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Introduction
• Too many households in the US experience housing unaffordability

– Most agree, but NIMBY, due to affordable housing being a LULU

– Propose quant investigation
• Is the lack of achieving state-set affordable housing goals in a jurisdiction correlated with 

characteristics identified with NIMBYism (view that affordable housing is a LULU)?

• CA data used due to
– Availability

– 50+ years grappling with this issue

– Set and measure achievement in state-required local housing affordability construction goals over the last 10 years



Lack of Housing Affordability in US & CA
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CA’s 50+ Years of Efforts to Increase Housing Affordability

• 1969 Housing Elements Law
• (a) Housing affordability is of vital statewide importance, (b) requires the cooperative participation of government and the private 

sector to produce low and moderate-income housing, and (c) is sufficient to meet a California region's housing needs at all income 
levels

• Dept of Housing and Community Development (HCD) works with COGs or independent counties to determine Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation (RHNA)

• Allocated among all jurisdictions in the form of Housing Elements to incorporate into 10-year general plans 
• 2013 – 2023 last completed

• Housing construction goals for shelter
• New houses, apartments, mobile homes, a group of rooms, or a single room occupied as separate living quarters

• Allocated by
• number of affordable units (< 30% household income) at the "very low" (< 50% local household median income), "low" (50 to 80%), 

"moderate" (80 to 120%), and "above moderate" (120% +)

• HCD dashboard for completed Fifth Cycle
• 20.7% of all the state's RHNA had been satisfied for very low-income housing
• 30.8% for low-income
• 56.1% for moderate
• 144% percent for above-moderate income



What Causes Lack of Housing Affordability

• HCD causes to note in the first column and row

– NIMBYism (opposition to neighborhood change)

• Fischel (2001) Homevoters

• Einstein et al. (2020) Neighborhood Defenders

– Controls for others



Empirical Investigation
RHNA % Attainmenti, Inc Cat= f (NIMBY Demographicsi, NIMBY Motivationsi, Housing Approval 
 Institutionsi, Housing Segregation Historyi, Housing Demandi, Scalei),    (1) 
 
 where; 
 
 NIMBY Demographics = f (% White, Median Household Income, % Households > $250K Income, 
  % College Educated, % Households in Owner-Occupied Home, % Age 60+, % Age 30 to 
  40),           (2) 
 
 NIMBY Motivations = f (% White/% Black, % White/% Latino, % Age 60+/% Age 30 to 40, Median 
  Home Value/Median Household Income, % Adults College Degree/% Adults HS Diploma  
  <, City Expenditure Per Capita),       (3) 
 
 Housing Approval Institutions = f (Charter City Dummy, Planning Department Capacity 
  Measure(s), Strong Mayor Dummy, Council Manger Dummy, [Equal Council Dummy 

  excluded], Housing Element in Compliance, Public Meeting Type(s) for Housing   
  Approval Dummy),        (4) 
 
 Housing Segregation History = f (HOLC Redlining Map Dummy, Suburb Dummy, Town DummyI, 
  [Central City Dummy Excluded], Years Since Incorporation),   (5) 
 
 Housing Demand = f (County GDP Per Capita),      (6) 
 
 Scale = f (Square Miles, Population).       (7) 

Herfindahl–Hirschman index on shares of race/ethnicities 
and/or household income categories?



Empirical Investigation

• Dependent Variables



Value of Expected Findings
• Some of the first empirical-based evidence that 

either confirms or rejects previous notions of the 
influence of NIMBYism as a potential driver of the 
well-documented shortage of affordable homes

• Findings regarding the magnitudes of NIMBY-
based influences relative to institutional ones 
that could be manipulated  through policy 
changes


