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Department: Rent Program______ Department Head: Nicolas Traylor Phone: 620-6564 
   
Meeting Date:  April 18, 2018    Final Decision Date Deadline:  April 18, 2018____ 

 
STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE: Members of the community have sent letters to the Rent Board and Rent Program staff 
members. Staff members recommend letters that do not pertain to a specific item on the Rent Board agenda be included 
as consent items for consideration by the Rent Board. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

             
INDICATE APPROPRIATE BODY  

 City Council  Redevelopment 
Agency 

 Housing Authority  Surplus Property 
Authority 

 Joint Powers 
Financing Authority 

 Finance 
Standing 
Committee 

 Public Safety Public 
Services Standing 
Committee 

 Local Reuse Authority Other: Rent Board 

    
 

  

ITEM   

 Presentation/Proclamation/Commendation (3-Minute Time Limit) 

 Public Hearing    Regulation    Other: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 Contract/Agreement   Rent Board As Whole 
 Grant Application/Acceptance  Claims Filed Against City of Richmond     

 Resolution     Video/PowerPoint Presentation (contact KCRT @ 620.6759) 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive letters from community members regarding the Fair Rent, Just Cause for Eviction, and 
Homeowner Protection Ordinance, RMC 11.100 – Rent Program (Cynthia Shaw 620-5552). 
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Ilona Clark submitted the attached to Board Clerk during Public Comment regarding Item G-1 at the 3/21/2018 
Rent Board meeting.
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March 20, 2018 
 
City of Richmond Rent Program 
Att’n: Paige Roosa 
440 Civic Center Plaza, Suite 200 
Richmond, CA 94804 
 
 
Dear Board Members: 
 
Two years ago, my wife and I invested in Richmond.  We purchased a small unit 
to rent out to supplement our retirement income from a pension and Social 
Security.   
 
We maintain our property.  We have good tenants. The rent is agreeable to all of 
us and they are pleased to be in Richmond. 
 
Now, Richmond seems intent on punishing us for having made this investment;  
  -taking away the right to negotiate our rents,   
  -rolling back the rent to an initial low level that we had given to an acquaintance,     
  -taking the difference in rent and giving it to our current tenants in perpetuity. 
 
This is UNFAIR!!! 
 
It takes away any hope that our investment can do what it was intended to do. 
 
We understand that some form of regulation may be necessary to prevent price 
gouging, but please don’t put us in the same category as price gougers 
 
We urge you to: 

1.  Allow Owners and prospective Tenants to negotiate rents freely upon new   
       occupancy.  (Lawful vacancy) 
2.   Exempt Owners of less than four or five properties from these regulations. 
3.   Use a current date for the start of controls.  No roll-back to 2015. 

 
 
Thank You. 
 
Robert Higginbotham, Owner 
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From: rosmarielevy@gmail.com [mailto:rosmarielevy@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 8:21 PM 
To: dgray@richmondrent.org; egerould@richmondrent.org; lmaddock@richmondrent.org; 
ncombs@richmondrent.org; vfinlay@richmondrent.org; Rent Control 
Subject: Re: great concern! 
 
Please disregard first e-mail. Thanks. 
 

Dear Mr. Traynor, 

Dear Rent Board Members, 

 Today’s “Just Cause” seminar offered valuable information. The presentation was clear and detailed 
and I wish to thank The Richmond Rent Program for organizing these events. 
 
I am writing this letter to follow up on two closely related issues: One being the almost unlimited 
amount of tenants that are allowed to live in any given apartment, due to the regulations that allows 
family members to move in, and the other one about “Temporary Relocation Payments to tenants”. 

 I understand from Mr. Traynor’s response to questions from the audience, that renters of single family 
residences would not be entitled to “Temporary Relocation Payments” in case of a natural disaster, like 
a devastating earthquake. 

 However, it remains unclear at this time what the case is for multi-unit buildings after a devastating 
earthquake. 

 We were also told that if a fire was caused by a tenant’s action or negligence, that this tenant would 
NOT be entitled to receive temporary relocation payments. However, if that same fire caused by this 
one tenant would displace everybody in a multi-family building, could all the other tenants receive 
“Temporary Relocation Payments” until their units would be habitable again, or is there a time limit to 
these payments? If these daily payments of $145 plus $29 per person for food and $1.00 for laundry 
would have to be made to all of our displaced tenants and possibly to all the additional “family 
members” residing with them, we could be hit with payments that could be close to $100,000 per 
month, unless we could find cheap housing for them very quickly. But again, where can you rent 
furnished two bedroom apartments for large families for under $1,000 a month? 

 How do you expect a landlord come up with this kind of money from one day to the next, without any 
consideration of what these households have been paying in monthly rents – which in our case is an 
average of $953 per unit? Assuming that our 12-unit building was vacant for an extended period of time 
for repairs, the amount, which would have to be paid to tenants could quickly bankrupt any landlord 
considering that no income would come in but property taxes and other fees and bills would accumulate 
and the mortgage payments would be due every month. This regulation is totally unfair to landlords and 
has to be redrafted and changed. On the other hand, we are fully aware of the fact that our displaced 
tenants would need some sort of financial assistance, but that should be a reasonable amount. After 
checking with our insurance company, the amount that the insurance would pay is the rent that the 
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tenants were paying before they were displaced for a maximum period of twelve months. That would 
leave a huge gap, that we as landlords would have to deal with.  

 Along these lines, I would very much appreciate it if the Richmond Rent Program would make it clear to 
all tenants, that it is their responsibility to have insurance for their personal effects and household items 
during the upcoming seminars for tenants. 

  The other issue of great concern is the hypothetical number of occupants per apartment. This number 
means not much, because we have large families living in our units with as many as 4 children or more 
and if they are also allowed to bring in additional relatives, the number of actual residents can easily 
double in any one unit. Have the Richmond Rent Board and the Rent Board Members thought about the 
hazards caused by this regulation in case of a major fire, or earthquake, or other disaster? No time has 
passed since the devastating Ghost Ship Fire in Oakland and I think that this catastrophic event should 
remind all of us that too many occupants per unit can lead to disaster.   

 I therefore urge you to carefully reconsider all your draft regulations and to make wise and safe 
decisions and to limit the number of people allowed per unit. 

Sincerely, 

Rosmarie Levy 
Member of AURHP 
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From: Sherry Zalabak [mailto:sherZ@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 4:59 PM 
To: Nicolas Traylor 
Subject: Fwd: Rent Board Members 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Sherry Zalabak <sherz@comcast.net> 
Subject: Rent Board Members 
Date: March 20, 2018 at 4:58:15 PM PDT 
To: rent@ci.richmond.ca.us 
 
Dear Rent Board Members: 
 
I am writing to encourage the Rent Board to evaluate Dr.  Michael St. Johns recommendations 
with an unbiased and objective mind.  I well understand the origin and purpose of rent control. I 
was a tenant in Berkeley in the 70’s and 80’s.  Corporate Landlords came to town and hiked up 
rents. Their profiteering mistake has led us to where we are today. Rent control has become not 
only an economic cause but a political cause. With good reason  the injured tenants have vowed 
to change things. I understand this and I empathize, I was a tenant in Berkeley in the 70’s and 
80’s.  I also understand and empathize with the a small-time landlord.  My Grandmother made 
me sell my car and  buy a house in 1977.  She forbid me to buy clothes, restaurant food, or home 
goods that weren’t from Goodwill: I took the bus to work in downtown Oakland after classes at 
U.C., there were no vacations, concert tickets, or days off in my world.  There was only my 
college tuition and the payment on my one bedroom house in Berkeley. 
 
I left the Bay Area for 2 years in 1982 and rented my house. When I returned the tenant that 
rented from me refused to move.  It took me 2 years  to get my house back and an entire year of 
my income.   Of course…. I sold that house as soon as she moved. The result was one more 
rental house removed from he market. So I was once again a tenant (but this time in Albany). 
 
As I read the proposed Richmond Rent Ordinance I do not see any acknowledgement of the 
enormous sacrifice and injustices that I and many others have experienced and will continue to 
suffer due to the biases inherent Richmond's current Rent Control Draft.  
 
I am writing to the Rent Board to applaud the Board’s consideration of Dr. Michael St John’s 
recommendations. His input represents a historic breakthrough in the juggernaut of current Rent 
Control discussions. Why is this the case? It is because St. John’s perspective is based upon the 
“Do No Harm” adage.  It requires fairness to both tenant and landlord, controls collateral damage 
of unintended consequences and proposes an objective measure for the establishment of base 
rent.   This last proposal alone solves the problem on historically low rent allowed to small-time 
landlords and eliminates the arduous, subjective, and expensive petition process. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sherry Zalabak,   Member AURHP  
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