Francisco, CA 94103
Attn: Kevin Wong

Commercial High Density Residential (CHDR)

Central City Commercial (CC-C)

Request to construct 44 residential condominium units within a
five story building. The proposal includes allowing residential
development on the first floor.

The uses surrounding the subject site consist of commercial uses.

None
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Attachment IV
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

0 Aesthetics 0 Agriculture and Forestry 0 Air Quality
Resources

0 Biological Resources 0 Cultural Resources 0 Geoloh'Y /Soils

0 Greenhouse Gas 0 Hazards & Hazardous 0 Hydrology / Water
Emissions Materials Quality

0 Land Use / Planning 0 Mineral Resources 0 Noise

0 Population / Housing 0 Public Services 0 Recreation

0 Transportation/Traffic 0 Utilities / Service Systems 0 Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

For

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made
by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION wiIl
be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant efTect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentiaIly significant impact" or "potentiaIly
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect I) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

~ y~ ~ z/:3I;Z
Signature ~7~ Date
~ £-O'c=£.Ze ~

Printed Name 0

o

o

o

o

2
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:

Attachment IV

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista'? Comment:. The proposed improvements
IVOU!d not affect any scenic l'ista.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state
scenic highway'? Comment: No scenic resources
exist in the area.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings? Comment: The project consists of
the construction of 44 residential condominium
units within a five-stoJ)' building lvith a
downtown urban area, The project will promote
pedestrian activity. The proposed huilding with
the adjace1lt four .WOI)! commercial building in
size and has contemporary architecture that
lVould enhance the aesthetics of the
neighhorhood. Therefore, there is no impact,

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area? Comment The light
generated/h)Jn the project is considered less
than significant gi\'Cn the ",,'urrounding developed
area,' no mitigation is required.

Potentially
Significant

Impact

D

D

D

D

Less Than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

D

D

D

D

Less Than
Significant

Impact

D

D

D

No
Impact

D

3

234



Attachment IV

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST
RESOURCES: In detennining whether impacts
to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
the Califomia Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the
Califoolia Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and faml1and. In detenninillg whether impacts to
forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to infonnation compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state"s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. -- Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Fannland, Unique Fannland, or
Fannland of Statewide Importance (Fannland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Fannland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non
agricultural use? Comment: The project site
does not contain such farmland.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? Comment:
The project is not located in an agricultural
district nor in an area used for agricultural
purposes, nor is it suhiect to the Williamson Act,

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Govennnent Code
section 511 04(g))'1 Comment The project does
not invohy the rezoning offores! land or
timber/and; thus, no impact.
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d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion D D D
of forest land to non-forest use? Comment The
project does not involve the loss or conversion (l
forest land; thus, 110 impact.

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion ofFannland, to
non-agricultural use_Of conversion afforest land D D Dto non-forest use'? Comment The project does
not involve changes to the environment that
could result in conversion o/f'annland or/ores!
land; thus no impact.

III. AIR QUALITY -- Where available. the
significance criteria established by the applicable
air quality management or air pollution control
district may be relied upon 10 make the following
detenninations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan'! Comment The
project consists (~fthe cunstruction of44 D D Dresidential condominium units within afil'e-stOl}'
hui/ding and will not c01~flict with the goals qf
the air quality plan; thus no impact.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation? Comment The Ba.l' Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) has
established screening criteria as part (~ftheir
CEQA guidance to assist in determining (la D D Dpruposed project could result in potentialf."v
sign(ficant air quality impacts. Based on the
District's criteria. the proposed project screens
helm... what would require additional evaluation;
thus the proposed project will not violate any air
quality standard and there is no impact.

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an D D 0
applicable rederal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

5
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precursors)? Comment The proposed project
meets the screening criteria in Table 3-1 o.fthe
Air District's CEQA Guidelines; thus, it can be
determined that the project would result in a less
than-sign{licant cumulative impact to air quali(v
.from criteria ail' pollutants and precursor
emissions.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? Comment The project
consists ofthe construction (~r44 residential
condominium units 11'it111n a/iw-story hili/ding
that will not involve exposing sensitive receptors
to suhstantial pollutant concentrations; thus no
impact.

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people? Comment The
project consists ofthe construction of44
residential condominium units ,t'ithin a.live-stol))
huilding o.fwhich would not create any
objectionahle Od01:\'; thlls no impact.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the
project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department ofFish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service? Comment: The project will
have no impact n on any wildl{fe species as the
site is already developed with buildings and
parking area and is located within an estahlished
developed neighborhood and is not known to
contain any or contribute to any species
ident{fied as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department ofFish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service? Comment: The project would
have no irnpact on any riparian habitat as the
proper(v is developed and the site is located
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within (/n estahlished developed are(/.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological intenuption,
or other means? Comment The project site is a
de\'eloped site that contains no wetlands; thus,
no impact.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites? Comment: The site
does not contain habitat llsed hy migratol}' fish
or wildlife nor is it a migratOJ}' 11-'ildlife corridor
in that it is located within a del'eloped area.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? Comment The
project site does not contain an:v significant
stands oftrees. Any significant trees located on
site and along the proper~v.fj-ontagesshall
remain (/nd he protected during construction,
thus, no impact.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conununity
Consentation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
Comment: There are no habitat cunseJl'ation
plans ,,[recting the property.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES >- Would the
project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in*15064.5? Comment: There is an existing home
on the site that has been designated as having a
high integri~v historicallYlllle. A condition of
approval requires the applicant to relocate the
home to a site in Hayward that has homes of
similar architecture prior to any construction.
The site must he approved by the Planning
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Director. The sm'ing (~(the home would result in
a less-than-sign(ficant impact.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to *15064.5'1 Comment: No knmV/l
archaeological resources exist on the site.

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? Comment: No knOlvn
paleonlOlogical resources exist 011 the site.

d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of fonnal cemeteries? Comment:
There are no records ofany hllmanl'emains

located 011 the suly"ect sites. There are no
impnJl'enzents proposed as part ofthis project
that are not on properties that have previously
been developed. Iffilture construction reveals
human remains a condition (~fapproval would
require the developer to contact the local
coroner and. (fdetermined necessary, the Native
American Heritage Commission.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the
project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42. Comment The affected parcels
are located approximately 250feet east ofthe
HaYUYlrd Fault zone; however, anyfature
hui/dings 'would be designed and constructed to
comply with the California Building Code; thus
the impact is considered less-than-significant.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
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ii) Strong seismic ground shaking'? Comment
The project site is located near the Hayward
Fault 1vhiclI wil!111os1 like(v cJ..]Jcrience SI1'Ong
ground shaking in tlIe even! alan earthquake

0 0 0rupturing on the Ha.Vlvard Fault; however, filture
buildings will be designed and constructed 10

withstand an earthquake; thus the impact is
considered less-t!JaJ1-signi!ica1ll.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure. including
liquefaction? Comment The site lies within the
large portion a/Hayward that is mapped as
being suhject to seismic liquefaction. Prior tv
issuance (~fa building permit, engineering and 0 0 0
huilding staffwill review a soils im'estigation
report to ensure that the huildingfiJundations are
adequate~vdesigned for the soil type on-site, thus
the impact is considered less-than-significant.

iv) Landslides? Comment The project site is a
flat lot located in the downtown Hayward area

0 0 0and not located in an area impacted h.Y'
landslides: thllS, no impact.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil? Comment The Jlroject site is aflat. fullF
developed lot wherehy minimal grading will take

0 0 0place to accommodatefulUre construction. The
project will implement soil erosion meaSllres
during construction; thus the impact is
considered no impact.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become wlstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on-

0 0 0or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? Comment
The project is not proposed on soil that is
unstable; thus no impact.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B oftlle Unifon11 Building Code

0 0 0(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property? Comment The project ,'.;fte does not
contain any expansil'e soils; thus, no impact.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 0 0 0the use of septic tanks or aitemative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available

9
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for the disposal of waste water? Comment TIle
project would connect to all exi.....ting sewer
.system with sl{fficient capacity and does not
involve septic tanks or other alternative
wastewater; thus. no impact.

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS -
Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment? Comment Any
commercial development that could occur on the
parcels being rezonedfimn residential to
commercial fall below the allowable screening
criteria established hy the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District tlws lvould not exceed the
threshold qfsign{ficancefor Greenhouse gas
emissions; thus no impact.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for tlie purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases? Comment
The project consiSfS ofthe construction of44
residential condominium units ~vithin a,five-stOl)"
building with a downtown urhan area. TIle
project will promote pedestrian activit}'. The
project is consistent with applicahle plans and
policies for reducing greenhollse gas emissions:
thus, no impact.

VlII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS - - Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials? Comment
Pursuant to a Phase j study prepared by Eras
EnviroJlmental, Inc. on December 22,2011 no
hazardous materials or evidence qfhazardous
materials lVllsfound at the site. However, a dry
cleaner was located at the site from 1962
through 1971, therefore, the report recommends
further ground and water testing. ff any
contaminants are found they will be dealt wifh in
accordance with fhe City ofHayu'al'd's
Hazardous Materials Division requirements thIlS
the impact is considered less-than-sign{ficant,
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

b) Create a ~ignificant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the D D Drelease of hazardous materials into the
envirolilllent? Comment See VIII a).

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or

D D Dproposed school'? Comment There arc no
schools within one-quarter ofa mile (~lthe

project sit, thus, no impact.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a

D D Dresult, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the envirotID1ent? Comment The
project site is not on a list qfhazardous materials
sites; th1l...·, 110 impact.

e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use

D D Dairport, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project
area? Comment The project is not located within
an aiJ7JOrtland use plan area; thus. no impact.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the D D Dproject area? Comment TIle project is not
located "within the vicinity ofa private air sri'll];
thus, no impact.

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan? Comment
The project site is midblock within (l developed D D D
area fronting on Maple Court, a public street,
and will not intel/ere with an adopted emergency
response plans or evacllation plan; thus, no
impact.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland D D D
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are

11
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intennixed with wildlands? Comment The
project site is not located witMn the Cil.v's
Wildland fntel.1iIce Area: thus no impact.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements? Comment The project
will comprl/ with all water quality and
wastewater discharge reqllirements ofthe City;
thus, no impact.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?
Comment The project will be connected to the
existing wafer supp(v and will not involve the use
o,(lvater wells and will not deplete groundwater
supplies or inteJfere l-vilh groundwater recharge;
thus, no impact.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
maImer which would result in substantial erosion
or siltation on- or off-site? Comment The project
site is an lJ?fill site that currently has a parking
lot. commercial building and single-family home.
All drainagef}'()m the site and the proposed 44
unit condominium building is required to be
treated before it enten the stann drain ,\ystem
and there is sl~fficient capacity to handle any
drainagefj'om the property; thus, no impact.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or off~sile? Comment The project
site is an infill site that current~v has a
commercial building, parking lot and single
family home. All drainage/rom the site is
required to be treated before it enters the storm
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drain .,:)'sfem and managed sl/eh that post-
development rUI1-o'/f"rates do 1101 exceed pre-
development run-offrates; thus, 110 impact.

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stom1water drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff' D D DComment The project sire is an infill site that
drains to an existing storm water main that has
sf1[(icient capaciZv to handle an}' drainage/rom
the proper!)'; thllS, no impact.

/) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Comment All drainage.f;·om the site drains imo
an existing drainage .\)'stem Ihat has sl~fficient D D Dcapaci(v to serre the site and all drainage is
required to he treated before it e11ters the storm
drain system; thus, no impact.

g) Place housing within a IDO-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other D D Dflood hazard delineation map? Comment The
project site is not located H'i/hin a JOO-yearflood
hazard area,' thus, no impact.

h) Place within a IDO-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood

D 0 Dflows? Comment The project site is not located
within a lOO-.vearflood hazard area; thl/s, no
impact.

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss. injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a D D D
levee or dam? Comment The project site is not
located within a lOO-yearflood hazard area;
thus, no impact.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
Comment The pr(~iect site is not in a location D D 0
that l\'ould allmv these phenomena to affixt the
site.

x. LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the
project:

aj Physically divide an established connnunity"' 0 0 D
Comment The project site is an iJ~fill site that

13
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currently Iws a parking lot, commercial building
and single-family home. The proposed iJ~fill

project consists afbuilding a 44-unit
condominium building and removing a
commercial buildhlg, parking lot and single
(ami/v home. The property is within a General
Plan designatiun qfCity Center Retail Office and
Commercial which encourages mixed
commercial and high density residential uses that
promote pedestrian trajjic. The p]'(~iect conforms
to the intent ofdevelopment for the area,
therefore, the project lvould have less than
sign(fical1l impact to the established communi~y.

b) Conflict with any applicable land nse plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect? Comment The property is
within a General Plan designation qfCity Center
Retail qtfice and Commercial which encourages
mixed commercial and high density residential
uses that promote pedestrian traffic. The project
is a high densi~v residential building that would
promote pedestrian activity through building
design for easy interaction with any street
activity. The intent (~(the zoning and General
Plan would be met and thus be considered less
than-sign(ficant.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? Comment The project site is
not covered by any habitat conservation plan or
natural communi~v conservation plan: thus, no
impact.

Xl. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the
project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state? Comment
There are nu known mineral resources on the
project site; thus no impact.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a lacally-
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan D 0 Dor other land use plan? Comment The prr~iect

site is not idenl~fied as a site known to have
mineral reSOl/rces; thus, no impact.

XII. NOISE - - Would the project result in:

a) Exposure o.{persolls to or generation o.lnoise
lel'els in excess ofstandards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicahle standards (~fother agencies'!
Comment While the project \t'ouJd not result in a
permanent increase ill amhient noise levels in the
project vicinity abo1'e levels existing lVit/lOut the
project, the project would expm·;e people to
increased noise levels during constructioll.

Construction (~fthe homes may result in noise 01'

noise levels in excess a/standards established in D 0 0the Noise Element ofthe Hayward General Plan
or the Municipal Code, or applicable standards
(~fother agencies ~fany. will he temporary in
nature during the construction ofthe homes and
associated improvements. All City noise
standards are required to he met and maintained
upon completion ofconstruction. Grading and
construction will be limited to the !lours between
7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday.
No work It-'ill he done on weekends or national
The con5itruction noise would be considered less-
t!lan-signfflcant.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
D D Dexcessive groundbome vibration or groundbome

noise levels? Comment See XlI a).

c) A substantial pennanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels D D Dexisting without the project? Comment See Xl!
a).

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above D D 0levels existing without the project? Comment
See XII a).

e) For a project located within an airport land use D D D [gJ
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
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plan Of. where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels'? Comment The project is no/located
within an aiqJOrtland lise plan area; thus, no
impact.

f) For a project within the vicinity ofa private
airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise D D D
levels? Comment The project is not located
within near a private air strip; thus, no impact.

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING--
Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? Comment. The property is lvithin
a General Plan designation ofCity Center Retail D D DOffice and Commercial which encourages mixed
commercial and high density residential uses that
promote pedestrian traffic. The project conforms
to the intent ofdevelopment for the area;
therefore, the impacts to substantial populatiun
gnnvth wuuld have a less than significant impact.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? Comment. The
project site is an injill site that current~)' has a D D Dparking lot, commercial hui/ding and single-
family home. The project proposed to construct
44 residential units and to relocate the existing
single-family home, thus there is no impact,

c) Displace substantial numbers of people.
D D 0necessitating the construction of replacement

housing eisewhere'l Comment. See XlII h).

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES --

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of

D D Dnew or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause

16
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
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significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

Fire protection'? D 0 D ~

Police protection'? D 0 D ~

Schools" D 0 0 ~

Parks? D 0 0 ~
Other public facilities" Comment The
project is proposing a residential use
within an urbanized area that i.>,' alrea(~v 0 0 D
sel1w! b.V police, fire, schools and
parks. No mitigation is required.

XV. RECREATION--

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility wonld occnr
or be accelerated? Comment The proposed
residential project incol])orates private and 0 D D
group open jpace that exceeds the Cit)' 's
requirements. In addition. there del'eloper lVould
be required to pay park dedication in-lieu fees to
help fund improvements to parks in the area,
t!Ius, 110 impact.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of

D 0 Drecreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment'?
Comment See XV a).

XVI. TRANSPORTATIONrrRAFFIC--
Would the project:

aj Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation including 0 0 D
mass transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle
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248



Attachment IV

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Signilic3nt with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

paths, and mass transit? Comment The project
fronIs on a puhlic street tlIat can accommodate
the vehicle trips generated hy/he proposed
project. The project will not C01?/lict with (lny
plan regarding effectil'e pel:!onnance of/he
circulation .\yslem. The residential project/roms
all a puhlic: streef prol'iding adequate access:

thus. no impact.

b) ConniCl with an applicable congestion
management program. including, but not limited
10 level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the

0 0 0county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways'! Comment. No
le,'el ofsell'ice will be impacted by the
residemia/ use on existing in-fill lots; thus, no
impact.

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or a

0 0 Dchange in location that result in substantial safety
risks'? Comment The project involves no change
to air traffic: palterns; thus, no impact.

d) Substantially increase hazards due lO a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., fann 0 0 0
equipment)? Comment The project has been
de~'igned to meet all City requirements; thus no
impact.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
Comment The project is on an in:fill site 0 0 0
complete~v accessible and will nor resulr in
inadequate emergency access; thlls, no impact.

I) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
perfonnance or safety of such facilities? 0 0 0Comment n,e project does not involve any
C01!flicts or changes 10 policies, plans or
progm111s related to puhlic transit, bic..:ycle or
pedestrian facilities; thllS, no impact.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Signil1cant Significant with Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
- - Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control

0 0 0Board? Comment The pl'(dect lvill not exceed
l1'as!ewmer treatmenl requirements; thus no
impact.

b) Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction

0 0 0of which could cause significant environmental
effects? Comment There is sl~fficient capacity 10
accommodate the proposed project; thus, no
impact.

c) Require or result in the construction of new
stann water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects? 0 0 0
Comment There is sl~fficient capaci~y in the
existing storm drain _\y.'ltem to accommodate the
proposed project; thus, no impact.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 0 0 0
needed? Comment There is sufficient capacity in
the water main to accommodate the proposed
project; thus, no impact.

e) Result in a detennination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition to the 0 0 0
provider' s existing commitments? Comment
There is sufficient capadt}' in the sanitmy sewer
main to accommodate the proposed project; thus,
110 impact.

£) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
pemlitted capacity to accommodate the project's

0 0 0solid waste disposal needs? Comment There is
sufficient capacity to accommodate the proposed
project; thus. no impact.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
0 0 0 0and regulations related to solid waste? Comment

There is sufficient capacity to accommodate the
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proposed project; thus, no impact.

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal conUllUnity, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?
Comment The project will not have any impacts
on wildlife orjish hahitat nor eliminate a plant
or animal community: thus, no impact.

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? C(Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)? Comment As evidenced in the
checklist above, it has been determined that the
project will not hm'c any sign{ficant impacts;
thus 110 impact to cumulative impacts.

c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly"
Comment The project will not have any
environmental impacts thus H.-'ill not cause
suhstantial adverse effects on human beings; thus
no impact.

Potentially
Significant

Impact

o

o

o

Less Than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

o

o

o

Less Than
Significant

Impact

o

o

o

No
Impact
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DEPARTMENT OF
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Planning Division

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Notice is hereby given that the City of Hayward finds that no significant effect on the environment
as prescribed by the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended will occur for the
following proposed project:

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 / Tentative
Tract Map Application PL-2011-0133 - Request to construct 44 residential condominium units
within a five story building. The proposal includes allowing residential development on the first
floor where the zoning district requires residential units over first floor commercial.

II. FINDING PROJECT WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLYAFFECTENVIRONMENT:

The proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment.

III. FINDINGS SUPPORTING DECLARA TION:

I. The proposed project has been reviewed according to the standards and requirements of the
Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and an Initial Study Environmental Evaluation
Checklist has been prepared for the proposed project. The Initial Study has detennined that the
proposed project could not result in significant effects on the environment.

2. The project will not adversely affect any scenic resources.

3. The project will not have an adverse effect on agricultural land since the property IS

surrounded by urban uses and it is too small to be used for agriculture.

4. The project will not result in significant impacts related to changes into air quality. When the
property is developed the City will require the developer to submit a construction Best
Management Practice (BMP) program prior to the issuance of any grading or building pennit.

5. The project will not result in significant impacts to biological resources such as wildlife and
wetlands since the site contains no such habitat and it is surrounded by urban uses.

6. To accommodate the proposed project, a condition of approval requires that the existing
single-family historic home be preserved by relocating it to a site within a neighborhood that
supports other historically significant homes in Hayward. Preservation of historic homes is
encouraged by the City's Historic Preservation Ordinance. With this condition, the project
would have a less than significant impact to known cultural resources including historical
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resources, archaeological resources, paleontological resources, unique topography, or disturb
human remains.

7. The project site is not located within a "State of California Earthquake Fault Zone", however,
may experience ground shaking due to the proximity to active faults in the region.
Construction will be required to comply with the Uniform Building Code standards to
minimize seismic risk due to ground shaking.

8. The project will not lead to the exposure of people to hazardous materials.

9. The project will meet all water quality standards. Drainage improvements will be made to
accommodate stonn water runoff for any future developments.

10. The project is consistent with the policies of the City General Policies Plan, the Downtown
Design Plan, the City of Hayward Design Guidelines and the Zoning Ordinance.

11. The project could not result in a significant impact to mineral resources since the site is too
small to be developed to extract mineral resources.

12. The project will not have a significant noise impact.

13. The project will not result in a significant impact to public services.

14. The project will not result in significant impacts to traffic or result in changes to traffic
patterns or emergency vehicle access.

IV. PERSON WHO PREPARED INITIAL STUDY; Tim Koonze, Associate Planner

Dated: _Z---'--I---=3=----.!..-/-'---/_L__

V. COPYOFINITIALSTUDYISATTACHED

For additional information, please contact the City of Hayward Development Services Division, 777
B Street, Hayward, CA 94541-5007 or telephone (510) 583-4114

2
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  Attachment V 

 CITY OF HAYWARD 
PLANNING DIVISION 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

April 24, 2012 

Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 / Tentative Tract Map Application PL-
2011-0133 – KB Design and Consulting, Ben Wong (Applicant) / Maple Court Homes 
(Owner) – Request to construct 44 residential condominium units within a five-story building.  
The proposal includes allowing residential development on the first floor.  
 
The project consists of four properties located at 22471-22491 Maple Court, west side between 
McKeever Avenue and A Street (Assessor’s Parcel No’s 428-61-10, 11, 12-2 and 15-2).  The 
property is located within the Central City Commercial (CC-C) District 
 
This permit becomes void three years after the effective date of approval, unless prior to that time 
a building permit application has been submitted and accepted for processing by the Building 
Official, or a time extension of this application is approved.  Prior to final inspection all pertinent 
conditions of approval and all improvements shall be completed to the satisfaction of the 
Planning Director.  A request for an extension, approval of which is not guaranteed, must be 
submitted to the Planning Division at least 15 days prior to April 24, 2015. 

CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL 
1. The permittee shall assume the defense of and shall pay on behalf of and hold harmless 

the City, its officers, employees, volunteers and agents from and against any or all loss, 
liability, expense, claim costs, suits and damages of every kind, nature and description 
directly or indirectly arising from the performance and action of this permit. 

2. Any proposal for alterations to the proposed site plan and/or design, which does not 
require a variance to any zoning code, must be approved by the Planning Director prior to 
implementation. 

3. The building permit plans shall incorporate the following information: 

a. A copy of these conditions of approval shall be included on a full-sized sheet(s) in the 
plan set. 

b. The plans shall show that pavement at the vehicular driveway and the pedestrian 
entries, shall be enhanced by the use of decorative pavement materials such as 
colored, stamped concrete (bomanite or equal), brick, concrete interlocking pavers or 
other approved materials.  The location, design and materials shall be approved by the 
Planning Director. 

c. A lighting plan prepared by a qualified illumination engineer shall be included to 
show exterior lighting design. Exterior lighting shall be erected and maintained so 
that adequate lighting is provided in all common areas.  The Planning Director shall 
approve the design and location of lighting fixtures, which shall reflect the 
architectural style of the building.  Exterior lighting shall be shielded and deflected 
away from neighboring properties and from windows of the building. 

d. The security gate entry shall be designed to conform to the Security Gate Ordinance. 

1 
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e. Recommendations of the project geotechnical consultants, United Soil Engineering, 
Inc., shall be implemented, including those related to ground-motion parameters for 
use in structural design of buildings. 

4. Prior to issuance of a building permit: 

a. Final colors and materials selection shall be presented to the Planning Director for 
review and approval. 

b. Provide an architectural feature along the flat wall on the ground floor at the rear of 
the building to discourage graffiti such as a metal trellis that would support vines 
situated between decorative spaced columns.  The design shall meet the approval of 
the Planning Director. 

c. Documentation creating a homeowners association and Covenants, Codes and 
Restrictions (CC&R’s) shall be recorded.  Before recordation, the CC&Rs shall be 
submitted to the City Attorney for review and approval. 

d. The developer shall submit a soils investigation report to the satisfaction of the City 
Engineer. 

5. In the event that human remains’, archaeological resources, prehistoric or historic 
artifacts are discovered during construction of excavation, the following procedures shall 
be followed:  Construction and/or excavation activities shall cease immediately and the 
Planning Division shall be notified.  A qualified archaeologist shall be consulted to 
determine whether any such materials are significant prior to resuming groundbreaking 
construction activities.  Standardized procedure for evaluation accidental finds and 
discovery of human remains shall be followed as prescribed in Sections 15064.f and 
151236.4 of the California Environmental Quality Act. 

6. Prior to any construction occurring on the site, the existing single-family home, which 
has a moderate level of historic integrity and historic significance, shall be relocated to a 
site within a neighborhood that supports other historically significant homes in Hayward.  
The site chosen for the relocation shall be approved by the Planning Director. 

7. Prior to approval of the First Final Map, an Inclusionary Housing Agreement shall be 
submitted and approved by the Planning Director. The Inclusionary Housing Agreement 
shall conform to the requirements of the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance.  In addition, 
the IHA shall include a contingency plan which describes the specific manner in which 
Developer will produce "very low" income housing units. 

8. The developer shall pay the costs of providing public safety services to the project should 
the project generate the need for additional public safety services. The developer may pay 
either the net present value of such costs prior to issuance of building permits, or the 
developer may elect to annex into a special tax district formed by the City and pay such 
costs in the form of an annual special tax.  The developer shall post an initial deposit of 
$20,000 with the City prior to or concurrent with the submittal of the final subdivision 
map and improvement plans to offset the City’s cost of analyzing the cost of public safety 
services to the property and district formation, should the developer elect to annex into a 
special tax district. 

9. The applicant or homeowners association shall maintain in good repair all fencing, 
parking surfaces, common landscaping, lighting, trash enclosures, drainage facilities, 
project signs, exterior building elevations, etc.  The CC&Rs shall include provisions as to 
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10. The residents shall not use the parking spaces for storage of recreational vehicles, camper 
shells, boats or trailers. These spaces shall be monitored by the homeowners association. 
The homeowners association shall remove vehicles parked contrary to this provision. The 
developer shall include in the CC&Rs authority to tow illegally-parked vehicles. 

11. Utilities, meters, and mechanical equipment when not enclosed in a cabinet, shall be 
screened by either plant materials or decorative screen so that they are not visible from 
the street. Sufficient access for reading must be provided to meters. 

12. Any transformer shall be located underground or screened from view by landscaping and 
shall be located outside any front or side street yard. 

Landscaping: 
13. Prior to the approval of improvement plans, or issuance of a building permit, detailed 

landscaping and irrigation plans shall be prepared by a licensed landscape architect and 
submitted for review and approval by the City. Landscaping and irrigation plans shall 
comply with the City’s Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance. 

a. Provide tree key and legend or a note referring to specific landscape plan for 
landscape information on trees to be removed.  A separate tree removal permit 
shall be required from the City Landscape Architect for all trees that are to be 
removed prior to site demolition work. 

b. Prepare landscape and irrigation plans for each level separately.  Provide bark, 
pre-emergent, and groundcover in all planting beds.  When preparing irrigation 
plan, show point of connections clearly. 

c. Provide overlay of planter and tree locations in relation to structural column and 
light standard locations. 

d. Shrub spacing must be provided on Plant Legend when preparing Construction 
Documents.  All screening shrubs shall be a minimum 5-gallon in size. 

e. Provide details of group open space amenities, such as benches, tables, fencing, 
play equipment and barbecues. 

f. All trees, including Second Floor plantings, shall be planted per City Standard 
SD-122. 

g. Provide a detailed planting and irrigation plan including trees and shrubs for the 
10 foot wide landscaped area along the northerly property line.  Provide details of 
any amenities, such as benches, tables, fencing. 

16. One 24-inch box street tree is required for every 20-40 lineal feet of frontage. Spacing of 
the trees is dependant on the species of trees.  Smaller trees will require closer spacing.  
Trees shall be planted to fill vacancies in the street tree pattern, and to replace any 
declining or dead trees. Trees shall be planted according to the most current City 
Standard Detail SD-122. 
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17. All trees shall be planted a minimum of 5 feet from any underground utilities, 15 feet 
from a light standard, and 30 feet from the face of a traffic signal, unless otherwise 
specified by the City.  Root barriers shall be provided for all trees that are located within 
7 feet of paved edges or structures. 

18. Amend the soil with compost. Refer to www.stopwaste.org and www.bayfriendly.org for 
information.  The courtyard landscape shall use green-roof concepts and shall be utilized 
for bio-filtration, bio-retention and bio-detention. 

19. Landscape areas adjoining the common driveway shall be separated by a 6-inch-high 
class “B” Portland cement concrete curb. 

20. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, all landscape and irrigation shall be 
completed in accordance to the approved plan and accepted by the project landscape 
architect prior to submitting a Certificate of Final Acceptance.  The final acceptance form 
must be submitted prior to requesting an inspection by the City Landscape Architect.  An 
Irrigation Schedule shall be submitted prior to the final inspection and acceptance of 
improvements. 

21. Park in-lieu fee is required for each of the unit in the development.  Park in-lieu fee shall 
be applied at the rate in effect at the time a building permit is issued.  The fee schedule is 
updated annually with new fees taking effect on July 1 of each year.  The current fee for a 
multi-family dwelling is $9,653.  This fee will apply to 44 units.  No credit can be given 
for the existing single family home as it is required to be relocated.  The fee shall be paid 
to the City prior to the date of the final inspection or the date of the certificate of 
occupancy is issued, whichever occurs first. 

Fire Department: 
22. Access 

a. Access requirements for this development shall be in compliance with the 
California Fire Code and Hayward Fire Department Standards. 

b. The driveway located in the south side of the building shall be shall be 26-feet-wide 
to accommodate the need for ladder truck operations.  The driveway shall be 
identified as an Emergency Vehicle Access lane (EVA)including red-painted 
curbing and the installation of fire lane signage as required by the Hayward Fire 
Department. 

c. The EVA shall maintain an unobstructed vertical clearance of 13.5 feet. 
d. The paved EVA shall be designed and engineered to withstand 75,000 lbs. gross 

vehicle weight (GVW) of fire apparatus. 
e. The proposed automated security gate at the entrance shall have a key switch to 

allow fire access.  The design shall be approved by the City Fire Department. 

23. Building Construction 

a. This building is determined to be “high-rise structure” be definition of Hayward 
Fire Code Ordinance No. 10-14. All high-rise requirements will be applicable, 
including a Fire Command Center. 

b. Fire Department connection shall be located on Maple Court within 100 feet to a 
fire hydrant. 
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c. Fire hydrants and fire lanes for the development shall be operational and in service 
prior to the start of any combustible construction and/or storage of combustible 
construction materials. 

d. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, final fire department/hazardous 
materials inspection is required to verify that requirements for fire protection 
facilities have been met, and actual construction of all fire protection equipment has 
been completed in accordance with the approved plan. Please contact the Fire 
Marshal’s Office at (510) 583-4910 at least 24 hours before the desired final 
inspection appointment. 

24. Fire Protection 

a. The building shall have an automatic fire sprinkler system installed per NFPA 13 
Standards. 

b. Design and installation of the Class 1 wet standpipe system shall be in conformance 
with NFPA 14 Standards. 

c. A manual fire alarm system with the occupant in notification is required and shall 
be install in accordance with NFPA 27. 

Solid Waste & Recycling: 
25. A Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling Statement must be submitted with the 

building permit application.  A Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling Summary 
Report must be completed, including weigh tags, at the COMPLETION of the project. 

Utilities: 
26. Each residential condominium must have an individual water meter and sanitary sewer 

lateral. 

27. Show gallon per minute demand on plans to determine proper meter sizes for residential 
and irrigation water use.  A reduced pressure backflow prevention assembly shall be 
installed as per City of Hayward Standard Detail 202 on all domestic and irrigation water 
meters. 

28. The building permit and tract improvement plans shall show the location of proposed 
water meters.  Water meters shall be located a minimum of six feet from sanitary sewer 
lateral as per State Health Code. 

29. Water and sewer service is available subject to standard conditions and fees in effect at 
time of application.  

30. Prior to discharge, additional sewer system capacity to accommodate the volume and 
waste strength of wastewater to be discharged from the site must be purchased at the rates 
in effect at the time of purchase. 

31. Add following notes to the building permit plans: 

(a) Provide keys/access code/automatic gate opener to utilities for all meters enclosed 
by a fence/gate as per Hayward Municipal Code 11-2.02.1. 

(b) Only water distribution personnel shall perform operation of valves on the 
Hayward Water System. 
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CITY OF HAYWARD 
PLANNING DIVISION 

TENTATIVE TRACT MAP 8084 

April 24, 2012 
 

Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 / Tentative Tract Map Application PL-
2011-0133 – KB Design and Consulting, Ben Wong (Applicant) / Maple Court Homes 
(Owner) – Request to construct 44 residential condominium units within a five-story building.  
The proposal includes allowing residential development on the first floor.  
 
The project consists of four properties located at 22471-22491 Maple Court, west side between 
McKeever Avenue and A Street (Assessor’s Parcel No’s 428-61-10, 11, 12-2 and 15-2).  The 
property is located within the Central City Commercial (CC-C) District 

Tentative Tract Map Application No. PL-2011-0133 is approved subject to the plans labeled 
Exhibit "A" and the conditions listed below.  This permit becomes void three years after the 
effective date of approval, unless prior to that time a building permit application has been 
submitted and accepted for processing by the Building Official, or a time extension of this 
application is approved.  A request for an extension, approval of which is not guaranteed, must 
be submitted to the Planning Division at least 15 days prior to April 24, 2015. 
 
Any modification to the approved plans or conditions shall require review and approval by the 
Planning Director.  If determined to be necessary for the public safety and general welfare, the City 
may impose additional conditions or restrictions on this permit. 
 
Unless otherwise stated, all necessary easements shall be dedicated, and all improvements shall be 
designed and installed at no cost to the City of Hayward. 
 
All improvements shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the City of Hayward 
Municipal Code – Chapter 10, Article 3, and Standard Specifications and Details – unless otherwise 
indicated hereinafter.  A copy of these approved conditions of approval shall be inscribed on full-
sized sheets in the tract improvement plan sheets. 

CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL 

1. All construction shall meet the California Building Code (CBC) and all applicable City of 
Hayward Building Department Ordinances (Ordinance #02-13) and amendments.  Design 
and construction of all pertinent life safety and fire protection systems shall meet the 
California Fire Code and all applicable City of Hayward Fire Department Ordinances 
(Ordinance #02-13) and amendments in use by the Hayward Fire Department. 

2. The developer/subdivider’s Professional Engineers registered to practice in the State of 
California shall perform all design work unless otherwise indicated. 

3. Unless other stated, all documents, agreements, required improvement bonds or securities, 
completely signed improvement plans, and signed final map shall be submitted to the City 
for approval prior to presenting to the City Council for approval. 
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PRIOR TO APPROVAL OF THE TRACT IMPROVEMENT PLAN 

4. Tract Improvement Plans shall be approved prior to presenting to City Council for approval 
of Final Map.  Submit the following proposed improvement plans with supporting 
documents, reports and studies: 

a) Sixteen full size (22”x34”) sets of Preliminary Tract Improvement Plans including 
Grading and Erosion and Sediment Control Plans prepared by Registered Civil Engineer, 
and Sixteen full-size (22”x34”) sets of Landscaping and irrigation plans prepared by a 
State of California Licensed Landscape Architect.  Two sets of plans shall have original 
signatures; 

b) Five sets of Drainage Plan, Hydrology map with supporting calculations and reports; 

c) Five sets of Cleanwater treatment plan with supporting calculations and reports; 

d) Ten sets of Preliminary Final Map with supporting documents and calculations; and, 

e) A complete Development Building Application Information Form consisting of: 1) 
Impervious Material Form and 2) Operation and Maintenance Information Form, which 
is available at Public Works Engineering and Transportation Division. 

TRACT IMPROVEMENTS PLANS 
Tract Improvement Plans, Grading and Erosion Control Plans, Drainage plans and calculations shall 
be reviewed and approved by the City Engineer.  Subject plans shall, in addition to the standard 
improvements, incorporate the following conditions and design requirements: 

Existing Public Streets: Maple Court: 
1. All existing utility poles and overhead utility lines along the project Maple Court frontage 

shall be removed and placed underground.  Location of utility joint trench shall be 
reviewed and approved by the City Engineer. 

2. One Standard LED Streetlight shall be installed along the project Maple Court frontage. 

3. Half width of Maple Court pavement section shall be ground two inches and overlaid with 
new asphalt pavement.  Tie-in pavement shall be seven inches of deep lift asphalt and a 
minimum of four feet wide. 

4. Any broken sidewalk along the property frontage that creates a tripping hazard, as 
determined by the City Engineer, shall be removed and replaced. 

New Common Driveway 
5. Proposed common driveway improvements shall be designed, generally reflective of the 

alignment and width shown on the submitted vesting tentative tract map, and as approved by 
the City Engineer. 

6. The driveway approach shall conform to City Standard Detail SD-110.  All existing driveways 
shall be removed and replaced with standard Portland Cement Concrete curb, gutter and 
sidewalk to match existing improvements. 

7. The common driveway shall have a twenty-six-foot-wide, measured face of curb to face of 
curb, travel lane that shall be constructed to the same standards as a public street. 

8. At least ten feet of decorative pavement section e.g. interlocking pavers or stamped colored 
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concrete, or bands of decorative paving, etc. shall be installed at the driveway entrance from 
the front property line.  One foot concrete band shall be provided around decorative materials.  
The Planning Director shall approve the material, color and design and the City Engineer 
shall approve the pavement section for the decorative paving.  Decorative pavements shall 
be capable of supporting a 75,000 lb. GVW load. 

9. No parking shall be allowed within the common driveway.  “No Parking” signs shall be 
installed and the locations of signs shall be approved by the Fire Chief and City Engineer. 

10. The on-site lighting shall have a decorative design approved by the Planning Director.  The 
locations of the lights shall be shown on the improvement plans and shall be approved by 
the City Engineer.  Such fixtures shall have shields to minimize “spill-over” lighting on 
adjacent properties that are not part of the tract. 

Storm Drainage 
11. The on-site storm drain system shall be a private system owned and maintained by the 

homeowners’ association. 

12. On-site grading shall be done in such a way to prevent surface stormwater runoff 
discharging into the underground garage. 

13. The proposed sump pump and energy dissipator structure shall be carefully designed with 
emergency release should the structure become blocked.  Failure of a pump system could 
result in flooding damage to the development.  The drainage pump system shall have two 
pumps, each individually capable of pumping the design flow rate, and have a standby 
power source.  The City will require a hold harmless document, to be recorded, from the 
property owner for the drainage pump system proposed. 

14. Minimum storm drain pipes in Maple Court shall be 12-inch in diameter RCP pipes and 
shall be located one foot from the face of curb for pipes up to twenty four inches in 
diameter.  The minimum cover over the pipe shall be three feet. 

15. The development shall not block runoff from, or augment runoff to, adjacent properties.  The 
drainage area map developed for the hydrology design shall clearly indicate all areas tributary 
to the project site.  Mitigation measures will be required to mitigate augmented runoff with 
off-site and/or on-site improvements. 

16. The latest edition of the Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District’s 
Hydrology and Hydraulics Criteria Summary shall be used to design the storm drain 
system.  A detailed grading and drainage plan with supporting calculations and a completed 
Drainage Review Checklist shall be submitted, which shall meet the approval of the City 
Engineer, and in case of referral, the Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District. 

17. No surface runoff is allowed to flow over the sidewalks and/or driveways.  Area drains shall 
be installed behind the sidewalks to collect all runoff from the project site. 

18. All storm drain inlets must be labeled "No Dumping - Drains to Bay," using City-approved 
methods.  The City does not advocate the use of a manufactured filtration system. 

19. An erosion and sedimentation control plan to prevent soil, dirt, debris and contaminated 
materials from entering the storm drain system, in accordance with the regulations outlined in 
the ABAG Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook shall be approved by the City Engineer 
prior to implementing throughout project construction. 
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 Stormwater Quality Requirements: 
20. The owner shall provide pertinent information for the preparation of a Stormwater 

Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement by Engineering and Transportation Division 
staff.  The Maintenance Agreement shall be recorded with the Alameda County Recorder’s 
Office to ensure that the maintenance is bound to the property in perpetuity. 

21. The project plans shall include the storm drain design in compliance with post-construction 
stormwater requirements to provide treatment of the stormwater according to the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit’s numeric criteria.  The storm drain 
design shall comply with the C.3 established thresholds and shall incorporate measures to 
minimize pollutants to the maximum extent practicable (MEP). 

22. The project plans shall identify Best Management Practices (BMPs) appropriate to the uses 
conducted on-site to effectively prevent the entry of pollutants into storm water runoff.  The 
proposed BMPs shall be designed to comply with the hydraulic sizing criteria listed in 
Provision C.3 of the Alameda County Clean Water Program (ACCWP) NPDES permit (page 
30).  In addition, the California Stormwater Quality Association’s Stormwater Best 
Management Practice Handbook New Development and Redevelopment, Subsection 5.5 on 
pages 5 – 12 has a section titled “BMP Design Criteria for Flow and Volume.”  Those 
materials are available on the internet at www.cabmphandbooks.com for your reference. 

23. The project should be designed to direct runoff to the landscaped yards and treatment facility, 
prior to entering into the underground pipe system.  Unit pavers should also be considered for 
impervious areas such as the driveways, parking areas and fire truck turnarounds.  Roof 
leaders shall discharge into a landscaped area or a grassy swale prior to stormwater runoff 
entering an underground pipe system. 

24. The developer/subdivider is responsible for ensuring that all contractors are aware of all storm 
water quality measures and implement such measures.  Failure to comply with the approved 
construction BMPs will result in the issuance of correction notices, citations or a project stop 
order. 

25. Landscaping shall be designed with efficient irrigation to reduce runoff, promote surface 
infiltration, and minimize the use of fertilizers and pesticides that can contribute to 
stormwater pollution.  Where feasible, as determined by the City Engineer and Landscape 
Architect, landscaping should be designed and operated to treat stormwater runoff.  
Landscaping shall also comply with the City’s “water efficient landscape ordinance.” 

Utilities 

Sanitary Sewer 
26. Sanitary sewer service is available subject to standard conditions and fees in effect at the 

time of application for service.  Sewer Connection fees are due and payable prior to final 
inspection. 

27. The proposed on-site sanitary sewer main shall be a private building court main and shall 
be designed and constructed to the City Standards and Specifications, and approved by the 
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City Engineer. 

28. The private on-site sanitary building court sewer main shall have a six-inch diameter.  A 
manhole shall be installed at the change of flow direction, and the beginning and the end of 
each sanitary sewer main.  The sanitary sewer mains shall be located a minimum of 10 feet 
from the water main.  Minimum horizontal separation between sanitary sewer main and 
storm drain pipe shall be four feet. 

29. Sanitary sewer laterals shall have cleanouts and be constructed per City Standard Detail 
SD-312. 

Water System 

30. Only City of Hayward Water Distribution Personnel shall perform operation of valves on 
the Hayward Water System. 

31. Provide water demand (gallons per minute) on the improvement plans so that proper water 
pipe and meter size may be determined.  Calculations shall be based upon fixture units 
using current California Plumbing Code.  Water meters serving each condominium 
residence shall be sized large enough to serve both domestic and fire sprinkler system. 

32. Water service is available subject to standard conditions and fees in effect at the time of 
application for service. 

33. Each residential unit shall have an individual radio read water meter. 

34. All radio-read water meters shall be placed in Maple Court sidewalk area (per SD-213).  
Water meters can be group together in a single row, supplied by a manifold line, per City 
Standard Detail SD-219. 

35. Water laterals shall be placed at a minimum of five feet from street trees.  Fire services and 
irrigation services must be separate services from domestic services. 

36. Water mains and services, including the meters, shall be located at least 10 feet 
horizontally from and one-foot vertically above any parallel pipeline conveying untreated 
sewage (including sanitary sewer laterals), and at least six feet from and one- foot vertically 
above any parallel pipeline conveying storm drainage, per the current California 
Waterworks Standards, Title 22, Chapter 16, Section 64572.  The minimum horizontal 
separation distances can be reduced by using higher grade piping materials. 

37. Separate irrigation water meters shall be installed for landscaping purposes. 

38. Dedicated private fire lines shall be installed per City Standard Details.  The dedicated fire 
lines can be used for private fire hydrants and for the building sprinkler systems.  
Individual sprinkler for each unit shall be reviewed under building permit application. 

39. The fire service line shall have an above ground Double Check Valve Assembly, per City 
Standards SD-201 and 204. 

40. A reduce pressure backflow preventer shall be installed behind the water meter per City 
Standard Detail SD-202. 

41. Any existing water meters and service lines that cannot be reused shall be removed by the 
City of Hayward Water Distribution Personnel at the owner’s/applicant’s expense. 

42. The 6-inch public water main within Maple Court may need to be upsized to meet fire flow 
demands depending on the type of building construction used.  The ultimate building and 
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water flow design shall meet the approval of the Hayward Fire Department and the City 
Engineer. 

 

 

 

Fire Protection 
43. Water Supply 

a. The number fire hydrants needed to be installed will depend on the type of building 
construction.  The current available fire flow would dictate that the building be a 
Type I construction, (primarily concrete construction).  If the applicant opts for a 
Type VB, the water main between the project site and the water main within A Street 
would have to be upsized to meet a minimum 4,000 gallon per minute (GPM) water 
flow.  A minimum four hydrants with a 400-foot hose lay distance to the building 
shall be required.  The water flow design and the water main upgrade shall meet the 
approval of the Hayward Fire Department and the City Engineer respectively. 

b. New fire hydrants shall be placed 50 feet from the building to be protected, if it is not 
feasible to place them at that distance, they may have to be closer in proximity in 
approved locations, subject to the approval of the Hayward Fire Department.  If fire 
hydrants are located so as to be subject to vehicle impacts as determined by the 
Hayward Fire Department, crash post shall be installed around the fire hydrant(s). 

c. The new fire hydrants shall be Double Steamer Hydrants, Clow Valve Company, 
Model 865 with one 2½-inch outlet and two 4½-inch outlets.  Blue reflector pavement 
markers shall be installed in Maple Court at the fire hydrant locations. 

44. Hazardous Materials 

a. Prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permits a final clearance shall be obtained 
from either the California Regional Water Quality Control Board or Department of 
Toxic Substance Control and submitted to the Hayward Fire Department to ensure 
that the property meets residential development investigation and cleanup standards.  
Allowance may be granted for some grading activities if necessary to ensure 
environmental clearances.  

b. Prior to grading:  Houses, structures and their contents shall be removed or 
demolished under permit in an environmentally sensitive manner.  Proper evaluation, 
analysis and disposal of materials shall be done by appropriate professional(s) to 
ensure hazards posed to development construction workers, the environment, future 
residents and other persons are mitigated. 

c. All wells, septic tank systems and others subsurface structures shall be removed 
properly in order not to pose a threat to the development construction workers, future 
residents or the environment.  These structures shall be documented and removed 
under permit when required. 

d. The Hayward Fire Department’s Hazardous Materials Office shall be notified 
immediately at (510) 583-4910 if hazardous materials or associated structures are 
discovered during demolition or during grading.  These shall include, but shall not be 
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limited to:  actual/suspected hazardous materials, underground tanks, or other vessels 
that may have contained hazardous materials. 

e. During construction, hazardous materials used and hazardous waste generated shall 
be properly managed and disposed. 

 

 

Other Utilities (PG&E, cable, phone, etc...) 

45. All service to dwellings shall be an "underground service" designed and installed in 
accordance with the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, AT&T (phone) Company and local 
cable company regulations.  All facilities necessary to provide service to the dwellings, 
including transformers and switchgear, shall also be undergrounded. 

46. All utilities shall be designed in accordance with the requirements of the City and 
applicable public agency standards. 

Homeowners’ Association and Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions 
47. A Homeowners’ Association (HOA) shall be formed and Conditions, Covenants, and 

Restrictions (CC&R's) shall be created so that the HOA will be responsible for maintaining 
the common driveway, private lighting, private utilities, and other privately owned 
common areas and facilities on the site, including, but not limited to Cleanwater treatment 
facilities, landscaping and decorative paving.  For any necessary repairs performed by the 
City in locations under the on-site decorative paved areas, the City shall not be responsible 
for the replacement cost of the decorative paving.  The replacement cost shall be borne by 
the HOA established to maintain the common areas within the association boundary.  The 
common area landscaping includes all areas except the private yards areas.  The CC&R’s 
will also contain a standard condition that if the homeowners’ association fails to maintain 
the common areas; including private streets, lights and utilities, the City of Hayward will 
have the right to enter the subdivision and perform the necessary work to maintain these 
areas and lien the property for their proportionate share of the costs. 

48. The CC&R’s shall describe how the stormwater BMPs associated with privately owned 
improvements and landscaping shall be maintained by the association.  The CC&Rs shall 
include, but are not limited to, the following provisions: 

a. Each unit owner shall automatically become a member of the association and shall be 
subject to a proportionate share of maintenance expenses. 

b. The association shall be managed and maintained by a professional property 
management company. 

c. A reserve fund shall be maintained to cover the costs of improvements and 
landscaping to be maintained by the Association. 

d. The homeowners’ association shall maintain the common area irrigation system and 
maintain the common area landscaping in a healthy, weed–free condition at all times.  
The homeowner’s association representative shall inspect the landscaping on a 
monthly basis and any dead or dying plants (plants that exhibit over 30% die-back) 
shall be replaced within fifteen days of notification. Plants in the common areas shall 
be replaced within two weeks of the inspection.  Trees shall not be severely pruned, 
topped or pollarded. Any trees that are pruned in this manner shall be replaced with a 
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tree species selected and size determined by the City Landscape Architect, within the 
timeframe established by the City and pursuant to the Hayward Municipal Code. 

e. A provision that if the homeowners’ association fails to maintain the landscaping and 
irrigation in all common areas for which it is responsible so that owners, their families, 
tenants, or adjacent owners will be impacted in the enjoyment, use or property value of 
the project, the City shall have the right to enter upon the project and to commence and 
complete such work as is necessary to maintain the common areas and private streets, 
after reasonable notice, and lien the properties for their proportionate share of the costs, 
in accordance with Section 10-3.385 of the Hayward Subdivision Ordinance. 

 
f. A requirement that the building exteriors and fences shall be maintained free of graffiti.  

A representative of the HOA shall inspect the premises on a weekly basis and any 
graffiti shall be removed within 72 hours of occurrence. 

g. A tree removal permit is required prior to the removal of any protected tree, in 
accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance. 

h. Any future major modification to the approved site plan shall require review and 
approval by the Planning Commission. 

i. On-site lighting shall be owned and maintained by the homeowners association and 
shall have a decorative design approved by the Planning Director and the City 
Engineer. 

j. The private driveway shall be swept at least once a month. 

k. Balconies may not be used for storage and personal items may not be draped over the 
railings. 

Inclusionary Housing 
l. Prior to approval of the First Final Map, an Inclusionary Housing Agreement shall be 

submitted and approved by the Planning Director. The Inclusionary Housing 
Agreement shall conform to the requirements of the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance.  
In addition, the IHA shall include a contingency plan which describes the specific 
manner in which Developer will produce "very low" income housing units. 

PRIOR TO FILING OF FINAL MAP 
49. Submit the following documents for review, approval or for project records: 

a. Signed Stormwater Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement. 
b. Engineer’s estimate of costs, including landscape improvements. 
c. Signed Final Map. 
d. Signed Subdivision Agreement. 
e. Subdivision bonds. 
f. Draft Conditions, Covenants, and Restrictions (CC&R's). 

50. The final map shall be approved by the City Council.  The City Council meeting will be 
scheduled approximately sixty days after the final map is deemed technically correct, and 
Improvement Plans with supporting documents, reports and agreements are approved by the 
City Engineer.  The executed final map shall be returned to the City Public Works 
Department if Final Map has not been filed in the County Recorder’s Office within ninety 
days from the date of City Council’s approval. 
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DEDICATIONS, EASEMENTS AND FINAL MAP 
51. The final map shall reflect all easements needed to accommodate the development.  The 

common driveway shall be designated as a Public Utility Easement (PUE), Public Assess 
Easement (PAE), and Emergency Vehicle Access Easement (EVAE). 

52. Prior to the approval of the final map, all documents that need to be recorded with the final 
map shall be approved by appropriate department managers, and any unpaid invoices or other 
outstanding charges accrued to the City for the processing of the subdivision application shall 
be paid. 

 
AGREEMENTS 
53. The developer/subdivider shall execute a subdivision agreement and post bonds with the 

City that shall secure the construction of the public improvements per Section 10-3.332 of 
the Municipal Code: Security for Installation of Improvements.  Insurance shall be 
provided per the terms of the subdivision agreement. 

54. The Stormwater Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement for the project, prepared by 
Public Works Engineering and Transportation Division staff, shall be signed and recorded 
in concurrence with the Final Map at the Alameda County Recorder’s Office to ensure that 
the maintenance is bound to the property in perpetuity. 

PRIOR TO GRADING OR SITE CONSTRUCTION 
55. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit and/or the beginning of any construction activity 

on-site, detailed grading, erosion and sediment control measures and drainage plans with 
supporting calculations and a completed Drainage Review Checklist shall be reviewed and 
approved of the City Engineer. 

56. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit and/or the beginning of any construction activity 
on-site, the developer/subdivider’s Engineer shall submit a completed 1) Development and 
Building Application Information: Impervious Surface Form, 2) Operation and 
Maintenance Information for Stormwater Treatment Measures Form, and 3) Information 
Request for Stormwater Treatment Measures Maintenance Agreement Form. 

57. Prior to the issuance of a tree-removal permit, landscape plans including a tree mitigation 
summary shall be submitted to the City Landscape Architect for review and approval.  The 
approved landscape plans and a summary of list of trees to be removed shall be attached to 
the tree removal permit. 

58. Prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permits a final clearance shall be obtained from 
either the California Regional Water Quality Control Board or Department of Toxic 
Substance Control and submitted to the Hayward Fire Department to ensure that the 
property meets residential development investigation and cleanup standards.  Allowance 
may be granted for some grading activities if necessary to ensure environmental clearances. 

59. Prior to grading:  Houses, structures and their contents shall be removed or demolished 
under permit in an environmentally sensitive manner.  Proper evaluation, analysis and 
disposal of materials shall be done by appropriate professional(s) to ensure hazards posed 
to development construction workers, the environment, future residents and other persons 
are mitigated. 
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60. All wells, septic tank systems and others subsurface structures shall be removed properly in 
order not to pose a threat to the development construction workers, future residents or the 
environment.  These structures shall be documented and removed under permit when 
required. 

61. The Hayward Fire Department’s Hazardous Materials Office shall be notified immediately 
at (510) 583-4910 if hazardous materials or associated structures are discovered during 
demolition or during grading.  These shall include, but shall not be limited to:  
actual/suspected hazardous materials, underground tanks, or other vessels that may have 
contained hazardous materials. 

62. During construction, hazardous materials used and hazardous waste generated shall be 
properly managed and disposed. 

63. Prior to any construction the final map shall be approved by the City and filed in the County 
Recorder’s Office. 

PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION WITH COMBUSTIBLE MATERIALS 
64. Fire hydrants and fire lanes for the development shall be operational and in service prior to 

the start of any combustible construction and /or storage of combustible construction 
materials. 

65. Required water system improvements shall be completed and operational prior to the start 
of combustible construction. 

DURING CONSTRUCTION 
66. The following control measures for construction noise, grading and construction activities 

shall be adhered to, unless otherwise approved by the Planning Director or City Engineer: 

a. Grading and site construction activities shall adhere to the specifications of the Noise 
Limitation portion of the Public Nuisances section of the Public Welfare, Morals and 
Conduct Ordinance unless revised hours and days are authorized by the City Engineer. 

b. Grading and construction equipment shall be properly muffled. 
c. Unnecessary idling of grading and construction equipment is prohibited. 
d. Developer/subdivider shall designate a "noise disturbance coordinator" who will be 

responsible for responding to any local complaints about construction noise. 
e. The developer/subdivider shall participate in the City’s recycling program during 

construction. 
f. Daily clean up of trash and debris shall occur along all peripheral streets and other 

neighborhood streets utilized by construction equipment or vehicles making deliveries. 
g. The site shall be watered twice daily during site grading and earth removal work, or at 

other times as may be needed to control dust emissions. 
h. All grading and earth removal work shall follow remediation plan requirements, if soil 

contamination is found to exist on the site. 
i. All unpaved access roads, parking areas and staging areas at construction sites shall be 

paved, have water applied three times daily, or non-toxic soil stabilizers applied.All 
paved access roads, parking areas and staging areas at construction sites shall be swept 
daily (with water sweepers). 

j. Inactive construction areas (previously graded areas inactive for 10-days or more) shall 
have non-toxic soil stabilizers applied, or shall be hydroseeded. 

k. Exposed stockpiles (dirt, sand, etc.) shall be enclosed, covered, watered twice daily or 
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applied with non-toxic soil binders.  
l. Construction debris shall be gathered on a regular basis and placed in a dumpster or 

other container that is emptied or removed on a weekly basis.  When appropriate, tarps 
on the ground are to be used to collect fallen debris or splatters that could contribute to 
storm water pollution. 

m. The sidewalks and public street pavement adjoining the project site shall be broom-
swept on a daily basis.  Caked on mud or dirt shall be scraped from these areas before 
sweeping. 

n. All dirt, gravel, rubbish, refuse and green waste from the sidewalk, street, and storm 
drain system adjoining the project site shall be removed.  During wet weather, driving 
vehicles off paved areas and other outdoor work areas shall be avoided. 

o. No site grading shall occur during the rainy season, between October 15 and April 15, 
unless approved erosion control measures are in place. 

p. Filter materials (such as sandbags, filter fabric, etc.) shall be installed at the storm drain 
inlet nearest the downstream side of the project site prior to: 1) start of the rainy season; 
2) site dewatering activities; 3) street washing activities; or 4) saw cutting asphalt or 
concrete activities, or in order to retain any debris or dirt flowing into the storm drain 
system.  Filter materials shall be maintained and/or replaced as necessary to ensure 
effectiveness and prevent street flooding. Dispose of filter particles shall be properly 
disposed in the trash. 

q. A contained and covered area shall be created on the site for the storage of bags of 
cement, paints, flammables, oils, fertilizers, pesticides or any other materials used on the 
project site that have the potential for being discharged to the storm drain system 
through being windblown or in the event of a material spill. 

r. Cleaning machinery, tools, brushes, etc., or rinsing containers, into a street, gutter, storm 
drain or stream is prohibited (see City’s "Building Maintenance/Remodeling" flyer for 
more information). 

s. Concrete/gunite supply trucks or concrete/plasters finishing operations shall not 
discharge washwater into street gutters or drains. 

t. The developer/subdivider shall immediately report any soil or water contamination 
noticed during construction to the City Fire Department Hazardous Materials Division, 
the Alameda County Department of Health and the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. 

67. The developer/subdivider shall be responsible to adhere to all aspects of the approved Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

68. A representative of the project soils engineer shall be on the site during grading operations and 
shall perform such testing as deemed necessary by the City Engineer.  The representative of 
the soils engineer shall observe all grading operations and provide any recommended 
corrective measures to the contractor and the City Engineer. 

69. The minimum soils sampling and testing frequency shall conform to Chapter 8 of the Caltrans 
Construction Manual.  The developer/subdivider shall require the soils engineer to submit 
daily all testing and sampling and reports to the City Engineer or his or her designee. 

70. All common area landscaping, irrigation and other required improvements shall be installed 
according to the approved plans. 
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PRIOR TO CONNECTION OF UTILITIES AND ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATES OF 
OCCUPANCY 

71. The developer/subdivider shall be obligated for the following fees.  The amount of the fee 
shall be in accordance with the fee schedule in effect at the time Vesting Tentative Map was 
accepted as complete, unless otherwise indicated hereinafter: 

a. Supplemental Building Construction and Improvement Tax. 
b. Building Construction and Improvement Tax. 
c. School Impact Fee. 
d. Water Facilities Fee and Sewer Connection Fee for each dwelling unit at the rate in 

effect when the utility service permit for the dwelling unit is issued. 
e. Park dedication in-lieu fees for new dwelling units. 

72. Prior to the sale of any unit, or prior to the acceptance of site improvements, whichever 
first occurs, Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions (CC&R’s) creating a property 
homeowners association shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning Director and City 
Attorney and recorded. 

73. Any broken sidewalk along the property frontage that creates a tripping hazard, as 
determined by the City Engineer, shall be removed and replaced. 

74. Prior to the City installing the water meters, the developer/subdivider shall provide the Public 
Works-Utilities with certified costs covering the installation of the public water mains and 
appurtenances. 

75. All water service meters shall be installed by water distribution personnel at the 
developer/subdivider's expense.  The application for water services shall be presented to the 
City Inspector. 

76. Final Fire Department/Hazardous Materials inspection is required to verify that requirements 
for fire protection facilities have been met, and actual construction of all fire protection 
equipment has been completed in accordance with the approved plan. Please contact the 
Fire Marshal’s Office at (510) 583-4910 at least 24 hours before the desired final 
inspection appointment. 

PRIOR TO CITY APPROVAL OF THE TRACT IMPROVEMENTS AS BEING 
COMPLETED 
77. All tract improvements, including the complete installation of all improvements relative to 

streets, fencing, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, water system, underground utilities, etc., shall 
be completed and attested to by the City Engineer before approval of occupancy of any unit.  
Where facilities of other agencies are involved, such installation shall be verified as having 
been completed and accepted by those agencies. 

78. All common area landscaping, irrigation and other required improvements shall be installed 
prior to acceptance of tract improvements, or occupancy of 80 percent of the dwelling units, 
whichever first occurs. 

79. The improvements associated with the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, AT&T (phone) 
company and local cable company shall be installed to the satisfaction of the respective 
companies. 

270



Attachment VI 

13 
 

80. The subdivider shall summit an Auto CAD file format (release 2010 or later) in a CD of 
approved final map and ‘as-built’ improvement plans showing lot and utility layouts that can 
be used to update the City’s Base Maps. 

81. The developer/subdivider shall submit an "as built" plans on mylars and in compact disc 
containing files in PDF format, or acceptable formats, containing the following: 

a. All underground facilities, sanitary sewer mains and laterals, water services (including meter 
locations), Pacific Gas and Electric, AT&T (phone) facilities, local cable company, etc. 

b. All the site improvements, except landscaping species, buildings and appurtenant structures. 
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SEC. 10-11.150 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
LOCATED WITHIN ARCHAEOLOGICALLY SENSITIVE AREAS, AND/OR WITHIN OR 
ADJACENT TO KNOWN ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES. Proposals for the development or 
redevelopment of a site identified as archaeologically sensitive by any archaeological sensitivity 
map adopted by the City shall be subject to the following review process and conditions of 
project approval: 
 

a. City staff will consult with the Northwest Information Center for information about 
whether the project is located within or adjacent to a known archaeological site, and if it 
is determined that it is so located, then a historical alteration permit shall be required for 
the project. CEQA review of the project shall consider potentially significant impacts on 
archaeological resources and identify appropriate mitigation measures to be imposed as 
conditions of approval, in addition to the conditions identified below. 
 

b. If the project is not located within or adjacent to a known archaeological site, then the 
project applicant has the option to either have an archaeological survey be completed for 
the site to determine what, if any, conditions of approval will be required as mitigation 
measures or agree to comply with the following conditions of approval, which shall be 
conclusively deemed to reduce potentially significant impacts on archaeological 
resources to a less-than-significant level. No archaeological resources report is required 
as part of any CEQA review of the project, provided the applicant accepts the following 
conditions and incorporates them into the project. 
 
(1) An archaeologist shall be present on-site to monitor all ground-disturbing 

activities. Where historical or archaeological artifacts are found, work in areas 
where remains or artifacts are found will be restricted or stopped until proper 
protocols are met, as described below: 

 
(i) Work at the location of the find will halt immediately within thirty feet of 

the find. If an archaeologist is not present at the time of the discovery, the 
applicant shall contact an archaeologist for evaluation of the find to 
determine whether it qualifies as a unique archaeological resource as 
defined hereinabove. 
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(ii) If the find is determined not to be a unique archaeological resource, 
construction can continue. The archaeologist will prepare a brief informal 
memorandum/letter that describes and assesses the significance of the 
resource, including a discussion of the methods used to determine 
significance for the find. 

(iii) If the find appears to be significant and to qualify as a unique 
archaeological resource, the archaeologist will determine if the resource 
can be avoided and will detail avoidance procedures in a formal 
memorandum/letter. 

(iv) If the resource cannot be avoided, the archaeologist shall develop an action 
plan to avoid or minimize impacts. The field crew shall not proceed until 
the action plan is approved by the Planning Director. The action plan shall 
be in conformance with California Public Resources Code 21083.2. 

 
(2) In addition to the conditions listed above, all development projects located within 

an archaeological sensitivity area and/or containing known archaeological 
resources on-site shall also be subject to the following measures as conditions of 
project approval: 

 
(i) This project may adversely impact undocumented human remains or result 

in the discovery of significant historic or archaeological materials. The 
following policies and procedures for treatment and disposition of 
inadvertently discovered human remains or archaeological materials shall 
apply. 
a.  If human remains are encountered, they shall be treated with dignity 

and respect as due to them. Information about such a discovery shall 
be held in confidence by all project personnel and shared only on a 
need-to-know basis. The rights of Native Americans to practice 
ceremonial observances on sites, in labs and around artifacts shall be 
upheld. 

b.  Remains shall not be held by human hands. Surgical gloves shall be 
worn if remains need to be handled. 

c. Surgical masks shall also be worn to minimize exposure to 
pathogens that may be associated with the remains. 
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(ii) In the event that known or suspected Native American remains are 
encountered or significant historic or archaeological materials are 
discovered, ground-disturbing activities shall be immediately stopped. 
Examples of significant historic or archaeological materials include, but are 
not limited to, concentrations of historic artifacts (e.g., bottles, ceramics) or 
prehistoric artifacts (chipped chert or obsidian, arrow points, groundstone 
mortars and pestles), culturally altered ash-stained midden soils associated 
with pre-contact Native American habitation sites, concentrations of fire-
altered rock and/or burned or charred organic materials and historic 
structure remains, such as stone-lined building foundations, wells or privy 
pits. Ground-disturbing project activities may continue in other areas that 
are outside the exclusion zone as defined below. 

(iii) An "exclusion zone" where unauthorized equipment and personnel are not 
permitted shall be established (e.g., taped off) around the discovery area, 
plus a reasonable buffer zone, by the contractor foreman or authorized 
representative, or party who made the discovery and initiated these 
protocols, or if on site at the time or discovery, by the monitoring 
archaeologist (typically 25 to 50 feet for single burial or archaeological 
find). 

(iv) The exclusion zone shall be secured (e.g., 24-hour surveillance) as directed 
by City or Alameda County representatives, if considered prudent to avoid 
further disturbances. 

(v) The contractor foreman or authorized representative, or party who made the 
discovery and initiated these protocols shall be responsible for immediately 
contacting by telephone the parties listed below to report the find and 
initiate the consultation process for treatment and disposition: 
 
a. The City of Hayward Planning Director; 
b. The contractor's point(s) of contact; 
c. The Coroner of the County of Alameda (if human remains found); 
d. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in 

Sacramento; and 
e. The Yrgin band of Ohlones. 
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(vi) The Coroner shall examine the remains after being notified of the 
discovery. If the remains are Native American, the Coroner shall notify the 
NAHC within 24 hours. 
(vii) The NAHC shall be responsible for identifying and immediately 
notifying the Most Likely Descendant (MLD) from the Yrgin band of 
Ohlones. (Note: NAHC policy holds that the Native American Monitor will 
not be designated the MLD.) 

(vii) Within 24 hours of notification by the NAHC, the MLD will be granted 
permission to inspect the discovery site. 

(ix) Within 24 hours of notification by the NAHC, the MLD may recommend 
to the City's Planning Director the recommended means for treating or 
disposing, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated 
grave goods. The recommendation may include the scientific removal and 
non-destructive or destructive analysis of human remains and items 
associated with Native American burials. Only those osteological analyses 
or DNA analyses recommended by the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band may be 
considered and carried out. 

(x) If the MLD recommendation is rejected by the City, the parties shall 
attempt to mediate the disagreement with the NAHC. If mediation fails 
then the remains and all associated grave offerings shall be reburied with 
appropriate dignity on the property in a location not subject to further 
subsurface disturbance. 
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DATE: March 8, 2012 

 

TO: Planning Commission  

 

FROM: Tim R. Koonze, Associate Planner 

 

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-0132 / Tentative Tract Map 

Application PL-2011-0133 – KB Design and Consulting, Ben Wong 

(Applicant) / Maple Court Homes (Owner) – Request to construct 44 

residential condominium units within a five-story building.   

 

 The project consists of four properties located at 22471-22491 Maple Court, 

west side between McKeever Avenue and A Street  and is located in the Central 

City Commercial (CC-C) District. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

 

That the Planning Commission 1) adopt the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, 2) 

approve the Conditional Use Permit to allow residential units on the first floor , and 3) approve the 

tentative tract map creating 44 condominium units, pursuant to the attached findings and the 

conditions of approval. 

 

SUMMARY 

 

The applicant is requesting to construct 44 condominium units within a five-story building with 

underground parking.  All units meet the minimum private space requirements and the project meets 

the open space requirements.  The Zoning Ordinance allows ground-floor units in the Central City 

Commercial district with an approved conditional use permit.  It would not be feasible to put 

commercial units on the first floor as this block is not part of the retail core of downtown and has  a 

lack of pedestrian shopping traffic. 

 

The parking for the project is located in an underground garage and a portion of the first floor.  The 

parking complies with the City’s Off-Street Parking Ordinance in numbers and design.  The garage 

also houses the private storage space for each unit that is required by the Zoning Ordinance. 

 

A condition of approval would require that the existing single-family home, which has a moderate 

historical significance, be relocated to a site within a neighborhood that supports other historically 

significant homes in Hayward.  On the ground floor at the rear of the building there is a large wall 

with no openings that faces the parking lot of the adjacent property.  A condition of approval would 

that this wall be designed to discourage graffiti such a providing trellis and vines. 
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BACKGROUND 

 

The proposed project would occupy four contiguous parcels.  There is a parking lot on one, a 

commercial building on another, a vacant paved parcel on the third and a single-family home on the 

remaining parcel.  The home has a high level of historical value due to its well-preserved early-

century bungalow design. 

 

The site is relatively flat and located within a developed urban area.  Commercial uses surround the 

site and, adjacent to the rear of the property, a large parking lot serves the adjacent medical office 

building. 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

Project Description - The applicant proposes to construct 44-condominium units within a five-story 

building over an underground garage.  Each unit has two bedrooms and two bathrooms with the 

exception of one unit that is a one- bedroom unit with one bathroom.  The units range in size from 

804 to 1198 square feet and each has either a private patio or a private balcony that meets the 

minimum private open space requirements.  The units that front along Maple Court all face toward 

the street and each has a raised porch.  The proposed 26-foot-wide driveway serving the project 

provides adequate circulation and meets the Fire Department accessibility requirements. 

 

Architectural Design –The building has a contemporary design with large reliefs that vary from 5 

feet to 12 feet in depth that creates defined shadow lines.  The building has a stucco exterior and a 

tile roof.  The windows are accented with heavy trim or balconies.  The paint scheme includes a 

variety of colors that emphasize the building reliefs.  The first-story unit entries along Maple Court 

include raised porches with arched entryways. 

 

The rear of the building carries a similar design incorporating building offsets.  On the ground floor 

at the rear of the building there is a large wall with no openings that faces the parking lot of the 

adjacent property.  The architect proposed to treat this wall with metal trellis that would support 

vines situated between decorative spaced columns.  The trellis and ivy not only improve aesthetics 

but also make it difficult to access the flat wall discouraging graffiti.  A condition of approval would 

require that all graffiti be removed within 72 hours of its discovery. 

 

Open Space – The project meets the private and group open space requirements specified in the 

Zoning Ordinance.  This was achieved by utilizing a combination of private yard areas, private 

balconies and providing a group open space of 1,418-square-feet on the second floor at the front of 

the building.  The open space area would have amenities such as arbors and benches.  A detailed 

amenity plan will be submitted as part of the improvement plans.  The design must meet the 

approval of the City’s Landscape Architect. 

 

Conditional Use Permit - The Central City Commercial (CC-C) District allows high-density 

residential use, as a primary use, but only above the first floor of commercial use.  There are no 

other retail stores on Maple Court and there is very little pedestrian traffic to warrant the 

construction of ground floor commercial units, therefore the applicant is proposing residential units 

on the ground floor.  The zoning district allows residential units on the ground floor when 
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associated with the approval of a conditional use permit.  Staff recognizes that property is located 

outside the retail core of downtown and pedestrian traffic is almost non-existent on Maple Court 

and, therefore, supports the ground floor residential units.  The project should, however, create 

additional pedestrian traffic to support the shops along Foothill Boulevard and A Street. 

 

Conditional Use Permit Findings - In order for the Conditional Use Permit Application to be 

approved, the following findings must be made: 

 

A. The proposed use is desirable for the public convenience or welfare. 

 

 The development is compatible with the surrounding structures and uses in that it is 

immediately adjacent to and in the vicinity of other developments of a similar scale and as 

designed creates a harmonious setting and is an attractive addition to the Downtown.  Multi-

family residential use is desirable for the downtown area as specified in the purpose of the 

Central City-Commercial District as defined in the Zoning Ordinance and the Downtown 

Design Guidelines. 

 

B. The proposed use will not impair the character or integrity of the zoning district and 

surrounding area. 

 

 The development takes into consideration physical and environmental constraints in that the 

five-story building is of a similar size to other buildings on the same block and that the high 

density residential use is permitted within the zoning district. 

 

C. The proposed use will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or general welfare. 

 

 The development will be operated in a manner determined to be acceptable and compatible 

with surrounding development in that as conditioned the property will be managed by a 

homeowner’s association and Conditions, Covenants & Restrictions would be established to 

manage the property. 

 

D. The proposed use is in harmony with applicable City policies and the intent and purpose 

of the zoning district involved. 

 

The development complies with the intent of City development policies and regulations in 

that it complies with the Downtown Design Plan and the City’s design guidelines.  In that a 

condition of approval requires that the historic home is relocated pursuant to the Historic 

Preservation Ordinance.  The proposed project conforms to the Downtown Design Plan with 

respect to the density specified for multi-family residential uses, setbacks, building heights 

and the purpose of the Central City district to promote multi-family housing.  The project 

also conforms to the City’s Design Guidelines in that the architectural design incorporates 

offsets to break up building mass, utilizing recessed balconies, continuous roof around the 

building and accented entry features. 
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Tentative Tract Map - 

 

A tentative tract map is being processed with this proposal to create residential condominium units 

within the proposed structure.  If the tentative map is approved, a final map will be processed and 

recorded, allowing each unit to be sold separately. 

The proposed subdivision creates forty four residential condominium units with underground 

parking in the Central City Commercial District.  Access point is provided via a twenty-six foot 

wide driveway to Maple Court.  Full frontage improvements such as Portland Cement Concrete 

curb, gutter and sidewalk had been installed along Maple Court. 

The proposed subdivision is an in-fill development site and there are utilities available to the site 

with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.  On-site sewer and storm drain systems 

will be owned-and-maintained by the Homeowners’ Association.  A water meter for each unit 

would be installed along Maple Court street frontage and would be flush with the sidewalk.  An 

existing streetlight will be relocated and replaced with LED lights. 

 

The formation of a Homeowners’ Association (HOA) and the creation of Conditions, Covenants, 

and Restrictions (CC&R's) will be required so that the HOA will be responsible for maintaining the 

driveway, private lightings, private utilities, and other privately owned common areas and facilities 

on the site, including, but not limited to, clean water treatment facilities, landscaping, and decorative 

and pervious paving. 

 

Findings for the Tentative Tract Map - In order for a Tentative Tract Map to be approved, the 

Planning Commission must make the following findings; 

 

A. The tentative tract map substantially conforms to the State Subdivision Map Act, the City’s 

Subdivision Regulations, the General Plan, and the City of Hayward Zoning Ordinance. 

B. Upon the completion of remediation recommended by the project Geotechnical Engineer the 

site is physically suitable for the proposed type of development. 

C. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause 

substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or 

their habitat. 

D. The design of the subdivision and the proposed improvements are not likely to cause serious 

health problems. 

E. Upon completion of the proposed improvements the streets and utilities would be adequate 

to serve the project. 

F. None of the findings set forth in Section 66474 of the Subdivision Map Act for denial of a 

tentative map have been made. 
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Environmental Review - An Initial Study and Negative Declaration have been prepared for the 

project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (see Attachment III).  No 

significant environmental impacts are expected to result from the project.  The review period for the 

environmental documents ended February 23, 2012. 

 

Staff received a concern from an A Street business owner expressing concern about traffic 

generated from the site creating congestion during peak traffic hours.  The City’s Transportation 

Manager reviewed the proposed project and concluded that the 44 unit development would have 

virtually no impact on Maple Court or A Street. 

 

According to the Institute for Traffic Engineers Trip Generation handbook, the project would 

generate 15 additional trips during the morning peak hour (0.34 trips per residential unit) and 17 

trips during the evening peak hour (0.38 trips per residential unit).  Since all of the turns at Maple 

Court and A Street will be right turns as a result of the Route 238 Corridor Improvement Project, the 

impact on this intersection’s operations will be negligible. 

 

PUBLIC CONTACT 

 

On July 18, 2011, a Referral Notice was mailed to the Prospect Hill Neighborhood Association and 

to every property owner and occupant within 300 feet of the subject site, as noted on the latest 

County Assessor’s records.  Planning staff received no responses as a result of that notification. 

 

On February 17, 2012, a Notice of this Public Hearing was published in The Daily Review. 

 

Staff received a comment from a Prospect Avenue resident supporting the development of the site 

but feels commercial spaces should occupy the first floor.  Staff supports allowing residential units 

on the first floor as the project is not located within the retail core of the downtown and because of 

limited pedestrian traffic on Maple Court.  The City’s Economic Development Manager advised 

that retail space at this location would not be viable.  There are a variety of uses within downtown.  

Additional downtown residents will support the existing commercial core. 

 

The property manager of the adjacent four-story medical office building expressed support of the 

project but asked that the building height be reduced so that it doesn’t have the potential to interrupt 

the signals from the three cell antennas that are located on top of the medical offices building.  The 

proposed building and there is no evidence that there would be any interference to the existing 

antennas signals. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

 

The Planning Commission decision begins a 10-day appeal period.  If approved and there is no 

appeal within that time period, the applicant may proceed with the approved use.  If denied, the 

decision could be appealed and the application would be scheduled for a public hearing before the 

City Council. 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
CITY OF HAYWARD PLANNING COMMISSION
Council Chambers
Thursday, March 8, 2012, 7:00 p.rn.
777 B Street, Hayward, CA94541

MEETING

A regular meeting ofthe Hayward Planning Commission was called to order at 7:10 p.m. by Chair Marquez.

ROLLCALL

Present:

Absent:

COMMISSIONERS:
CHAIRPERSON:
COMMISSIONER:

Lamnin, McDermott, Mendall
Marquez
Faria, Lavelle, Loche

Commissioner Lamnin led in the Pledge ofAllegiance.

StaffMembers Present: Briggs, Conneely, Fakhrai, Koonze, Nguyen, Patenaude, Philis

General Public Present: 7

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None

PRESENTATION

1. Route 238 Corridor Improvement Project - Construction Update

Public Works Director over Engineering & Transportation Morad Fakhrai noted that the Route 238 Corridor
Improvement was one of the largest public works projects in Hayward history, said that staff would be
available to answer any questions after the presentation, and then introduced Senior Civil Engineer Kevin
Briggs who provided the update.

Commissioner Mendall asked staff ifthe project was on budget and Director Fakhrai said it was slightly over
in two areas: undergrounding ofutilities, which was reimbursable from PG&E, AT&T and Comcast; and
asphalt, due to more deterioration than expected and the cost ofasphalt going up since the inception ofthe
project. Director Fakhrai said the cost over budget was 2 to 3 percent above the original estimate. .
Commissioner Mendall asked where those additional funds would be coming from and Director Fakhrai said
from the Local Alternative Transportation Improvement Program (LATIF). He explained that the City had up
to $30 million that could be used, but said the City was saving those funds for Phases IT and ill ofthe Route
238 Project, which included improvements to Mission Boulevard north ofA Street and south of Industrial
Boulevard.

Commissioner Mendall asked when the new streetlights would be turned on. Director Fakhrai said the new
s~ghts were dimming state-of-the-art lights, and to realize a cost savings, would be part of a metered
system, unlike the current lights being used that were on a fixed rate with PG&E. The metered system was
part of the traffic signal system, he said, and because the signal controllers hadn't been delivered yet, the
streetlights were not on. Director Fakhrai said stretches of streetlights would be coming on in the next couple
of weeks. Commissioner Mendall asked about the intersections at Mission and Harder and Carlos Bee, and
Director Fakhrai said unfortunately, those intersections would be delayed due to the amount of work PG&E
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needed to complete followed by the final configuration of the area. Commissioner Menda1l asked for an
estimated time and Director Fakbrai said late fall.

Commissioner Menda1l asked about the adaptive traffic management system and whether it would be
activated in sections or all at once. Director Fakhrai explained that for the system to work effectively, the
entire corridor needed to be in place, but noted the system would definitely be an improvement. He said that
the traffic management center would be based at City Hall and would control Route 238 plus other major
corridors in the City including Hesperian, Tennyson, Winton and Clawiter. Commission Mendall said he
wasn't aware of those other streets being included and asked Director Fakbrai to provide more information.
Director Fakhrai explained that the other corridors were not a part of the Route 238 Corridor Improvement
project and were funded through the Alameda County Transportation Commission with the goal of
improving traffic signals on almost the entire length of these major corridors. Director Fakhrai said the first
phase, which included Tennyson, Hespenan and Winton, should be completed within a· month.
Commissioner Mendall asked ifJackson was included and Director Fakhrai said no, noting that Clawiter was
part of Phase II. Commissioner Mendall asked if Jackson Street would be included in another project and
Director Fakbrai pointed out that Jackson was still a state route, but would be relinquished to the City upon
completion of the Route 238 Project. At that time, Director Fakhrai said, the four intersections along Jackson
would be brought -into the adaptive traffic management system.

Regarding overhead utilities, Commissioner Menda1l confirmed that per the report, several segments would
come down in May and asked if southern portions along Mission would follow in the summer. Senior Civil
Engineer Briggs said more likely the timing would be around fall. Commissioner Mendall said he looked
forward to the improvements saying the corridor will look a lot nicer when the roads are done and the
overhead utilities are gone. Commissioner Menda1l said this project was an opportunity for the City to really
change the way people feel about the corridor and he said he hoped the City would follow up with additional
efforts to create as much emotional and visual impact as possible to really jolt people into seeing the area
differently. He pointed out that the corridor had been struggling because of the construction and the loss of
the car dealerships and said he hoped this would b~ the beginning of the next phase.

Commissioner Lamnin thanked staff for the report and asked if the right-hand turn from Carlos Bee onto
Mission would remain a single lane and Director Fakhrai said yes, a single, dedicated right turn lane. She
noted that there was always a back-up at this intersection and asked if the lane would be protected. Director
Fakhrai agreed that traffic volumes were very high, and noted that besides at the green signal, right-hand
turns could be completed after a :full stop, but that the movement would not be protected. Commissioner
Larnnin said she was thrilled about the improved traffic lights.

Commissioner Lamnin asked what improvements were scheduled for Second Street and Director Fakhrai
said only one change was planned and that was converting B Street to two-way from Second westbound to
Foothill and replacing the traffic signal to reflect that change. Commissioner Lamnin asked if there would be
improvement to the timing of signal lights along Second and Director Fakhrai said no, but said he would
check to make sure that wasn't part ofa separate project.

Regarding the parking lot at the gateway circle (in between D and Jackson Street at Mission), Commissioner
Lamnin said the circle looked lovely but she was concerned that people would park and walk across the street
without using the crosswalk. She also asked ifthe lot would be,dedicated. Director Fakhrai said the lot would
be public with no fee, although he noted that the City was revisiting traffic code regulations particularly in the
downtown. He said there would be a crosswalk at Mission and D, and noted a barrier down the middle ofthe
road to block pedestrians from crossing wasn't possible because that stretch ofMission was slated to be one
way. He said there would be signage to tell people to use the crossing and he said he doubted pedestrians
would cross mid-way because of the heavy traffic in the area. Commissioner Lamnin pointed out that "our
feet follow our eyes" and said she sees Bret Harte students crossing Mission Boulevard all the time and
suggested a visual barrier to deter pedestrians from crossing.
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Commissioner McDermott asked what the original completion target date was for the project and Senior
Civil Engineer Briggs said December of2012. Commissioner McDermott asked what caused the three month
delay and Mr. Briggs explained that although rains bad been light this winter, last winter heavy rains
impacted joint trench work. He also noted that unforeseen conditions had also created a number of work
change orders during the trenching and that affected the progress ofthe undergrounding.

Commissioner McDennott asked iftarget date projections include delays due to weather and Director Fakhrai
said projects taking longer than one year do include some days for rain, but delays are difficult to anticipate,
noting that delays can also be caused by muddy conditions after the rain has stopped: Unforeseen conditions,
he said, like the very old Pacific Bell conduits encountered by the contractor had also added a lot of time and
money to this project. The money will be reimbursed, Director Fakhrai said, but the time is lost.
Commissioner McDermott confirmed the City did not have the information about the old conduits ahead of
time and Director Fakbrai said no, when projecting the timeline the City relied on the information provided
by PG&E. He explained that because ofold conduits the City had to modify the design, get changes approved
and then have the contractor implement them. Commissioner McDennott commented that it "blows her
away" that PG&E didn't know the condition or age ofthe conduits and Director Fakhrai said the conduits and
utility boxes had been there since before the turn ofthe previous century.

Chair Marquez expressed concern about safety issues during construction and asked if there had been an
increase in accidents or pedestrians being injured. Director Fakhrai said there hadn't been an increase in the
number of accidents, but "about a handful" had been related to construction due to drivers not following signs
or losing control and going into trenches or ditches.

Regarding the gateway circle parking lot at D Street and Mission Boulevard, Chair Marquez said it was
always full and that she had personally seen several people walk straight across Mission. She asked staff to
encourage pedestrians to use the crosswalk and suggested a lighted crosswalk for Rotary Park at the comer.
Director Fakbrai said staff could look at additional signage, but pointed out that blinking crosswalks were
used for uncontrolled crossings and there was already a signal at D Street.

Regarding the mural project, Chair Marquez asked how artists were selected and for more information about
the process. Director Fakhrai said mural selection was handled by the Community Preservation department
and was a City-wide project unrelated to the Route 238 Improvement. He said he wasn't sure how the
selection process worked, but confirmed for Chair Marquez that artists were paid for supplies and their work.

Chair Marquez asked if the PowerPoint presentation provided by staff would be uploaded to the City's
website and Director Fakhrai said it would.

Commission Lamnin asked if PG&E was holding up construction and if there was an "issue," and Director
Fakhrai said yes. Noting that it was a very large, very complex project, he explained that the City had been
working with PG&E since 2006, when design on the project first started, and compared to past projects,
PG&E bad been a lot more responsive, but acknowledged they were causing some delays. Director Fakhrai
said per the union contract between PG&E and workers, they had to use PG&E labor to pull wire and
conductors, but for this project they had made an exception and hired an outside contractor to do the work.
He said he was very happy about that because any emergency in the region would pull PG&E workers away
from the project, whereas the contractor could stay and remain focused.
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Commissioner Lamnin asked why the asphalt was more expensive and Director Fakbrai explained that when
the project was first advertised in 2009, the price ofoil was much lower.

Commissioner Mendall asked if the piles of dirt near BART tracks at Industrial Boulevard was top soil for
the project and Director Fakbrai said no, that was CalTran property and although the contractor was the same,
the aggregate recycling product was not used exclusively for the Route 238 project. Commissioner Mendall
asked what recourse was available for damage to vehicles due to construction. Director Fakbrai said although
the contractor had to protect the City from any liability, the City had a form available in the City Clerk's
Office to file a claim against the contractor.

PUBLIC HEARING

2. Conditional Use Permit Application PL-2011-O132 / Tentative Tract Map Application PL-2011-0133
- KB Design and Consulting, Ben Wong (Applicant) / Maple Court Homes (Owner) - Request to
Construct 44 Residential Condominium Units Within a Five-Story Building. The Project Consists of
Four Properties Located at 22471-22491 Maple Court,West Side Between McKeever Avenue and A
Street and is Located Within the Central City Commercial (CC-C) District.

Associate Planner Tim Koonze gave a synopsis of the report noting staff received three expressed concerns
during the noticing process. One concern was the lack of commercial space on the first floor. Mr. Koonze
explained that due to the lack. of foot traffic on Maple Court, staff supported the conditional use pennit
allowing for residential on the ground floor, noting that the additional residential would support existing local
businesses on A Street and Foothill Boulevard. Another concern expressed by a business owner on A Street
was potential traffic congestion. Mr. Koonze noted that the City's Transportation Planning Manager reported
that any impact would not be significant, and in addition, planned circulation improvements in the area would
further minimize impacts. The last concern came from the property manager of the 4-story medical building
next door to the project location. He expressed concern that the proposed 5-story building would block the
signal of cell towers located on the roof of the medical building. Mr. Koonze explained that the proposed
building height was allowed and staff found no evidence to support the concern.

Commissioner McDermott asked if the project was an adult residence and Mr. Koonze said the units would
be standard condominiums available to anyone for purchase. Commissioner McDermott pointed out that
open space areas were not conducive to families because there was no safe place for children to play. Mr.
Koonze explained that group open space met requirements, and noted the overall design wasn't complete and
amenities hadn't been determined. Commissioner McDermott asked that her concern be considered. during
planning; noting the location of the development was in a busy area with no other place for children to safely
play. Commissioner McDermott said she liked the design of the building and the height was similar to the
f39ade of the medical building next door. Planning Manager Patenaude said staff would consider her
comments when determining amenities for the open space.

Commissioner Mendall asked about bicycle storage and bike racks and Associate Planner Koonze said there
would be some space available in the garage that could be adapted for bicycle storage. Commissioner
Mendall said he didn't want residents to store bicycles on balconies to keep the building attractive and clutter
free. He asked staff what the bicycle capacity of the garage would be and when staff didn't know he asked
that the applicant address the question. Planning Manager Patenaude said when staff reviews the CCRs they
could add a provision limiting what could be stored on balconies. Commissioner Mendall said keeping
balconies clutter free was essential.

Commissioner Mendall asked the total number ofparking spaces and Associate Planner Koonze said 63 and
confirmed that amounted to 1.5 spaces per unit. Commissioner Mendall asked if there was any guest parking
and Mr. Koonze said there were two spots at the end of the driveway, street parking along Maple Court, and
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municipal parking lot number 5 located across the street. Commissioner Mendall asked how the parking
spaces would be allocated, noting there were 44 units and 63 spots, and asked ifresidents would pay to secure
a second spot. Mr. Koonze said he would let the applicant address that question. Commissioner Mendall
asked about the low-income units mentioned earlier, and Associate Planner Koonze said he misspoke; the
applicant was going to pay an in-lieu fee pursuant to the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. Commissioner
Mendall asked if there was sufficient garbage and recycling capacity for a multi-family residential
development and Mr. Koonze confinned the applicant worked with the City's Solid Waste Division to
detennine adequate capacity.

Commissioner Lamnin asked if any of the bus lines passed by, or if a bus stop was close by, and staff didn't
know. She pointed out that walking to BART was a little far, about a mile, so any public transit interface
would be helpful. Planning Manager Patenaude reported that four bus lines ran down B Street (a block away
from the development) with routes taking passengers to and from BART and down Foothill Boulevard to
Castro Valley.

Commissioner Lamnin asked if the Fire Department had expressed any concerns regarding the height of the
building. Associate Planner Koonze said fire representatives worked with the applicant to develop solutions
for all access and fire protection needs. Mr. Koonze pointed out that the conditions of approval included
language that could require the applicant to enlarge the water main on Maple. Court if necessary, and he
mentioned that the design ofthe driveway had already been modified to provide adequate fire access.

Commissioner Lamnin asked if the applicant had been properly noticed that fees for earthquake safety,
community safety districts, and/or groundwater contamination may be added to the project's cost. Associate
Planner Koonze said the Phase I environmental study cleared all Haz-Mat concerns; earthquake protection
design measures "came with the territory," but Sald the architect, structural engineer and City building staff
would confirm compliance; and noted the safety district has not been fonned yet, so potential fees were
unknown, but acknowledged the City wanted a district in place to meet future safety needs.

Commissioner McDermott asked if the historic home that was going to be moved as part of the project was
currently occupied; the process for moving the house; and if the developer would bear the relocation cost.
Associate Planner Koonze said the house was occupied and deferred the question of the relocation process to
the applicant. Mr. Koonze confirmed the applicant would pay all relocation costs.

Regarding the business that would be deconstructed as part ofthe project, Commissioner McDermott asked if
it was active and Mr. Koonze said it appeared to be vacant. And finally, Commissioner McDennott asked if
each unit would be required to have a fire sprinkler system and Mr. Koonze said yes, the entire building
would have fire sprinklers including the individual units.

Chair Marquez asked if there would be on-site laundry facilities and Associate Planner Koonze deferred the
question: to the architect.

Regarding the benefit district mentioned in the report, Commissioner Mendall noted the applicant was
required to set aside $20,000 for a study ofwhether or not the project would increase security needs; he asked
staff for more information saying he hadn't ever seen that requirement before. Assistant City Attorney
Maureen Conneely explained that 5-7 years ago, City Council adopted a policy that required an analysis of
the impact of a new development on public safety services, and language that required the developer to pay a
"fair share" of the cost if it was determined additional safety services were needed. She noted that the cost
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fluctuated based on the number of units being constructed. Ms. Conneely mentioned that the City was
currently in the process of updating its regulations concerning community facility districts and an analysis,
ready in the next 6-9 months, would more definitively ascertain what the costs to developers would be.

Commissioner Mendall asked if the applicant was requesting any variances besides having residential units
on the ground floor and Associate Planner Koonze said that request for ground floor residential was part of
the conditional use permit process, and no variances were being requested. Commissioner Mendall noted that
it was common for the applicant to request a reductlon in side yard setbacks or open space requirements, and
Mr. Koonze agreed but noted that the applicant was going to meet all setback requirements, provide the
required parking, storage areas, private space and group open space areas.

Commissioner Mendall asked what the maximum density was for the CC-C zone and Associate Planner
Koonze said 45 units were allowed on a property of that size. Commissioner Mendall noted the project
proposed 44 units and confinned with Mr. Koonze that five-floors was the maximum building height
allowed.

Chair Marquez opened the Public Hearing at 8:20 p.m.

Applicant Ben Wong, a Daly City resident, introduced himself. Commissioner Mendall asked about parking
and Mr. Wong said each unit would have one space with additional spaces available for rent, although he
noted final logistics hadn't been determined. Commissioner Mendall suggested "de-coupling" spaces from
each unit, or providing one space and requiring a fee be paid for the second space to create financial incentive
for residents to use public transportation, walk or bike. Regarding bike racks, Mr. Wong said architect Takuo
Kanno could pro,ide more information.

Commissioner Lamnin asked Mr. Wong if he had a ballpark cost per unit and Mr. Wong said $350,000 to
$400,000 per unit.

Architect Takuo Kanno, mtroduced himself saying he was a Commissioner with the State of California's
Architectural License Board, but noted his health had kept him from serving for the last two years. Mr.
Kanno thanked staff for the presentation and said there would be room in the garage area to store about 10
bicycles depending on whether the storage system was wall or ground mounted. Motorcycle parking would
also be available, he said. Looking at the site plan, Mr. Kanno noted there were lots of roomy undetermined
spaces that could be utilized during fmal construction for various uses including the waste management area
which had "far more" room than solid waste managers were requiring. He said he could provide more details
after the Commission granted approval and they were able to move to the next stage of development and a
more detailed design. He noted they welcomed working closely with City staff.

Regarding the sale ofunits and construction costs, Mr. Kanno said the two would be closely related, but that
he had no idea what the actual cost of the building would be. Regarding earthquake preparedness, Mr. Kanno
said they were very fortunate to be approached by a very large residential developer from Japan, with a
mother company far bigger than Genentechs, which came up with ingenious earthquake resistance
construction details that they have tried to incorporate into the building design. Rather than fighting the stress
of the earthquake, he explained, the construction tries to absorb it. Mr. Kanno said to actually see the test is
marvelous and that Mr. Koonze had asked him to giye a presentation to City staff to demonstrate the
approach.

Regarding laundry facilities, Mr. Kanno said each unit would have its own. Mr. Kanno also noted that a lot of
details were still pending studies including security lighting.

Commissioner Mendall asked Mr. Kanno how large the proposed storage units were and Mr. Kanno said 4 x
5 feet and 11 feet tall compared to patios that are only 3 x 6 feet. Plenty big enough to store a bike, he said.
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Commissioner Mendall asked for clarification about laundry facilities and Mr. Kanno confinned all units
would have their own. Commissioner Mendall also confinned that Mr. Kanno was referring to the area left of
storage units as the unallocated area that could be used for anything and Mr. Kanno said yes.

Chair Marquez asked Mr. Kanno if he would consider a condition of approval that restricted clutter on the
balcony and Mr. Kanno said they are developing the CCRs for the development and would include such
language for the Commission's approval.

Commissioner Lamnin said she appreciated the green roof concepts in the common area and asked if there
were other energy efficient measures planned. Mr. Kanno responded that if they could afford it, they would
install solar panels and he noted that the Japanese company he mentioned before was also known for
developing flat roofs into really beautiful courtyards. Mr. Kanno also mentioned that fully grown vines would
be planted to cover the parking garage wall so coverage would be immediate.

Chair Marquez closed the Public Hearing at 8:33 p.m.

Commissioner Mendall asked staff if there was a condition of approval that required developers to comply
with the City's green building ordinance and Associate Planner Koonze explained that adding a condition
would be redundant because when a developer applied for a building pennit they automatically had to
comply WIth City ordinances including green building regulations and fire codes.

Commissioner Lamnin made a motion per staff recommendation to adopt the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration; approve the Conditional Use Permit to allow residential units on the first floor; and approve the
tentative tract map creating 44 condominium units. Commissioner Mendall seconded the motion.

Speaking to her motion, Commissioner Lamnin thanked the applicant, saying she was very excited to see a
project with all one-story units. She said that made it a very attractive place to live, and the community
needed the transit-oriented design. Commissioner Lamnin said she disagreed with staffthat there wasn't retail
in the area because there were shops located right across the street, but because of the number of retail
vacancies, she said she was fine with residential on the ground floor. She asked that good communication be
maintained during construction so ifthe medical facility had any issues with noise, they would know who to
contact. Commissioner Lamnin said it was exciting that folks from Japan had these innovative ideas and that
they wanted to bring them to Hayward. Regarding youth, and how families or individuals may use the group
open space, she asked the applicant to consider Commissioner McDermott's statements. And finally, she
asked staff if it was appropriate to add language in the CCRs to require participation in the Neighborhood
Alert program. Assistant City Attorney Conneely asked Commissioner Lamnin if she would be comfortable
with having staff explore that option instead of making it a condition of approval and Commissioner Lamnin
said absolutely.

Commissioner Mendall said he wasn't sure about requiring someone to join a voluntary organization, but
agreed the City could encourage it. He said he liked the project; the building was an attractive building with a
courtyard on the second level, which he thought was very nice. Commissioner Mendall said he liked that
every unit, or ahnost every unit, had a balcony, which made the building more attractive assuming the
balcony is kept clutter-free. He insisted that the ClW include language that prohibits future owners from
changing the balcony provision ofthe CCRs and he asked staff if it should be made a condition of approval.
Planning Manager Patenaude said staff wouldn't be opposed to adding a condition. Commissioner Mendall
asked Commissioner Lamnin if she would be amiable to adding condition 48K that read "Balconies and
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yards may not be used for storage and must be maintained in an attractive and Wlcluttered manner."
Commissioner Lamnin asked the applicant if that was acceptable and Mr. Wong said it was. Commissioner
Mendall said there was an attractive apartment complex near him with attractive balconies that were covered
with clutter and it just ruined the entire complex. He said he was trying to prevent that from happening here,
especially since it was a very tall, very visual, and attractive building.

Conumssioner Mendall said normally he wouldn't support getting rid of retail on the ground floor. but
because the location of the project was on a side street, coupled with the fact that there was an abundance of
vacant retail spots in the downtown, he said he was comfortable approving this one time exception. He said
he wouldn't approve such a request on Main Street.

Commissioner Mendall concluded saying the development was beautiful and that he looked forward to it
being built and bringing more people to the downtown to help support the retail in the downtown area.

Chair Marquez said she would also be supporting the motion saying it was an impressive project and that she
liked the scaling, color, landscaping and lighting. She thanked the applicant for working with staff,
complying with building codes, and not asking for any variances.

The motion passed 4:0:3.

AYES: Commissioners Lamnin, McDennott, Mendall
Chair Marquez

NOES:
ABSENT: Commissioners Faria, Lavelle, Loche
ABSTAINED:

COMMISSION REPORTS

3. Oral Report on Planning and Zoning Matters

Planning Manager Patenaude thanked the Commission for their participation in the Joint Work Session with
Council on Tuesday and mentioned that undergraduate and graduate students continue to work on the
Downtown Plan including design guidelines and a survey online. He encouraged the Commission to visit the
website.

Chair Marquez asked Mr. Patenaude ifhe had an update on upcoming meetings and he said he would email
the list.

4. Commissioners' Announcements, Referrals

Reminded by the December meeting minutes, Commissioner Lamnin asked staff for an update about the
communication tower at Stonebrae. Planning Manager Patenaude said at the direction of COWlcil, staff had
reviewed the information, and had received instructlon to release the pennit for the tower.

Commissioner McDermott, president of the Hayward Education FOWldation, announced their annual
fundraising event on Friday, March 23rd at Cal State East Bay. She personally thanked staff members and
fellow Commissioners for their support.

Regarding the communications tower, Commissioner Mendall asked if the City had scheduled a Q&A at
Stonebrae Elementary to answer questions and possibly alleviate the concerns expressed by some of the
parents. Commissioner Mendall said the City should disseminate the information in a way that was
convenient to them. Planning Manager Patenaude said staff has responded to the individuals who raised
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questions, but said there hasn't been any discussion about a cormnunity meeting. Commissioner Mendall
suggested the City should offer to send someone to answer questions.

Chair Marquez acknowledged that March 8th was International Women's Day and she offered
congratulations to her fellow commissioners and staffand said she wanted to honor the day.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

5. December 15,2011 approved with Commissioner Faria, Lavelle, Loohe absent.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Marquez adjourned the meeting at 8:47 p.rn.

ara Lamnin, Secretary
Planning Commissioner

ATTEST:

:S~
Suzanne~lis, Senior Secretary
Office ofth~ City Clerk
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260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
Fax 650.991.1840
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MAPLE COURT CONDOMINIUM
HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA
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BLKG. BLOCKING
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C.H. CEILING HEIGHT
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CONST. CONSTRUCTION

S.A. SUPPLY AIR
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SPEC. SPECIFCATION
S.S. STAINLESS STEEL
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SKYLT. SKYLIGHT
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T.B. TOWEL BAR
T.C. TOP OF CONCRETE
T.O. TOP OF
TV TELEVISION
TYP. TYPICAL

U.N.O. UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE
U.O.N. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

V.C.T. VINYL COMPOSITION TILE
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ADDRESS: 22471, 22477, 22485, 22491 MAPLE COURT

A.P.N.: 428-0061-01000, 428-0061-01100, 428-0061-01202, 428-0061-01302

ZONING: CC-C CITY CENTRAL COMMERCIAL

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: TYPE V-B

FIRE SPRINKLERS: YES

TOTAL LOT SIZE: 25,711 SQ. FT. (0.5788 ARCES)

PROPOSED BUILDING COVERAGE: 19,375 SQ. FT. (75.3% OF LAND COVERAGE)

PROPOSED GROSS FLOOR AREA: 95,221 SQ. FT.

PROPOSED GROSS RESIDENTIAL AREA: 54,427 SQ. FT. (44,976 SQ. FT. LIVING AREA)

TOTAL PRIVATE OPEN SPACE: 5,886 SQ. FT. (MIN. REQUIREMENT 3,080 SQ. FT.)

TOTAL GROUP OPEN SPACE: 1,418 SQ. FT. (MIN. REQUIRMENT 1,320 SQ. FT.)

PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL UNITS: 44 UNITS

PROPOSED PARKING SPACES: TOTAL 63 SPACES
63 SPACES FOR RESIDENT (9 COMPACT, 2 HANDICAPPED)

6 MOTORCYCLE PARKINGS
4 BICYCLE PARKINGS

SCOPE OF WORK

INDEX OF DRAWINGS

PROJECT INFORMATION

APPLICABLE BUILDING CODE

VICINITY MAP

PROJECT SITE

ARCHITECTUAL
A-0.1 COVER PAGE
A-1.0 GENERAL NOTE, VICINITY MAP AND INDEX OF DRAWINGS
A-2.1 PROPOSE SITE PLAN
A-3.1 PROPOSE BASEMENT FLOOR PLAN
A-3.2 PROPOSE FIRST FLOOR PLAN
A-3.3 PROPOSE SECOND FLOOR PLAN
A-3.4 PROPOSE 3RD FLOOR PLAN
A-3.5 PROPOSE 4TH FLOOR PLAN
A-3.6 PROPOSE 5TH FLOOR PLAN
A-3.7 PROPOSE ROOF PLAN
A-4.1 ELEVATIONS
A-4.2 ELEVATIONS
A-5.1 SECTIONS
A-5.2 SECTIONS

LANDSCAPE
L-1.1 FIRST FLOOR CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN
L-1.2 OPEN SPACE CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN
L-1.3 FIRST FLOOR CONCEPTURAL IRRIGATION PLAN
L-1.4 OPEN SPACE CONCEPTURAL IRRIGATION PLAN

1. 2010 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE

2. 2010 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE

3. 2010 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE

4. 2010 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE

5. 2010 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE 

6. 2010 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE

260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
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MERGE 4 LOTS (INCLUDING 1- ONE STORY RESIDENTIAL HOUSE, 1- ONE
STORY COMMERCIAL BUILDING AND 2- VACANT PARKING LOTS) AND
CONVERT IT TO FIVE STORIES CONDOMINIUM BUILDING WITH 44 UNITS.

SITE PICTURE

ENGINEER INFORMATION

ARCHITECT: CIVIL:
TAKUO KANNO TUONG XUAN TRAN
KB DESIGN & CONSULTING, LLC TRANVU, LLC
TEL: (415) 963-3343 TEL: (408) 425-4523

LAND SURVEYOR: GEOTECHNICAL:
LEA & BRAZE ENGINEERING, INC. UNITED SOIL ENGINEERING, INC.
TEL: (510) 887-4086 TEL: (408) 988-2990
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FIRE CONNECTION NOTICE

FIRE APPARATUS ACCESS:

ACCESS #1
MAPLE COURT - LOCATED EAST SIDE OF THE BUILDING

ACCESS #2
26 FOOT WIDE FIRE LANE - LOCATED SOUTH SIDE OF THE BUILDING

FIRE HYDRANT:
ONE NEW FIRE HYDRANT WILL BE INSTALLED AT NORTH SIDE OF THE BUILDING. 
ALSO ONE EXISTING FIRE HYDRANT LOCATE EAST SIDE OF THE BUILDING ACROSS 
MAPLE COURT.

STANDPIPE:
ONE STANDPIPE IS LOCATED NORTH CORNER OF THE BUILDING. FOR EASY FIRE 
HYDRANT CONNECTION.

THIS BUILDING WILL BE FULLY SPARKLER AND FULLY FIRE ALARM

260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
Fax 650.991.1840
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260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
Fax 650.991.1840

SEPT. 22, 2011

FEB. 7, 2012

MAR. 28, 2012
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PARKING STALL DATA:

TOTAL PARKING STALL @ FIRST FLOOR: 19

STANDARD 15
COMPACT 3
HANDICAP 1

TOTAL 19

TOTAL BICYCLE PARKING 4
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UNIT INFORMATION:

NO. FLOOR AREA PRIVATE PORCH AREA

101 1115 SQ.FT. 100 SQ.FT.
102 1166 SQ.FT. 115 SQ.FT.
103 1165 SQ.FT. 115 SQ.FT.
104 1198 SQ.FT. 117 SQ.FT.

JULY 28, 2011

FORMULA OF GARBAGE CONTAINER 
CAPACITY:

44 UNITS X1.2 (MOVE IN/OUT FACTOR) 
X 32 (GALLONS PER UNITS) / 200 = 
8.448 CUBIC YARD PER WEEK

PROVIDE (1) 3 CUBIC YARD BIN  FOR 
TRASH (PICK UP TWICE A WEEK) AND 
(1) 3 CUBIC YARD BIN FOR RECYCLE
(PICK UP ONCE A WEEK) TO CREATE 
TOTAL OF 9 CUBIC YARD CONTAINER 
CAPACITY PER WEEK.

GARBAGE COLLECTION METHOD:

RESIDENT OR OCCUPANTS FROM 
2ND TO 5TH FLOOR WILL CARRY 
THEIR GARBAGE AND USE 2ND 
ELEVATOR (NEXT TO GARBAGE 
ENCLOSURE) TO TRAVEL FROM THE 
FLOOR TO THE GARBAGE 
ENCLOSURE, AND SEPARATE 
GARBAGE AND RECYCLE INTO 
GARBAGE COLLECT BIN.
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260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
Fax 650.991.1840

SEPT. 22, 2011

FEB. 7, 2012

MAR. 28, 2012

PROPOSED SECOND FLOOR PLAN
SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"111 A3.3
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UNIT INFORMATION:

NO. FLOOR AREA PRIVATE DECK AREA

201 804 SQ.FT. 258 SQ.FT.
202 957 SQ.FT. 81 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")    (ACCESSIBLE UNIT)
203 1005 SQ.FT. 445 SQ.FT.
204 1090 SQ.FT. 541 SQ.FT.
205 1009 SQ.FT. 160 SQ.FT.
206 1015 SQ.FT. 160 SQ.FT.
207 1098 SQ.FT. 545 SQ.FT.
208 965 SQ.FT. 448 SQ.FT.
209 956 SQ.FT. 80 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
210 1089 SQ.FT. 258 SQ.FT.

JULY 28, 2011
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UNIT INFORMATION:

NO. FLOOR AREA PRIVATE DECK AREA

301 925 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")
302 953 SQ.FT. 81 SQ.FT. (6'-8" X 13'-8")         (ACCESSIBLE UNIT)
303 1003 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
304 1090 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
305 1009 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
306 1015 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
307 1097 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
308 965 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
309 957 SQ.FT. 76 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 13'-6")
310 1089 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")

JULY 28, 2011

ATTACHMENT X

7

297



DN

2670

26702670

26
70

3068

6070

26
70

2670

4070

2470

2870

30
70

22
70

26
70

80708070

3068

26
70

26
70

26
70

80
70

3050SH

80708070

3050SH

2040DH

2040DH2040DH

2040DH

3050SH

30
50

SH
30

50
SH

30
50

SH

60
70

30
50

SH

3050SH

3070

26
70

4670

4670

3050SH
30 50SH

3070

3050SH

22
70

28
70

8070

3050SH 3050SH 3050SH

3670
3070

3050SH3050SH

60
70

30
50

SH
20

50
SH

30
50

SH
30

50
SH

30
50

SH

4060FX 4060FX

4670

25
70

4060FX

4060FX

4060FX

4060FX

3068 3068

2670

2040DH

2040DH2040DH

2040DH

26
70

20
70

26
70

2670

26
70

20
70

28
70

22
70

26702670

2670

26
70

2270

3068

3050SH

26
70

26
70

26
70

2670

26
70

26
7028

70

3070

30
70

22
70

3068

3068

3670

30
68

30
50

SH
30

50
SH

2670

30
50

SH

3050SH

30
70

3050SH

30
50

SH
30

50
SH

25
70

6070

26
70

26
70

2670

36
70

26702670

2270

2670

30
70

2670

30
70

30
50

SH

30
50

SH

3050SH

30
70

3050SH

30
50

SH

3050SH

2870

3070

2670

46
70

46
70

2270

2670

30
70

28
70

2270

2870

3070

2670

46
70

46
70

30
68

36
70

26702670

30
68

4070

3050SH

26
70

30
50

SH

6070

26
70

2670

4060FX 4060FX

2670

30
50

SH
30

50
SH

30
50

SH

3050SH

6070

N

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P
 / L

P / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / L

P / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / L P / LP / LP / LP / LP / LP / L

111 222 333 444 555 777666 888 999 101010 111111

MMM

LLL

KKK

JJJ

III

HHH

GGG

FFF

EEE

DDD

CCC

BBB

AAA

510 0 10 20 30

UP

UP

6'-6"

6'-9"

6'-6"

7'
-1

"

7'
-1

"

6'-4 1/2"

6'
-9

"

5'
-0

"

2'
-6

"

5'-0"

1'
-1

0"

1'
-1

0"

6'
-1

 1
/2

"

7'-5"6'-11"

8'-8"

6'
-1

 1
/2

"
7'

-5
"

1'
-1

0"

7'-2"7'-4 1/2"

14
'-8

"

2'-0"

142'-8 1/2"

11
3'

-2
 1

/2
"

14
'-6

 1
/2

"
12

'-4
 1

/2
"

11
'-3

"
11

'-6
"

11
'-9

"
13

'-2
"

11
'-9

 1
/4

"
8'

-8
 1

/2
"

7'
-5

 3
/4

"
10

'-8
"

3'-9 1/2" 3'-6 1/2" 10'-2" 9'-10" 4'-2 1/2" 12'-5 1/4" 14'-8 1/4" 13'-2" 13'-2" 14'-8 1/2" 12'-5 1/2" 3'-11 1/2" 10'-1" 10'-0 1/2" 6'-5 1/2"

7'
-1

1 
1/

2"
5'

-4
 1

/4
"

12
'-2

 1
/4

"
11

'-5
"

7'
-5

"

7'-0"14'-6 3/4"14'-8 1/4"7'-0"

156'-4"

48'-7 3/4"

69'-6 1/2"

118'-2 1/4"

8'-8"18'-7"7'-9 1/4"7'-2"58'-0 1/2"6'-11"7'-10"23'-4"18'-0 1/4"

11
'-5

"
12

'-2
 1

/4
"

5'
-3

 3
/4

"
8'

-0
"

DECK

ELEV.

STAIR # 1

DECK

DECK

DECK

UNIT 406

STAIR #2

DECK

DECK

MULT-PURPOSE 
ROOM

ELEV.

HALL

LOBBY

UNIT 407

UNIT 410

UNIT 409

UNIT 408

M. BATH.

BEDROOM

BATH.

KITCHEN

1
A4.1

1
A4.1

1
A4.1

2
A4.2

2
A4.2

2
A4.2

2
A4.1
2

A4.1
2

A4.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.1

1
A5.2

1
A5.2

1
A5.2

1
A5.2

1
A5.2

1
A5.2

2
A5.2

2
A5.2

2
A5.2

2
A5.2

2
A5.2

2
A5.2

1
A4.2

1
A4.2

1
A4.2

2
A5.1
2

A5.1
2

A5.1
2

A5.1
2

A5.1
2

A5.1

LIVING  

UP

DN

DECK

DECK

DOWNSPOUT

UNIT 401

UNIT 402

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

UNIT 403

UNIT 404

UNIT 405

KITCHEN

M. BATH.MASTER 
BEDROOM 

BEDROOM
BATH.

KITCHEN

LIVING  

LIVING  

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

BEDROOM

M. BATH.

BATH.

LIVING  

KITCHEN

MASTER 
BEDROOM BEDROOM

M. BATH.
BATH.

LIVING  

KITCHEN

BEDROOM

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

M
. B

AT
H.

BATH.

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

M. BATH.

LIVING  

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

KITCHEN

M. BATH.

LIVING  

LIVING  

BEDROOM

BATH.

BATH.

KITCHEN

BEDROOM

BATH.

KITCHEN

LIVING  

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

LIVING  

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

M
. B

AT
H.

BEDROOM

BATH.

MASTER 
BEDROOM 

BATH. KITCHEN

BEDROOM

BEDROOM

KITCHEN

M. BATH.

M. BATH.

DECKDECK

SH
EE

T 
TIT

LE

Sheet No.

Date: APRIL 28, 2011

Scale: As shown

Revision:

Pr
oje

ct
 A

dd
re

ss
: 2

24
71

, 2
24

77
, 2

24
8

5,
 2

24
91

M
AP

LE
 C

T.
, H

AY
W

AR
D 

CA
LI

FO
RN

IA

260-5th Street
San Francisco
CA 94103

Office: 415.963.3343
Fax 650.991.1840

UNIT INFORMATION:

NO. FLOOR AREA PRIVATE DECK AREA

401 925 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")
402 953 SQ.FT. 81 SQ.FT. (6'-8" X 13'-8")
403 1003 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
404 1090 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
405 1009 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
406 1015 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
407 1097 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
408 965 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
409 957 SQ.FT. 76 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 13'-6")
410 1089 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")
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UNIT INFORMATION:

NO. FLOOR AREA PRIVATE DECK AREA

501 925 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")
502 953 SQ.FT. 81 SQ.FT. (6'-8" X 13'-8")
503 1003 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
504 1090 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
505 1009 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
506 1015 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-9" X 14'-0")
507 1097 SQ.FT. 87 SQ.FT. (7'-1" X 13'-8")
508 965 SQ.FT. 83 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 14'-0")
509 957 SQ.FT. 76 SQ.FT. (6'-6" X 13'-6")
510 1089 SQ.FT. 77 SQ.FT. (7'-0" X 11'-0")
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PROPOSED ROOF PLAN

SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"
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- USE OF SOLAR PANEL WILL BE EVALUATED

- COLLECT ALL RAIIN WATER TO FILTERING STATION BELOW
  (SEE CIVIL ENGINEER DRAWING)

- COMPRESSER PLACEMENT MAY VARY
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DATE: April 24, 2012 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council  
 
FROM: Directors of Finance and Development Services  
 
SUBJECT: FY 2013 Master Fee Schedule/Fine and Bail Update 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council approves the attached resolution authorizing changes to the City’s Master Fee 
Schedule and the Fine and Bail Schedule.     
 
SUMMARY 
 
As part of the annual budget preparation process, City staff recently completed the annual review of 
Hayward’s Master Fee Schedule to determine what adjustments, if any, are necessary to fees 
charged for services provided.  User fees are charged for special services provided by the City that 
are not fully funded by general tax revenue.  Proposed fee changes include but are not limited to: fee 
increases for copies of documents, development services including planning and building services, 
firearms range maintenance, and airport administration; fee decreases for residential and mobile 
home administrative fees; and new fees for film permitting. The City also charges for the use of the 
City water and sewer systems.  These fees are reviewed bi-annually, and are only partially discussed 
in this report.  The City’s Fine and Bail Schedule is also reviewed and updated as appropriate. 
 
A complete and detailed listing of fees is reflected in the Fiscal Year 2013 Master Fee Schedule1, 
along with the Fine and Bail Schedule2, which can both be reviewed at the Office of the City Clerk, 
on the City of Hayward’s website at www.hayward-ca.gov, or in cd-rom format by request to the 
Office of the City Clerk.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The last comprehensive fee study initiated by the City was completed by Maximus and presented to 
City Council in July 2008.  In general, the result of that study showed that in order to recover the 
total cost of providing services, significant fee increases were necessary.  Since many of the fees in 
the City’s fee schedule had not been reviewed for a number of years, it was not feasible to 

                                                 
1 http://www.hayward-ca.gov/departments/finance/documents/RecommendedMasterFee2013.pdf 
 
2 http://user.govoutreach.com/hayward/faq.php?cid=11168 
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implement the study’s recommended full-cost recovery all at once, as it would have resulted in 
significant increases in fees.  Sensitive to concerns regarding the community’s response to the fee 
increases, staff has recommended that the City phase in full-cost recovery of some fees.  Other fees 
were and still are highly subsidized by the General Fund, either because of the public benefit that is 
received by charging a reduced fee, by government regulations, or due to the sizeable gap between 
full cost-recovery and the current fee level.   
 
The City’s fee policy requires that fees be reviewed and adjusted annually as part of the budget 
process in order to avoid large increases in a single year.  Fee increases based on “CPI,” are based 
on the percentage increase taken from the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Consumer Price Index- 
All Urban Consumers.  For the FY 2012 Master Fee Schedule, the December 2010 CPI was 1.5%.  
However, due to the economic climate affecting our community and surrounding areas, the City 
postponed increases based solely on a CPI and only adjusted certain fees where the cost of service 
delivery to the public had increased, such as for labor or materials. 
 
For the FY 2013 Master Fee Schedule, the December 2011 CPI was 3.1%.  However, once again, 
staff is not recommending an across-the-board CPI increase due to the possible negative impact on 
Hayward residents.  For FY 2013, there are a number of recommended fee adjustments based on 
cost-recovery, the reduction or elimination of some fees, and the introduction of several new fees.  
The most significant changes are related to planning fees.  Currently, these fees collect considerably 
lower revenues than the actual cost of providing the services.  Staff has conducted an expansive 
review of each fee and the related service cost.  While staff is not recommending fee increases to 
achieve full-cost recovery, staff does propose to  increase planning fees to work towards greater 
cost-recovery.   
 
Recognizing that a comprehensive fee study has not been completed in a number of years, staff will 
issue a Request for Proposal in August 2012 in order to select a vendor to complete an updated 
master fee study.  This study will inform the staff recommendation for FY 2014 fees. 
 
Proposition 26 Review and Compliance  
In November 2010, California voters approved Proposition 26, which amended Article XIIIC of the 
State constitution regarding the adoption of fees and taxes.  Proposition 26 seeks to assure that taxes 
are not disguised as fees: taxes must be approved by the voters whereas fees can be approved by 
legislative bodies, such as a City Council. The proposed Master Fee Schedule has been reviewed for 
compliance with Proposition 26 and, in the City Attorney's opinion, is compliant.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Summary of Changes in Fees for FY 2013 Master Fee Schedule 
 
City Attorney   

1. Rent Stabilization Administration Fees (page 4).  Staff proposes decreasing the residential 
rent stabilization administration fee by $0.29 (-32%) and reducing the Mobile Home 
Administrative Fee by $0.39 (-36%) due to a reduced demand for service and related cost to 
administer these programs.  There are 2,271 mobile home park spaces in the City subject to 
the Mobile Home Park Rent Stabilization Ordinance.  The proposed administration fee is 
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$.69 per space.  This fee is calculated by allocating the FY 2011 costs of administering the 
ordinance ($1,560.27 – which includes staff time and direct costs such as printing and 
postage) among the 2,271 spaces. 

  
City Clerk   
Staff proposes the following fee changes: 
Candidate’s Nomination Binder (page 5).  Eliminate the $30.00 fee. In an effort to continue the 
City’s goal to become a paperless environment, the binder is now available in electronic form, 
which eliminates the cost of supplies.   

 
 Express Mail Fee.  Increase fee for express mail processing of passports from City of 

Hayward to Los Angeles from $18.30 to $18.95 pursuant to US Post Office rates. 
 
City Manager   
Film Permit Application Fees (page 7).  Staff proposes to establish a set of Film Permit Application 
Fees to cover the cost of the permit application, encroachment permitting for filming, and police 
clearance for filming, fire permit, and filming on City properties.  These new fees are established 
based on a time and materials cost for providing the service. Staff is seeking to make it easier for 
film companies to do business in Hayward by making fees clear and all inclusive. 
 
Development Services Department   
 
 Planning Fees (pages 29-33).  The Planning Division is comprised of the Current Planning 

Section and the Advanced (or Long-Range) Planning Section.  The Current Planning Section is 
responsible for processing planning and land use applications associated with proposed 
developments, such as conditional use permits, variances, subdivision maps, general plan 
amendments, zoning changes, etc.  The Advanced Planning Section is responsible for long-
range planning policy documents, studies, etc., which are usually paid for by the General Fund.  
Because the Advanced Planning Section is comprised of one planner, many functions and 
projects traditionally carried out in Advanced Planning are done by Current Planning staff. 

 
Fees for Current Planning functions are comprised of two types of fees:  fixed or flat fees, and 
fees that are based on an actual time-and-materials cost basis (deposits).  Staff has conducted an 
analysis of fees associated with the Current Planning Section of the Planning Division.  The 
Current Planning section has operated with a substantial General Fund subsidy for many years, 
with an average annual gap of just under $1 million ($999,435) for the last three fiscal years (FY 
2010: $1,036,636; FY 2011: $1,031,743; FY 2012 (projected): $929,297).  This gap is due to 
the fact that certain fixed fees do not fully recover costs for processing some applications.  In 
addition, current fees do not include cost recovery for “general” activities,such as assisting 
residents and businesses owners at the counter and over the phone prior to application 
submittals; nor do they account for Current Planning staff working on special projects that 
would typically be handled by Advanced Planning staff (e.g., Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, 
Hayward Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan review, Historic Preservation Program 
development and implementation, Housing Element programs implementation).   
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To help reduce this annual General Fund subsidy related to Current Planning functions only, 
staff is proposing that time-and-material fees, deposit-based fees (based on hourly staff billing 
rates), and fixed fees be increased to start moving toward a more reasonable recovery of actual 
costs for processing applications in Current Planning, including recovering costs associated with 
providing telephone and Permit Center counter support.  Such support is related to Current 
Planning functions and development applications.  As noted below, some fees are only proposed 
to be increased to obtain fifty percent cost recovery, due to the large increase that would be 
required to obtain full recovery.   
 
Staff maintains metrics to track time spent for phone and counter support.  The average cost for 
phone and Permit Center counter support for the last three fiscal years is $205,582 (FY 2010: 
$222,375; FY 2011: $206,601; FY 2012 (projected): $187,769), and typically entails over 5,000 
hours per year.  These costs have not been captured at all as part of the current fee structure and 
are otherwise a General Fund cost.  Most of this activity relates to pre-application conversations 
and support to prospective applicants, which is an important part of the development review 
process.  FY 2013 fees are modified to include a portion of this cost in the fee. 

 
Attachment II provides information associated with an analysis of the Current Planning Division 
costs and fees.  The spreadsheet shows: 
 

 actual tracked time (for time-and-materials, deposit-based fees) or estimated time (for 
flat, fixed fees) for each Planning application type; 

 existing FY 2012 fees (light green column); 
 total calculated costs, including costs associated with phone and counter support; 
 recommended FY 2013 fees (yellow column); and 
 average number of applications processed each year by application type.  

 
In order to determine appropriate fee levels based on current costs for initial deposits (and 
hourly billing rates) and fixed fees for Planning applications for FY 2013, staff identified the 
actual direct costs for processing each deposit-based application (based on actual time spent by 
staff) and each fixed fee application (based on estimates from each Current Planning staff 
member).  Then, staff identified the additional unrecovered costs related to phone and Permit 
Center counter support, and distributed those costs to each application type in proportion to 
hours spent or estimated to be spent on processing each application.   
 
Some application types were not assigned additional costs for phone and counter support, given 
the straightforward, simple aspects of those applications, which are indicated in the blue-shaded 
cells in Attachment II.  In fact, as shown on page 2 of Attachment II, staff proposes to decrease 
the pre-application fee and fee for Planning Division review of over-the-counter building 
permit applications (one of the highest volume applications) for next fiscal year based on the 
actual time required to provide these services, and to encourage more use of these services.   
 
The remaining building permit application review fees for Planning, as well as inspection fees, 
are proposed to be increased to achieve only fifty percent cost recovery, due to the large 
increase in those fees that would be needed for full recovery.  Such fees are shown in cells 
shaded light brown in Attachment II.  In summary, the fixed fees for Planning Division 

Master Fee Schedule Update     4 of 10 
April 24, 2012   

322



building permit plan check review and for inspections are currently well below the amounts 
needed to achieve full cost recovery and staff is recommending phasing in those increases over 
time to ultimately achieve full recovery. 
 
Staff is recommending that the hourly administrative overhead billing rate for Planning staff be 
increased by $28 from $54 per hour to $82 per hour, to better recover costs associated with 
processing time-and-materials related to deposit-based applications.  Again, such increase 
relates to recovering costs associated with informal pre-application discussions with project 
proponents that are not currently being recovered.  Table 1 below compares the proposed 
billing rate increase with two other surrounding cities, which have similar fee structures to 
Hayward with numerous fees structured on a deposit, time-and-materials billing basis. 

 
Table 1 

HAYWARD FREMONT SAN LEANDRO 
HOURLY BILLING RATE 

COMPARISON 
Existing Hourly 

Billing Rate 

Proposed 
Hourly Billing 

Rate* 

Hourly Billing 
Rate 

Hourly Billing 
Rate 

Planning Manager $    195.48 $      223.48 $          275.72 $          183.70 

Senior Planner/Senior Project 
Specialist $    168.01 $      196.01 $          237.99 $          150.06 
Associate Planner/Planner 
II/Project Specialist II 
Project Specialist II $    158.17 $      186.17 $          151.85 $          136.12 
Landscape Architect/Senior 
Landscape Architect $    168.01 $      196.01 $          255.15  

  *increases administrative overhead rate by $28/hr. for each position   
 
As noted above, the proposed hourly billing rates compare favorably with and are generally less 
than those in Fremont and are higher than those in San Leandro.   
 
Attachment III compares the recommended new fees for common Planning applications with 
other surrounding cities.  In general, Hayward’s proposed fees are comparable to those in 
Fremont, slightly more than fees in Livermore and San Leandro, more than those in Union City 
and Newark, and significantly more than Pleasanton’s fees, which are very low and appear to be 
considerably subsidized.  For the time and materials fees, it is important to remember that these 
are deposits.  If the time spent processing the application is less than the deposit, the applicant 
receives a refund.  If it is more, the applicant is billed for the actual costs.  The time spent 
processing the application depends on a variety of factors, including the quality of the 
application submittal, the complexity of the project, site constraints, etc. 
 
In summary, staff recommends changes to the City’s Planning Division fees – both time and 
materials based fees, as well as fixed fees – to begin moving toward a more reasonable level of 
cost recovery, while remaining relatively competitive in attracting development. It is also the 
intent of staff to continue building value into our plan review and project approval process to 
achieve greater certainty for developers along with greater speed in processing. Both speed and 
certainty have been identified by our focus groups as being of great value to developers. These 

Master Fee Schedule Update     5 of 10 
April 24, 2012   

323



fee increased are anticipated to generate about $600,000 in new annual General Fund revenue 
associated with Current Planning functions. 

 
 General Plan Update Fee (page 33).  The City has not done a comprehensive update to its 

General Plan since March of 2002.  Staff presented a draft General Plan update scope, 
timeline,and budget to City Council at a March 20, 2012 Work Session, recommending a three-
and-a half year project timeline (July 2013 to December 2016) at a total cost of $2.8 million.  
Staff recommended a new General Plan fee equal to 14% of building permit fees to address such 
costs.   

 
In response to Council direction to reduce the projected costs and timeline for the project, staff 
reworked the schedule and costs finding as many ways as possible to reduce both , and 
determined that a reduced Update could be done within two years (July 2012 to June 2014) at a 
reduced total cost of $2.2 million. This aggressive approach is not without risk in that research 
by staff indicates that very few, if any, General Plan updates for similar sized cities were 
completed within those parameters. Of the $2.2 million, approximately $1.35 million would be 
consultant costs associated with preparation of technical studies and an environmental impact 
report.  The recommended General Plan fee has therefore been reduced to 12% of building 
permit fees, with staff’s strong commitment to meet that reduced budget.   

 
Incorporating the recommended building permit fees described below and assuming a three 
percent annual rate of growth in fees beginning in fiscal year 2014, it is projected that it will 
take ten years to generate revenue to fully pay for the cost of the General Plan Update (see 
discussion below regarding comparison of other surrounding cities’ fees).   The fee is 
anticipated to generate about $200,000 in annual revenue that will be dedicated to the General 
Plan Update cost.  Staff will continue to seek other funds to help pay for the General Plan 
Update, including grants, free technical assistance, etc., and will utilize creative ways to help 
reduce costs, such as use of social media for public outreach, etc. 
 

 Valuation-Based Building Fees (page 16) .  The City collects building permit fees on a per 
square foot basis (for new construction and additions) and based on project valuation (for 
commercial tenant improvements and residential remodels).  The City has not revised its 
valuation-based building permit fees since 2005.  To ensure full cost recovery next fiscal year, 
staff is recommending an adjustment to valuation-based building permit fees, as well as for 
State Green Building Code Tier I or Tier II plan reviews and inspections, as shown in 
Attachment IV.  The fee adjustment is projected to generate an additional $130,000 in revenues 
above what was predicted for next fiscal year.  Those revenues are proposed to be used to pay 
for the City’s costs for scanning plans/files into the Laserfiche system and to support a needed 
clerical position.    

 
Attachment V provides a comparison of the recommended building permit and General Plan 
Update fees to existing fees of other cities.  It shows how the recommended fees for three 
common projects (a new single-family home, a home addition, and a commercial tenant 
improvement project) compare to the fees of other surrounding cities.  The comparison 
demonstrates that the recommended FY 2013 valuation-based building permit fees and General 
Plan Update fee are commensurate with fees from other cities in the area. 
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Police Department   
Staff proposes several fee changes, text revisions to the  bail and fine schedule, and clarification of 
fee descriptions. 

 
 Carry Concealed Weapons.  The current $100 fee is being eliminated since these permit 

applications are now being processed exclusively by the Alameda County Sherriff.   
 
 Firearms Range Maintenance Fee. Hayward maintains a firearms training range that is 

available for use by other law enforcement agencies. The current fee is based on usage over 
a calendar year: one or two days = $250; three or four days = $500; five or more days = 
$750.  This does not adequately share the costs of maintaining the facility in a safe 
condition.  The proposed change establishes a flat $750 fee for a fiscal year, regardless of 
usage. 

 
 Auto Sales/Repair Permit.  This permit is currently grouped with the "Other Permit 

Processing" category at a flat rate of $132.  Because the Police Department issues 
approximately fifty of these permits per year, staff proposes establishing a segregated fee 
and cost for the permit.  The average processing time for this permit is 1.5 police officer 
hours, which is the same as the existing Offsite Verification Fee (B.9.a).  Therefore, staff 
proposes setting this fee at $175, which matches the existing Offsite Verification fee. 
 

 Municipal Code: Chapter 6, Taxicabs.  Text has been added to the Fine & Bail Schedule, at 
the request of the County Courts, to specify that all taxicab related violations will be subject 
to the provisions of Government Code, Section 36900.  This is a housekeeping action only 
and makes no change to the fines being charged on these citations. 
 

Public Works – Engineering & Transportation  
A variety of public works’ related fee changes are proposed: 
 

Airport 
 Airport Annual Business Permit Fee.  Name change proposed from current fee title of 

Airport Temporary Business Permit – and a recommended increase from $100 to $120 
(20%) based on a time and materials cost increase. 
 

 Re-Key Padlocks Fee.  New fee of $35 to cover the cost of re-coring a padlock. 
 
 Hanger Exchange Administrative Fees.  Increase from $50 to $60 (20%) based on a 

time and materials cost increase.  This fee is to cover the costs associated with relocating 
tenants into different hangers, either between tenants or into vacant hangers. 

 
 Vacated Hanger Clean-up Fee. Reduce rate from $200 to $150 (-25%) based on a 

reduction in minimum hours needed to perform the service from 4 to 2. 
 
 Vacated Hanger Clean-up Fee Additional Hours, hourly rate.  Increase hourly rate from 

$50 to $75 (50%) based on a time and materials cost increase. This would be for 
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situations requiring more service and effort than covered by the standard “Vacated 
Hanger Clean-up Fee” stated above.  

 
 Ramp Sweeping Services Fee.  Increase fee from $75 to $90 (20%) to cover the actual 

wear and tear on equipment. 
 

 Engineering Services 
 Copy & Print Fee (full size prints 24x36).  Establish new fees of $5 per page for the first 

ten pages and $2 per page for all additional pages to cover the cost of copying services. 
 

 Curb & Gutter Staking.  Increase fee from $684 to $760 (11%) for the first 100 linear 
feet; cost increase is reflective of the consultant charges for this service to achieve full 
cost-recovery. 

 
 Form Checking.  Increase fee from $342 to $760 (122%) and from $113 to $190 (68%) 

to recover the cost of consultant charges for this service.  Changing from a per-linear-foot 
charge to hourly. 

 
Public Works – Utilities & Environmental Services   
No Utilities fee increases are proposed for FY 2013.  Staff proposes the following changes to the fee 
schedule to simplify the methodology for recovering City costs related to fire flow testing, as well 
as to accurately reflect existing fees and interest rates for temporary water service and sewer 
connection fee payment agreements.   
  

 Fire Flow Test.  Currently, customers pay for this service, which measures actual 
pressure and flow available at specific fire hydrants for fire protection, on a time and 
materials basis.  Staff proposes to change to a standardized fee of $300 based on average 
City costs, providing more cost certainty to customers and eliminating the need for 
deposits. 

 
 Meter Service Charges on Hydrant Meters.  No fee change is proposed.  Staff 

recommends only that the language in the fee schedule pertaining to meter service 
charges for hydrant meters be revised to accurately reflect and describe the meter sizes 
and types available for temporary construction water use. 

 
 Interest Rates on Sewer Connect Fee Payment Agreements.  The Hayward Municipal 

Code allows for the payment of sewer connection fees over a period of three years, with 
interest, if the fee exceeds $25,000.  Staff proposes that the interest rates be incorporated 
into the Master Fee Schedule for the purpose of public review and to ensure 
standardization.  Interest rates will be reviewed annually and adjusted as needed.  
Language has been included to address interest on payment agreements longer than 
three years because staff anticipates requesting Council consideration later this spring of 
changes to the current three-year limitation. 

 
 Sanitary Sewer Service and Water Rate. The City Council adopted sanitary sewer 

service charges and water rates for both FY 2012 and FY 2013 after a public hearing in 
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July 2012.  The FY 2013 rates will go into effect on October 1, 2012.  No further 
Council action is required at this time on these rates.   

 
Departments Not Recommending Fee Increases 
 

 Technology Services 
 Fire Department 
 Library and Community Services: staff proposes no change to library fees, which remain 

highly subsidized due to the public benefit 
 Maintenance Services 

 
ECONOMIC IMPACT 
 
Approval of the attached resolution will have a minor economic impact on our community in that 
certain fees will be increased.  The increases have been imposed gradually thereby negating possible 
hardship to the community. 
  
FISCAL IMPACT  
 
Staff estimates that the approval of the attached resolution will increase the City’s General Fund 
revenues in FY 2013 by approximately $930,000.  Approximately $330,000 of this revenue is 
dedicated for specific purposes as discussed  above.  The remaining $600,000 is considered new 
revenue to the City’s General Fund.  Staff anticipates that impacts to other City revenue funds will 
be minimal.  
 
PUBLIC CONTACT 
 
A public notice was published in The Daily Review on April 14 and April 19, 2012 announcing the 
date, time, location and subject matter of this public hearing. 
 
NEXT STEPS 
 
Upon approval of the attached resolution, the Schedules will be updated and the fees will be 
effective as of July 1, 2012, to allow for the required sixty-day notice period. 
 
 
Prepared and Recommended by:   Tracy Vesely, Director of Finance 
     David Rizk, Director of Development Services 
 
Approved by: 
 

 
 
Fran David, City Manager 
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    Attachment I 
 

1 
 

HAYWARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO _____ 

Introduced by Council Member _________________ 

 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A REVISED MASTER FEE SCHEDULE, INCLUDING A REVISED 
FINE AND BAIL SCHEDULE, RELATING TO FEES AND CHARGES FOR DEPARTMENTS IN 
THE CITY OF HAYWARD AND RESCINDING RESOLUTIONS NO. 11-045 AND ALL 
AMENDMENTS THERETO 

 

WHEREAS, Section 15273 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines 
states that CEQA does not apply to the establishment, modification, structuring, restructuring, or approval 
of rates, tolls, fares, and other charges by public agencies which the public agency finds are for the 
purposes of: 

1. Meeting operating expenses, including employee wage rates and fringe benefits; 

2. Purchasing or leasing supplies, equipment, or materials; 

3. Meeting financial reserve needs and requirements; 

4. Obtaining funds necessary for capital projects necessary to maintain service within existing 
service areas; or 

5. Obtaining funds necessary to maintain intra-city transfers as are authorized by city Charter; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that this action is exempt from CEQA based 
on the foregoing provisions. 

 WHEREAS, in November 2010, California voters approved Proposition 26, which amended 
Article XIII C of the State constitution regarding the adoption of fees and taxes.  Proposition 26 seeks to 
assure that taxes, which must be approved by the voters, are not disguised as fees, which can be approved 
by legislative bodies, such as a city council.  The proposed Master Fee Schedule (MFS), including the 
proposed Fine and Bail Schedule, is compliant. 

 NOT, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Hayward hereby 
adopts certain changes in both the Master Fee Schedule and the Fine and Bail Schedule relating to fees 
and charges for all departments of the City of Hayward, either on its face or as applied, the invalidity of 
such provision shall not affect the other provisions of this Master Fee Schedule and the Fine and Bail 
Schedule, and the applications thereof; and to that end the provisions of this Master Fee Schedule and the 
Fine and Bail Schedule shall be deemed severable. 
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 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolutions No. 11-45 and all amendments thereto are hereby 
rescinded. 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall become effective as of July 1, 2012. 

 

IN COUNCIL, HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA APRIL 24, 2012 

 

ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 

 

AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

            MAYOR: 

 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

        ATTEST: __________________________ 

         City Clerk of the City of Hayward 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

_____________________________________ 

City Attorney of the City of Hayward 
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4/17/2012 Attachment II

Planning Fees
Average 

Hours Per 
Application

 Current 
Initial 

Deposit or 
Fixed Fee 
(FY 2012) 

Total Costs 
(including 
costs for 

phone and 
counter 
support) 

Recommended 
New FY2013 

Initial Deposit*

Avg. No. of 
Applications 

Per Year

TIME & MATERIALS/DEPOSIT-BASED FEES
Annexation Proceedings1 185.25  $5,000.00 $51,032.11 $15,000.00

LAFCO Utility Service Agreement2 20.00  $3,000.00 $3,775.45 $4,000.00 2
Environmental Assessment (Contract) Consultant Oversight 1 32.50  $15,000.00 $6,073.08 $6,000.00

General Plan Amendment2 185.25  $15,000.00 $51,032.11 $15,000.00 1
Text Change to Zoning Ordinance2 70.75  $15,000.00 $14,790.53 $15,000.00 1

Administrative Use Permit - Temporary Use2 12.00  $1,500.00 $1,981.58 $2,000.00 3
Administrative Use Permit - Administrative - Residential (including Livestock) 2 24.25  $2,500.00 $4,176.77 $4,000.00 1

Administrative Use Permit - Planning Commission Referral - Residential (including Livestock) 1 69.75  $4,000.00 $13,854.67 $4,000.00
Administrative Use Permit - Administrative - Commercial/Industrial 2 28.75  $3,000.00 $5,026.89 $5,000.00 16

Administrative Use Permit - Administrative - Food Vendors 2 4.00  $500.00 $641.96 $700.00 3
Food Vendors)2 87.00  $5,000.00 $18,151.71 $15,000.00 1

Rezoning & Prezoning - Planned Development - Preliminary Plan1 95.50  $15,000.00 $21,335.78 $15,000.00 3
Rezoning & Prezoning - Planned Development - Precise Plan1 95.50  $15,000.00 $21,335.78 $15,000.00

Rezoning & Prezoning - Planned Development - Major Modification1 95.50  $15,000.00 $21,335.78 $15,000.00
Rezoning & Prezoning - Planned Development - Minor Modification1 32.25  $5,000.00 $6,021.68 $6,000.00

Rezoning & Prezoning - Zone Change & Prezoning1 185.25  $15,000.00 $51,032.11 $15,000.00
Site Plan Review - Single-Family Residential - Administrative Approval 1 24.25  $2,500.00 $4,176.77 $4,000.00

Site Plan Review - Single-Family Residential - Planning Commission Referral1 69.75  $4,000.00 $13,854.67 $4,000.00
Site Plan Review - Single-Family Residential Hillside - Administrative Approval 2 29.00  $3,000.00 $5,074.81 $5,000.00 1

Site Plan Review - Single-Family Residential Hillside - Planning Commission Referral1 87.00  $5,000.00 $18,151.71 $5,000.00
Site Plan Review - Multi-Family Residential (including Multiple SFRs) - Administrative Approval 2 29.00  $3,000.00 $5,074.81 $5,000.00 1

Referral1 87.00  $5,000.00 $18,151.71 $15,000.00
Site Plan Review - Commercial/Industrial - Administrative Approval 2 29.00  $3,000.00 $5,074.81 $5,000.00 18

Site Plan Review - Commercial/Industrial - Planning Commission Referral 2 69.75  $5,000.00 $13,854.67 $14,000.00 1
Conditional Use Permit2 40.00  $5,000.00 $7,254.99 $7,000.00 5

Tentative Parcel Map & Tentative Parcel Map w/ Variance 2 29.00  $5,000.00 $5,625.81 $6,000.00 1
Parcel Map2 28.75  $3,000.00 $5,573.14 $6,000.00 2

Tentative Tract Map - 14 parcels or less 2 55.25  $8,000.00 $11,559.49 $12,000.00 1
Tentative Tract Map - 15 parcels or more 2 206.25  $15,000.00 $61,219.02 $15,000.00 3

Final Map2 300.00  $5,000.00 $105,361.68 $15,000.00 1
Lot Line Adjustment2 30.00  $3,000.00 $5,837.21 $6,000.00 1

Certificate of Merger or Certificate of Compliance 2 30.00  $3,000.00 $5,837.21 $6,000.00 1
Grading Permit Application2 30.00  $2,000.00 $5,837.21 $6,000.00

Development Agreement - Review of Application, Negotiation of Agreements, Processing thru 
Planning Commission & City Council2 32.50  $5,000.00 $6,073.08 $8,000.00 1

Development Agreement - Annual Review1 4.75  $700.00 $811.14 $1,000.00
Development Agreement - Amendment Processing 1 32.50  $5,000.00 $6,073.08 $6,000.00

Designation of Historical/Architectural Significance - Single-Family Residential 1 24.25  $5,212.00 $5,081.54 $5,000.00
Designation of Historical/Architectural Significance - Multi-Family Residential 1 29.00  $5,421.00 $6,156.80 $6,000.00

Designation of Historical/Architectural Significance - Commercial/Industrial/Other 1 29.00  $5,840.00 $6,156.80 $6,000.00
Appeal Fee for Applicant1 69.75  $4,000.00 $13,854.67 $4,000.00

Extension of Approved Development Applications - Administrative 1 4.75  $1,000.00 $764.40 $1,000.00
Extension of Approved Development Applications - Hearing 1 87.00  $2,000.00 $18,151.71 $2,000.00

Encroachment Permit Application - Major Work 1 40.00  $2,000.00 $8,014.99 $8,000.00
Modification of Approved Development Plan - Administrative Approval 2 50.50  $2,278.00 $9,963.95 $10,000 2

Modification or Rehearing of Approved Development Plan - Planning Commission Referral 2 91.00  $5,373.00 $20,092.87 $15,000 1
Variance/Warrants - Exception to Standards - Administrative Approval 2 36.00  $1,837.00 $6,445.95 $7,000 1

Review/Referral2 88.00  $4,555.00 $18,411.40 $15,000 2

SUBTOTAL  74 

2Average hours per application based on data

A

1Average hours per application based on staff estimate (for fixed fees) or per data for similar applications (for T&M fees)

*Staff is recommending a maximum initial deposit 'cap' of $15,000, which will likely result in additional deposits being required for more complex applications.  Also, staff is 
recommending reduced initial deposits for some applications involving single-family homes, appeal fees, and development application extensions, to lessen initial financial 
burden (shown in red text).

Pink shaded cells represent fees proposed to be collected on a time & materials deposit basis, versus current fixed fee basis, given the amount of such fees and variety in 
complexity of such applications
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Planning Fees
Average 

Hours Per 
Application

 Current 
Initial 

Deposit or 
Fixed Fee 
(FY 2012) 

Total Costs 
(including 
costs for 

phone and 
counter 
support) 

Recommended 
New FY2013 

Fixed Fee

Avg. No. of 
Applications 

Per Year

FIXED FEES1

Research1 ($216 plus $41 per hour after first 15 minutes; numbers to right assume two hours of 2.00  $298.00 $316.34 $316
Pre-Application Meeting 5.00  $1,000.00 $840.05 $840 2

Code Assistance Meeting (Payable with Fire Dept. Fee) 1.75 $278.57 $279 5
Review of Business License 0.50  $72.00 $79.09 $79 975

Appeal Fee Other Than Applicant 69.75  $257.00 $11,032.36 $257
Sign Permits (one business) 2.00  $339.00 $318.66 $319

Sign Permits (each additional business - same application) 1.50  $131.00 $238.56 $239
Sign Program 9.00  $913.00 $1,470.52 $1,471

Tree Preservation - Annual Pruning Certification 0.75  $179.00 $126.33 $126
Tree Preservation - Tree removal/Pruning 1.25  $198.00 $210.92 $211

Written Verification of Zoning Designation or Similar Request (per parcel) 2.50  $216.00 $399.05 $399
Encroachment Permit - Street Events 10.00  $1,346.00 $1,829.71 $1,830

Encroachment Permit Application - Minor Project - Permit Issued over the Counter (moved to 
Building Fee Schedule)

Review of Building Permits - Commercial/Industrial Tenant Improvements or Additions 5.16  $218.00 $831.60 $416 144
Review of Building Permits - Addition - Single-Family Dwelling 3.42  $137.00 $547.73 $274 33

Review of Building Permits - Addition - Multi-Family Dwelling 7.00  $218.00 $1,135.62 $568
Review of Building Permits - New Accessory Structure 2.33  $38.00 $371.69 $186 136

Review of Building Permits - New Single-Family Dwelling 6.17  $191.00 $997.99 $499 156
Review of Building Permits - New Single-Family Dwelling - Hillside 8.83  $311.00 $1,441.87 $721

Review of Building Permits - New Industrial Building 8.42  $218.00 $1,372.92 $686
Review of Building Permits - New Commercial Building 9.08  $383.00 $1,484.01 $742 7

Review of Building Permits - Over-the-Counter Approvals 0.94  $154.00 $148.68 $149 528
Inspections - Planning and Landscape - Single-Family Residential - Subdivision 2.50  $177.00 $423.65 $212 237
Inspections - Planning and Landscape - Multi-Family Residential Development 3.75  $177.00 $638.20 $319

Inspections - Planning and Landscape - Single-Family Residential - Hillside 3.00  $60.00 $509.25 $255
Inspections - Planning and Landscape - Re-Inspection 2.50  $60.00 $423.65 $212

Inspections - Miscellaneous 1.00 60.00$        $158.75 $79
Security Gate Application 24.00  $1,380.00 $4,130.23 $4,130

SUBTOTAL  2,223 

GRAND TOTAL  2,297 

2Average hours per application based on data

1Average hours per application based on staff estimate (for fixed fees) or per data for similar applications (for T&M fees)

Brown shaded cells indicate fees recommended to achieve just 50% cost recovery, due to large increase from existing fee rates required for full cost recovery

Blue shaded cells represent fees recommended without phone and counter support costs, due to the nature of those applications
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PLANNING FEES OF OTHER CITIES ATTACHMENT III

Actual Costs 
(including 

phone/counter 
support)

Proposed

T&M 5,000$             7,254.80$              7,000$              EST. COST 6,074.00$              10,590$                 EST. COST 5,445.00$         $2600‐5200 150$    

8,200$                     DEPOSIT IS ESTIMATED 917$                   RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL
DEPOSIT 4,100$                    (AMENDMENT) 1,528$               NON‐RES $1600‐3200

T&M 15,000$          51,028.00$            $           15,000  EST. COST 44,088.00$            11,730$                 EST. COST 27,799.00$       1,528$               COST + 100% & 250$    
DEPOSIT IS ESTIMATED $4,300 DEPOSIT

DEPOSIT 1,000$                    
T&M 15,000$          51,028.00$            $           15,000  EST. COST 44,088$                  23,060$                 EST. COST 27,799.00$       6,889$               UP TO 5 ACRES COST + 100% & 250$    

INI. DEPOSIT DEPOSIT 2,400$                    DEPOSIT IS ESTIMATED 611$                  ADD'L ACRE $4,300 DEPOSIT
15,420$             MAXIMUM

EST. COST 7,240$                    1,300$               500$                       
1,837$     ADMIN APP 6,445.80$              7,000$              5,467.00$              GENERAL 4,900.00$         50$      
4,555$     18,410.47$            $           15,000  13,363.00$            3,020$                    11,979.00$       2,800$                    

INI. DEPOSIT DEPOSIT 1,200$                    MINOR ‐ GENERAL
$50 FIRST HOUR; $24 PER 

154$                148.68$                 149$                 1/4 HOUR AFTER THAT

BUSINESS LICENSE 72$                  79.09$                   79.00$               $     50 Home Occ 101$                 

339$                318.66$                 319.00$             APPLICATION FEE 45.00$                    SIGN DESIGN 510$   192$                  $                  121.00  $15
DESIGN 
REVIEW

131$                238.56$                 239.00$            PLAN REVIEW $                 225.00  REVIEW  TEMP SIGN 54$                    $                    20.00 

EST. COST

DEPOSIT IS ESTIMATED

INI. DEPOSIT

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT

SHADED CELLS REPRESENT FEES BASED ON TIME & MATERIALS COSTS

*ESTIMATED COSTS FOR SAN LEANDRO & FREMONT BASED ON HOURS/APPLICATION FOR HAYWARD

PLEASANTONJURISDICTION

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

ZONE CHANGE
INI. DEPOSIT

INI. DEPOSIT

NEWARKFREMONT* LIVERMORE
Current

HAYWARD

SAN LEANDRO* UNION CITY

INI. DEPOSIT

INI. DEPOSIT

PLN COMM 
REFERRAL

VARIANCE

SIGN PERMIT

EACH ADDITIONAL BUSINESS

OVER THE COUNTER PLAN APPROVAL 
‐ Planning Review

333



Page 1 of 6

334

cheryl.amaral
Typewritten Text
Attachment IV



Page 2 of 6

335



CITY Of UN i ON CI TY 
BUILDING DIVIIION 

34009_ .. , , ... _ III*InClr. CA 114517 

PI1onI: 510.675.5313 Fa: 510.475.7318 III F clan IIiIqUIIt 510.487.0711 

~UATION ~ 
~ 

LJ2,W 

~1.00" ~.OOD.oo r ,,!,,",I 

:" 

.u 

.. -~. '.~ 
lOCI 1 .•. 

.;.tj .. ~-
Ii 

. 
TlPEOFI 

Ii SIll VillI 
.. , ..... '. ' 

8111d1)' 

1111.DD ""H ... -ll 
....... QIG 1143JID ""HIU-' 

1211.001 ,-- 1311.00 1 

. . 
TlPEOFFEE I'll 

AIL_ .... _ .... .. 
&Ii __ 

,flo 
&Ii ...... 1 : .Cll1I"_ 
AlllCIIOdc I flo 

"QUill 
-AILI 

tmOO 

8aIW",,*-,,*,..,..F.-.IIIIIA 7' IW,.... 
~I 

11111.00 

'-.' $1lI.IIO 

I632.l1O __ ... _11""""" ...... - .. _ ... IIOOJID ... _-'HoIrIlWlnn 
1101.lI0 

I-
._ 

Iflo saoo 
121.00 

Page 3 of 6

336



City of San Loandro 
Building & Safety Services 
836 East 14th StnIet San Leandro, CA 94677 
PH (510)577-3405 FAX (510) 577-3419 
http://www.sanleandro.orgldeptsJcdlbldo 

Building Fees 
Permit Fee Schedule 

Etr.ctlVe 7/11201 t to 6/3CII2012 

Filing and lsauanel Fee: The fee for a building permlt.hall include a FlUng and Issuance fee of $88.00 pius the 
applicable fees listed below. 

ReI-Filing Fee: A charge of 50% of the normal Filing and Issuance Fee will be charged for each and every re-submillal 
beyond the first re-submitlal for re-checka on the same project. 

Building Pennlt Fee: The Building Permit fee i. baaed on Total Valuation of the bu~ding or structure (construction work) in 
accordance with the table below. 20% of the cak:ulated BuHding Permit fee shall ba due ~on the initial application and 
plan submittal for a permit in addHion to the required PlBn Check fee. 

TOTAL VALUATION FEE FROM TO & INCLUDING 

$1 .00 to $4000.00 $1304.00 
$2,000.01 to $50,000.00 $1304.00 for the filllt $4,000 plus $13.20 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof, to 

and Including $50,000. 

$ 50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $740.00 for the first $59,000 plus 59.25for each add. $1,000 Drfraelion thereof, to and 
Including $100.000. 

$100,000.01 to $500,000.00 $1,202.00 for tha fl,.t $100,000 plus $5.27 fDr aach additional $1,000 or fraction thereof, 
to and Including $500,000.00. 

$500,000.01 to $1,000,000.00 $3,311.00 for the fire! $500,000 plus $4.97 for each addHlonal $1,000 or fraction thereof, 
to and Including $1,000,000.00. 

$1.000,001 .00 and up $5,795.00 for the first $1.000,000 plus $4.15 for each addHional '1,000 or fraction thereof. 

Minimum Building Permit Fee: Building permHs requiring more than one inspection, other than those requiring return 
inspections for corrections from a previous inspection, shall have a minimum pennII fee of $1304.00 In addition to the Aing 
and Inuance Fee. The minimum fea for a one inspection permit 'slncludad in the FIling and Issuanoe fee. 

Combination Pennlt: For worIt involvlng a combination of building and/or mechanical, eleclrlcal, and plumbing, with a 
value of leu than $3,000, an all-inclusive perm~ may be Issued wHh one Filing and Issuance, the minimum Bu~ding Permit 
fee of $134.00, plus all applicable additional Items from the respective fee tables. The Building OffIcIal may adjust the plan 
checklngipermR fee for an individual project when costs to the CRyaN not congruent with this fee schedule. 

"Plan sat A" Raaldantlal Selamle RatroIIta: For residential ssismic strengthening work using the 'Standard Plan A, 
Residential Seismic strengthening Plan" program, a flat fee of $75.00 plus the Filing and Issuanoo Fee and applicable 
'miscellaneous" fees. 

OSHPD3 ProJecta: For requested plan review, inspections, and verifications on projects that fell under OSHPD 3 
requirements, a Building Permit and Plan Review fee of 125% of normal will be assesled. Plumbing, Eleclrlcal, 
Mechanical, and other itemized fees will be charged at the normal rate. 

New commarclaUinduatriai Building.: On January 1, 2011 the new TiUe 24 CAL Gn!en code will take effect requiring all 
Commercial and Industrial buildings of 10,000 square feet or rmIre to maet spec:ific energy effICiency goals as wen as 
requiring lhese buikinga to undergo 'commissioning" before final. For theae projects, the Bu~ding Permit and Plan Review 
fees will be assesled at 125% of the normal rate to cover the additional lime for plan review. Inspections, and verificaUons. 
All other fees will be at the normal rate. 
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•• Building Permit 

~6nt 
Det¥laprnMl4I Bm1InItuIvIIItIl S.".. Dq E "'.J1 Fee Schedule 
39550 Uberty street, P.O.Box 5006, FI'IIODOIlI CA 94537·5006 
510-494-446Oph www.Jlanont.gov Effective July 12, 2004 

VoIue1lon of Work PmnitF .. Volullion of Work PmnitFee Val.1Iion ofWod: Penult Fee 

$ I 500= 5 41,001 42,000:- $ 96,1lO1 -97,000- 1011.33 

SOl 600- 42,001 43,000- 97,001 -91,000- 1011.71 
601 700= 43,001 44,000=- 91,001 -99,000- 1026.09 
701 100= 44,001 ",000= 99,1lO1 ·100,000- 1033.62 
801 900- 45,001 46,000= 100,001 .. 101,000- 1039.53 
901 1,000 = 46.001 47,000- 101,001 102,000 = 104'-44 

1,001 1,100= 47,001 48,000 ~ 102,001 103,000 'C 1051.35 
1,101 1,200= 48,001 49,000- 103,001 104,000- 1057.26 
1,201 1,300- 49,001 50,000 - 104,001 105,000 - 1063.17 
1,301 1,400 = 50,001 51,000"" 105.001 106,000- 1069.08 
1,401 l,soo= ROlli 52,000 = 106,OD1 107,000 - 1074.99 
1,501 1,600= 52,001 53,000- 107,001 108,000 - 1080.90 
1,601 1,700= 53,001 S4,OOO- 108,001 109,000 - 1086.11 
1,701 1,100= 54,001 55,000- 109,001 110,000- 1092.72 

1.01 l,9oo~ ",001 56,000- 110.001 111,000 -- 1091.63 
1,901 2,000- 56,001 57,000 - 110,001 112,000- 1104.54 
2,001 3,OOO~ 57,001 58,000- 112,001 113,000 - 1110.45 
3,001 4,000= 58,001 59,000- 113,001 114,000 • 1116.36 
4,001 5,000= 59,001 60,000- 114,001 115,000 - 1122.27 
5,001 6,000 = 60,001 61,000= 115,001 116,000= 1128.18 
6,001 7,000= 61,001 62,000- 116,001 117,000:::1' 1134.09 
7,001 8.000= 62,G01 63,000- 117,001 118,000- 1140.00 
8,001 9,000= 63,001 64,000 - 111,001 119.000- 1145.91 
9,001 10,000=' 64,001 65,000= 119,001 .• 120,000 - 1"'.12 

10,001 II ,000= 65,001 66,000- 120,001 121.000- 1157.73 
11,001 12,000 = 66,001 - 67,000" 121,001 122,000- 1163.64 
12,001 13,000= 67,001 61,000= 122;001 123,000 .. 1169.55 
13,001 14,000= 6B,OOI 69,000- 123,001 124,000 - 1175.46 
14,001 1$,000- 69,001 70.000- 124,001 125,000 - 1111.37 
15,001 16,000= 70,001 71,000 - 125,001 126,000- 1117.28 
16,001 17,000= 71,001 72,000- 126,001 127,000- 1193.19 
17,001 18,000= 14,001 73,000'" 127,001 128,000- 1199.10 

18,001 19,000= 73,001 74,000= 128,001 129,000 - 12115.01 
19,001 • 211,000= 74,00\ 75,000= 119,001 no.ooo- 1210.92 

20,00 I 21,000= 75,00\ 76,000= 130,001 131,000 - 1216.83 
21,001 22,000= 76,001 77,000 = 131,001 132,000- 1222.74 
22,001 23,000= 77,001 7B,OOO- 132,001 133,000 • 1228.65 

23.001 24,000- 78,001 79,000- 133,001 134,000- 1234.56 
24,001 2',000 c 79,001 80,000- 134,001 13',000 - 1240.47 
25,001 26,000 - 80,001 81,000- 135,001 136,000 - 1246.38 

26,001 27,000= 81,001 82,000- 136,001 137.000 - 1252.29 
27,001 28,000'" 82,001 '3,000- 137,001 138,000- 1258.20 
28,001 29;000= 83.001 84,000- 138,001 139,000- 1264.11 

29,001 30,000= 84.001 85.000= 139,001 .. 140,000 - 1270.02 
30,001 31,000= 15.001 86.000 - 14D,001 - 141,000 - 1275.93 
31,001 32,000= 86,001 87,000'" 141,001 142.000 • 1281.84 

32,001 33,000= 87,001 88,000- 142,001 143,000- 128'.73 
33,001 34,000= 88,001 89,000- 143,001 144,000- 1293'" 
34,001 35,000= 89,001 90,000= 144,001 145,000- 1299"7 
35,001 36,000= 90,001 91,000- 14',001 • 146,000 - 1305.48 
36,001 37,000= 91,001 92,000'" 146,001· 147.000 - 131139 

37,001 38,000= 92,001 93,000" 147,001· 148,000 • 1317.30 

38,001 39,000= 93,001 94.000= 141,001 • 149,000 = 1323.21 

39,001 40,000= 94,001 95,000- 149,001· Iso,OOO- 1329.12 

40,001 41,000= 9',001 96,000- 1003.9 
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Ci':r "I. Oaklaud 
Maa&e. F_ Seh .... 1e 
_H_J_/r '11. fl." 

OOlllMllNlTl' .. EmNOIIIC 

DE1'EI.POMI!NT 

• - - . -------------- ----
III II 1I1". lit: II\'1n ; .~· 

1"1'1 t IIH~ 

A. INSpeenOH 
Z ,. RequlnKl by III. oakland Building Code or ... Oakland S"lIIn 

Cod. 111. lso_ .. Of. Penni For RapalrslAdd_aUAllsrallan 
o. $1 to $1.000 COI1s1ruc1Ion VIIUD 
b. '1.001 to $1.500 eo_on value 
c. $1.501 to $2.000 Cona1Ncllon V_ 
d. $2.001 to $25.000 Connuellon valUD 

1 Balle 

2 Surchlllle 

.. $25.001 to $50.000 eone1lu01lon Value 
1 Balle 

2 _a'Va 

f. 550.001 10 $200.000 ConnuC1lon Value 
1 Bule 

2 SUrclllrvo 

g. $200.001 and HIgheT Cona1Nc1Ion Val .. 
1 BIlle 

2 SUrcho'Va 

a. INSPECTION AS REQUIRED BY 1ME OAKLAND BUILDING 
CODE FOR THE I88UANCE OF A OEIIOUTlON p_r 
1 Balle 
2 SUrch_ 
3 Commenclng __ ~ a Ponnb 

C. COIIIIIENCE OR COMPl.E1E WORK FOR WHICH I'UIIITII ARE 
REQUIRI!D BY 1ME OAKLAND BUILDING CODe, QAKI..AIID SION 
CODE, OR VIolNDOW lIAR ORDINANCE WllHOUT ',RBT HAVING 
OBTAINED THE REQUIRED PERMITS 

\Nork Commenced 

2 I .... ligation OfWor1t 
a Work Commen<ed and Comploted Prior to lnlpecllon 

D. EXTRA INSPEcnONS 
1 Building Permft 

I. $1.00 to $2,000 Panni vakNI 

b. $2.001 to $25.aoo Permft valUD 

c. $25.001 to $50.000 Permft ValUD 

d. $50.001 to $100.000 PennI1 Valuo 

e. $100.00110 $500.000 Po .. ft Vou. 

f. $500.001 o.G,,_ Ponnft V,1ue 

62.00 Pennb 

68.00 Pennll 
94.00 Permft 

117.00 Perml1 Flm 
$2.001 

10.50 ~ 1\dd'I,5OC 

6C2.00 Pemit FIlII 
$25.0C1 

10.00 ElcII Add'! 
'1.000 

849.00 Pennft Fnl 
550.001 

9.25 Each Add'l 
$1.000 

2.246.00 Pennft Firat 
$200.001 

7.25 EIch Add'i 
$1.000 

173.00 Pennil 
0.15 Sq ..... Foot 
lOaAllFee6 

Double All Pennft 
F ... 
9UO "'pac1lon 

Quodruple Permft 
AlIF_ 

as.OO EIcIIlrlIjIOdIon 
Clvora 

as.OO EIcIIlnape-. 
0....6 

811.00 Eadllnapacllon 
Owere 

811.00 Eadllnapodlon 
Ower 10 

99.00 Eacllinapedion 
Clvor12 

9i.00 Inspoollo" 
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Comparison of Other Cities' Fees Attachment  V

 Total Fees   
(w/o General 
Plan Fee)   

'Multiplier' Amount
 General Plan 
Fee Amount 

 Total Fees (including 
General Plan Fee)        

 
Project 1 28,230.74$         $124 per SFR (1) 124.00$              28,354.74$                       
Project 2 2,705.96$           ‐$                    2,705.96$                          
Project 3 6,158.99$           ‐$                    6,158.99$                          

Project 1 88,334.61$         no fee (2) ‐$                    88,334.61$                       
Project 2 2,093.67$           ‐$                    2,093.67$                          
Project 3 5,126.50$           ‐$                    5,126.50$                          

Project 1 35,685.24$         0.1% of valuation 500.00$              36,185.24$                       
Project 2 3,032.00$           0.1% of valuation 61.12$                3,093.12$                          
Project 3 12,278.94$         0.1% of valuation 210.00$              12,488.94$                       

Project 1 33,937.00$         15% of building permit fee 337.50$              34,274.50$                       
Project 2 2,462.00$           15% of building permit fee 128.55$              2,590.55$                          
Project 3 5,374.30$           15% of building permit fee 283.95$              5,658.25$                          

Project 1 34,598.77$         $0.39 per sq ft (3) $2,337.66 36,936.43$                       
Project 2 3,285.03$           ‐$                    3,285.03$                            

Project 3 13,996.60$         ‐$                    13,996.60$                       

Project 1 28,725.75$         28,725.75$                       
Project 2 4,418.82$           4,418.82$                          
Project 3 9,446.41$           9,446.41$                          

Project 1 29,446.75$         12% of building permit fee (4) 689.94$              30,136.69$                       
Project 2 4,555.82$           12% of building permit fee (4) 223.32$              4,779.14$                          
Project 3 10,328.66$         12% of building permit fee (4) 268.45$              10,597.11$                       

Three actual Hayward projects

 

4/17/2012

Fees General Plan Fee

Notes

(4) per recommended revised new FY13 General Plan Update Fee

(1) San Leandro charges $124 per single family home; $62 per multi‐family unit (no fee on commercial construction or additions)

(3) Livermore charges $0.39 for residential (new bldgs only) and commerical (new bldgs and additions) 

(2) Pleasanton does not charge a fee for General Plan updates. Funding for Housing Element updates come from the City’s Lower Income 
Housing Fee that is used for implementation of the Housing Element, which includes construction of low income housing.

Project 1: 3,551 sq ft ‐ R3/2,577 sq ft ‐ U Occupancy new single‐family home; project valuation of $500,000.00
Project 2: Residential addition of 597 sq ft habitable space; project valuation of $61,120.86
Project 3: Commercial Tenant Improvement consisting of conversion from retail to dental office; project valuation of $210,000

San Leandro

Pleasanton

Hayward (proposed for FY13)

plan check Fees

Union City

Fremont

Livermore

Hayward (existing)
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Attachment VI

City of Hayward Traffic Code
Fine and Bail Schedule

Current Recmd

Section Offense Bail Bail

Uniform Fire Code

9.01.4 Parked in Fire Lane 218.50 218.50

Hayward Municipal Code

Chapter 6 Violation of any  provision regulating TAXICABS is subject 

to Government Code section 36900:

 - 1st violation within a 12 month period (infraction): 100.00 100.00

 - 2nd violation within a 12 month period (infraction): 200.00 200.00

 - 3rd violation within a 12 month period (infraction): 500.00 500.00

 - Add'l violations within a 12 month period (misdemeanor) 500.00 500.00

6-5.04(a) Insurance

6-5.04(b) Taxicab Stands

6-5.04(c) Standing on Streets

6-5.04(d) Soliciting Passengers

6-5.04(e) Direct Route

6-5.04(f) Business License

6-5.04(g) Mechanical Condition

6-5.04(h) Exterior Condition

6-5.04(I) Complaint Procedure

6-5.04(j) Information to be posted in taxicabs

6-5.04(k) Excessive Charges

6-5.04(l) Sanitary Condition

6-5.04(m) Fire Extinguisher

6-5.04(n) Baggage

6-5.04(o) Refusal to Pay Fine

6-5.04(p) Refusal to Carry Passengers

6-5.04(q) Unlicensed Taxicabs

6-5.04(r) Taxicab Identification

6-5.04(s) Driver’s License and Permit

6-5.04(t) Operation certificate and license

6-5.04(u) Waybills Required

Hayward Traffic Code

5.02 Obediance to Traffic Control Devices 297.50 297.50
6.01.1 No Parking - Red Curb Zone 67.50 67.50
6.01.2 Yellow Curb, Loading Zone 67.50 67.50
6.01.3 White Curb, Passenger Loading Zone 67.50 67.50
6.01.4 Green Curb Zone - Over Time Limit 77.50 77.50
6.01.5 Blue Curb, Disabled Persons Zone 337.50 337.50

6.05 Parking in Alley 67.50 67.50
6.06 Bus Zone 287.50 287.50
6.23 Municipal Lot/City Property Special Restrictions 67.50 67.50

6.23h Disabled Persons Stall 337.50 337.50
6.24 Selling on Street/City Property 242.50 242.50
6.30 Over Time Limit 77.50 77.50
6.32 Commercial Vehicle, Over Posted Time Limit 129.50 129.50
6.33 Commercial Vehicle in Residential Area 129.50 129.50
6.35 Not Parked within Designated Space 67.50 67.50
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Attachment VI

Current Recmd
Section Offense Bail Bail

6.36(a) Residential Permit Parking only 67.50 67.50
6.37 Driving Off Interstate Truck Route 63.50 63.50
6.38 Commercial Vehicle in Posted No Parking 129.50 129.50

6.39a Parked off Pavement or Not Leading to Garage 107.50 107.50
8.10 Double Parked 67.50 67.50
8.11 No Parking in Parkways 67.50 67.50
8.12 Parked on Street over 72 Hours 77.50 77.50
8.13 Parking on Street for Sale or Repairs 107.50 107.50
8.14 Private Property Parking 107.50 107.50
8.15 Disabled Persons Stall, Private Property 337.50 337.50
8.17 Narrow Street Posted No Parking 67.50 67.50
8.18 Parked on Hill, Wheels not Curbed 67.50 67.50

8.20.3 Posted No Parking 67.50 67.50
8.20.4 No parking - Street Sweeping Zone 67.50 67.50

8.21 Not 18", not Parallel to Left Side One Way 67.50 67.50
8.22 Parked at Angle 67.50 67.50
8.30 Temporary No Parking Area 67.50 67.50
8.39 Leaving Attended Parking Lot without Paying 77.50 77.50
8.50 Blocking Crosswalk 67.50 67.50

California Vehicle Code

21113a Violate Restriction on School Grounds, etc. 67.50 67.50

22500a No Parking in an Intersection 67.50 67.50

22500b Parked Across Crosswalk 67.50 67.50

22500d Parking W/I 15' of Fire Station Driveway 77.50 77.50

22500e Parked Blocking Driveway 67.50 67.50

22500f Parked on Sidewalk 67.50 67.50

22500g Parked Adjacent To or Opposite Street Excavation 67.50 67.50

22500h Double Parked 67.50 67.50

22500i Bus Passenger Loading Zone w/Red Curb 287.50 287.50

22500j No Parking in Tunnel or Tube 70.50 70.50

22500k No Parking on a Bridge 70.50 70.50

22502a Parked Wrong Side of Road/over 18" from Curb 70.50 70.50

22507.8a Disabled Parking Space 340.50 340.50

22507.8c Disabled Access Area 340.50 340.50

22507b Disabled Parking - Obstruct or Block Access 340.50 340.50

22513 Tow Truck on Freeway 43.50 43.50

22514 Park w/in 15' of Fire Hydrant 80.50 80.50

22515 Unattended Vehicle with Motor Running 80.50 80.50

22516 Locked Vehicle Person Inside Can't Escape 113.50 113.50

22521 Parking on or w/in 7.5' of Railroad Track 70.50 70.50

22522 Block Sidewalk Ramp for Disabled Painted Red 340.50 340.50

22523a Vehicle Abandoned on Highway or Street 460.50 460.50

22523b Vehicle Abandoned on Private Property 460.50 460.50

25300e Warning Device Parked Vehicle 86.50 86.50

26708 Tinted windshield 35.50 35.50

26710 Defective windshield 35.50 35.50

27155 No gas cap 35.50 35.50

27465b Bald tire 35.50 35.50

4000a No evidence of current registration 60.50 60.50

40226 Dismissal of Handicap Citation 35.50 35.50

4462b Display false tab 35.50 35.50

5200 No plate 35.50 35.50

5204a Expired tags 35.50 35.50
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