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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

May4, 2010 

T0:12132280048 

RE; SUPPORT FOR.QNE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES. UNfAIR 3% MINIMUM 
INCREASE SHOULD BE RECONSIDERED . 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

On behalf ofUAW Local 2865, the union for 12,000 academic student employees (ASEs-including 
teaching assistants, tutors, and readers) at the University of California (including approximately 
1,400 ASEs at UCLA), I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 

._suspend.the.3%-minimumrent-increase-for-aone-year-period.UAW-Local2865··supports-this-one
. year-suspension of-rent-increases-forthe·following reasons:··· · 

• Due to the state budget crisis, academic student employees at University of California 
did not receive any wage increases for the current academic year. 

• Across the State of California, cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the~ city that bases rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 
We urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting and 

comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent increase. 
In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% rent increase, in 
Santa Monica it is a 1 o/o increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent increase. Why does Los 
Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on the books? 

lt is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of the 
economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los Angeles' 
current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July tst and consider a comprehensive review of 
the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily take 
place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 almost 
one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Christine Petit 
President, UAW Local2865 

Berkeley • Davis • Irvine •los Angeles • Merced • Riverside • San Diego • Santa Barbara • Santa Cruz 



S outfi .Jlsian :Networft 
A grassroots commu11ity-based orga11ization dedicated to promoti11g tile Ilea/til, empowerment, and solidarity of perso11s 

of South Asia11 ori~in 

The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

South Asian Network is writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-
0613) to suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

Our organization urges you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which 
is an abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a·O% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
ofthe entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Hamid Khan, Executive Director at South Asian Network 

Preeti Sharma, Community Advocate at South Asian Network 

18173 Pioneer Blvd. Suite I • Artesia, CA 90701 • Phone (562) 403-0488 • (800) 281-8111• Fax (562) 403-0487 
E-mail: saninfo@southasiannetwork.org • website: www.southasiannetwork.org 

Tax Exempt 501 (c) 3 Non-Profit Organization • Tax ID No. 33-0608166 



May5, 2010 

The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA-90012 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3°/o 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD .BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles .is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

--···--rmge.youtOfollow.the example of the City ~fWest Hollywo~d, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles confmue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current• policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Los Angeles Community Action Network 
530 S. Main Str(!Jet, Groqnd Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90013 

" . . - . . ·. 
Phone # 213-228•0024 Fax# 213-228-0048 www.cangress.org 



May 5, 2010 

Los Angeles City Council Members 
Districts 1-15 ' 
City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 

RE: Rent Increase Moratorium 

Dear Council Members, 

My name is Cesar Arbolella Castillo, and I have been a resident of Council District 9 since 1993. I am 
writing you today to urge my Council Member, Jan Perry, and all other members of the City Council, to 
vote in favor ofCM Alarcon's motion for a Rent Increase Moratorium for one (1) full year. 

I reside at 2913 S. Flower Street. This is a building in which I have endured many good times, and many 
bad. In 2006, a local management company, who is currently managing over 30 buildings in my 
neighborhood, began evicting the majority of the families that live in iny 33 unit building in a most 
dubious manner. I have lived in this building since 1993 and could not believe when my community 
began disappearing before my very eyes. Many people did not know what "Rent Control" was and did 
not fight to remain in our building. They did not realize that our building is situated in a newly desirable 
location, between USC and the Staples Center, and they would not fmd comparable rents in the same area. 
Although our rents are not significantly low (I pay $752.68 each month), being that we are all low, and 
very low, income families, but our utilities are included, and we live near many public transportation 
routes. Nevertheless, the remaining thirteen families in my building continue to struggle to pay the rent 
while our management company continues to try to harass us out of th~ building by any means possible. 
Many of us have even received Three Day Notices on the first of the month! 

In this economy, the situation has worsened. Many of the workers in my building have been laid off from 
their jobs and are struggling day to day for the daily bread, and especially to make the rent. We need our 
housing. Without it, I believe that many of us would face homelessness. A rent increase this year would 
be devastating to my family, and my community. This is why I urge you to pass this moratorium for one 
(1) year. The stability of our great City depends on you. 

Sincerely, 

Cesar Arbolella Castillo 
2913 S. Flower Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90007 



Los Angeles City Council Members 
Districts 1-15 
City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 

RE: Rent Increase Moratorium 

Dear Council Members, 

May 5, 2010 

My name is Dora Martinez, and I have been a resident of Council District 9 since 1999. I am writing you 
today to urge my Council Member, Jan Perry, and all other members of the City Council, to vote in favor 
of CM Alarcon's motion for a Rent Increase Moratorium for one ( 1) full year. 

I live at 2913 S. Flower Street and have personally witnessed many of my neighbors be evicted for being 
one or two days late on their rents. An increase in our rents this year would certainly result in many more 
families losing our homes. 

I pay $559.08 per month for a studio apartment in a slum building. Our ceilings are constantly caving in, 
our water is constantly shut off, and our landlord refuses to make decent repairs. However, our rents 
continue to be raised year after year without fail. This year our increase will be %5 because our utilities 
are included in our rents. How can this be? We will certainly lose ow; housing being that many of my 
neighbors cannot find steady employment! 

Please vote YES on this important moratorium. 

Thank you, 

Dora Martinez 
2913 S. Flower Street B-7 
Los Angeles, CA 90007 



Los Angeles City Council Members 
Districts 1-15 
City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 

RE: Rent Increase Moratorium 

Dear Council Members, 

May 5, 2010 

My name is Doris Soto, and I have been a resident of Council District 9 since 1999. I am writing you 
today to urge my Council Member, Jan Perry, and all other members of the City Council, to vote in favor 
of CM Alarcon's motion for a Rent Increase Moratorium for one (1) full year. 

The moratorium we are seeking is only for a year. With the price of everything, including, most recently 
in transportation fees, we need these saving to cover our basic day-to-day needs. 

A rent increase would mean the sacrifice of our telephone line, medicine for my disabled grandson, or 
worse: eviction. 

Please vote YES on the Rent Increase Moratorium. 

Thank you, 

Doris Soto 
2913 S. Flower Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90007 



Los Angeles City Council Members 
Districts 1-15 
City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 

RE: Rent Increase Moratorium 

Dear Council Members, 

May 5, 2010 

My name is Mauricio Morales, and I have been a resident of Council District 1 for 20 years. I am writing 
you today to urge my Council Member, Ed Reyes, and all other members of the City Council, to vote in 
favor of CM Alarcon's motion for a Rent Increase Moratorium for one (1) full year. 

I live in building owned by notorious slumlord, Frank McHugh. Mr. McHugh is well known for the 
horrible conditions that my family, and thousands others, are faced with on a daily basis. He is terribly 
inconsistent with the maintenance to his buildings. However, he is consistent with the yearly rent 
increase. I pay nearly $700 per month for a substandard unit, and each year it goes up and up! 

Please vote in favor of the Rent Increase Moratorium and give tenants the break we deserve! 

Thank you, 

Mauricio Morales 
1117 Valencia Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 



Los Angeles City Council Members 
Districts 1-15 
City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 

RE: Rent Increase Moratorium 

Dear Council Members, 

May 5, 2010 

My name is Thelmy Perez, and I am a resident of Council District 13. I am writing you today to urge my 
Council Member, Eric Garcetti, and all other members of the City Council, to vote in favor of CM 
Alarcon's motion for a Rent Increase Moratorium for one (1) full year. 

I am a 31 year old UCLA graduate and a community organizer working hard to improve the situation of 
my community. In August, I lost my job and am currently making ends meet with my weekly EDD 
payment of $415 per week. My rent is over $1200 per month, which leaves me with only a little bit for all 
of my other essential needs. 

A rent increase for me would be nearly $50 more per month! My landlord owns more than 30 properties 
in my neighborhood. This $50 is disposable income to her and surviv~ income for me! 

Please vote in favor of the Rent Increase Moratorium and protect the thousands of tenants living under 
circumstances similar to mine. Please do not allow our burden to become heavier. 

Thank You, 

Thelmy Perez 
128 Yz S. Catalina Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90004 
323-730-7266 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

May4, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Council Members, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period .. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. My neighbors, 
elderly and/or working class r·enter·s in the Fairfax district, at·e having a difficult 
time paying the rent as it is .. 

• Across the State of Califomia, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is cuttently a negative -0 .. 64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I Ul'ge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jutisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that cmrently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent inctease, in Oakland it is 0.7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% inCiease, and in Berkeley it is a 0 1% allowable rent 
increase.. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% millim.um increase on 
the books? 

It is only frur that tenants are protected given the negative CPT rate, the cmrent state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide.. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before .July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to atbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you for your consideration 

Sincerely, 

~ [;~t'lAWV\ 
Elaine W aidman 
105 S. Hayworth A venue, Apt. 14 
Los Angeles, CA 90048 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE-YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3°/o MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Y£-u2;-
; ZZCJ) Q{tveJ,J 41 ~ t VG( 

Le.J r/+vLg-e.~ etA- ( 0 D 1$ 



The Honoraple City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
c,ommunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across. the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example ofthe City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
ofthe entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name: .De\QQ,Q~ be rv--\1> V\ 

Address: lo d-Q. g()l l-Ur~. !AJQL( £+-

Personal message: 

Signaturdi~L~ 
Council District: __ 9_._ __ 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORTFORONE-Y-EAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES;n ____ _ 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individ,uals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
· the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 

--"~;W'·"Ii~'-~&t~' 

allowable rent increase. - · "' ' 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimlim 

· ~~n ll!f~RHII~ t~~,. ...... ,.~ ..... ., ...... ,.. ........ ~.·--=,.,_-., ' _.,_... ... _......__-...... .. •' th b k ? ·-""""'~-.':'~~O:.'f.t ... i!lt'f~-=~~IUOdY~tSW!Fit:IIMilllfl!!ll Qi~ 
,....,._._.,,.,~,."""-~ · -.. ~---·tncrease on e oo s . · 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis~ and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was ...... -----J. ··~~/!.<. 

"··"'-rete-asoo"i~~l:iimrnne)'ear~rro:~-·,...,.., ... 

Thank you, 

N ltV) LttJdtr t/;rt-Vede-
'AM lifYi 5. trvwv s~ ~ ~--~------



The Honora]:>le City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED -- ------

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
cpmmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

------~-- Across the St__a_te_ofCalifomia,_Cities_base-theallowable rentincrease-to-CP-1,--the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is·O. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' cui-rent policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
ofthe entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, · , / 

Name: fd{;J,I{ ?Yffi:SI/ilt<~ 
err.- s-Z-- <.I 

M.dress:_3/lJ C 0 ' L-~ 

Personal message:-

Signature: ~'""'='=----~-

Council District: ~ 4' 



The Honoraple City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
c,ommunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example ofthe CityofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' cui-rent policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July I st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name:~ \If}-. Oc.ba ct 

Address: cf3 lJ A.) C~ Ct:.,j ~ S T 

Signature: a~ &~ 
Council District: ~ I 

Personal message: 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORTEOR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES,
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to Sl]l»POR_T the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend. the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consum~r _:price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the oiii)' city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

J,urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and cqmparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that -tenants_are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City ofLos Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review q.f the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place whiie lhecouncil takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. · 

Thank you, 

Kelly Flor Delgado 



The Honorable City CounciL---· 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT-F-OR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENTINCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am ~iting to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

e Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving.increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
, floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities lil~e _San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Moriica!fis a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City ofLos Angeles' current-pelicy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take· place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one__yea~_ ago. 

Thank you, 

The October 22nd Coalition to Stop Police Brutality Repression and Criminalization 
A Generation-Los Angeles Chapter 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
~mmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across. the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Inde~ which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' cui-rent policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name: l OOP-La ~g_J\\ AI? 1 N 
Address: bl L E-l 5iJ~T:sr:1 lfc(O 7 

Personal message: 

Signature: ~)/yy'..d~ ~'1-' 
Council District: t4 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
cpmmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across. the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' cui-rent policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

~:Af {.~ 
Address: -/Jf) · ) {. 

' 

Personal message:. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT-FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example ofthe City ofWestHollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San .Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and .in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 900 12 

April 28, 2010 

TO: 2280l348 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAitt 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE~CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 900 12 

April 28, 201 0 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increa::;e on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

,/rt;y J:S>~ u .D-e. y r<J .:s /<: y 
c:_ ~4~ 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmernbers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 1 0-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

T0:228004C:I 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Ho11ywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 a.lmost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Tnd.ividuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the exai11ple of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

T0:2280048 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3°/o MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

P.W17 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 
--·-

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAill3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July l stand consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

!""". ':::V 1 ( 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 900 12 

April28, 2010 

T0:22B12:112:14~ 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases cin CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. · 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy bas no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

1-'.H:Vl( 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review ofthe entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

~M!f~~ 
k-'V 5 rfE)Q~\-;5 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

IU:cct3004B 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

a Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July lsr and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example ofthe City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 

--- --- -allowable rentincrease. -

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
in.crease on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

1-'.L:Vl( 



The Hm1orable City Council 
200 No.r.th Spring St1·eet~ #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 201.0 

LAM!-' L;UMMUNliY 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
.UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD 'BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the '3% minjmum rent increase for a 011e year period. 

1-'Al.::lt:. l~ll/ ~1 

• Individuals on. fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving ammal wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Ci.ti.es base the allowable rent increase to CPT, 
the Consumer Ptice Index, which is cm·rently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles 1s the only city that basis rent increases on CPl, but tequires a 3% 
'floor. 

T urge you to follow the exanlple of the City of West Hollywood. which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increa.se. 

In other citieg like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase~ and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
in.crease on the books? 

It is only fair. that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state o:fthe economy) and the lack of annual income actjustments co1mnunity wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please suppo.rt and pass this motion. before July lst a.nd considet a. comprehensive 
review o:fthe entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not a11ow l'ent increases to 
·arbit.ra.ri]y take place while the CouncH takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSP-ENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
··the Consumer Price Index, which is. currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3%minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the· lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Ap.geles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis! andnotransparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the. Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009.almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR-SUSP-ENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

o Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica iris a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Allgeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis1 and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place whjle the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR-SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments . 

. .............. -., .. ~~--·•,.... Acrossthe State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Pri~e/fudex, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you tp follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? ·- ... . - ---- - ___ ,. ..... • ·' m ·---------------------------~""'" 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. · 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

J :'11 0!- f e..n~ 1 cf J a I;) i 1o co tvt e-
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONEYEAR-SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year; and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis1 and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago . 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE-YEAR-SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a~ 

.. allowable rent increa.se. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis1 and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

~~ \Ahs~l"~"' BcrLJJ u?asl-tN~~ 
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May-04-10 01:52pm From-

Avis Harrell 
3901 Los Feliz Blvd. #202 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 

May 4, 2010 

I-ICED Committee 
City Hall, room 1 010 
City Council 
Lo~ Angeles, CA 

Dear Councilm.an Tom LaBonge 

T-092 P.002/00Z F-120 

My name is Avis Hanell and I am a resident in the Los Feliz district. I am writing you to 
ask you to vote for the rent increase moratorium. Our rents are sky rocketing! t! And 
many of us have not received increases in salary and are living on fix:ed incomes. Also, 
many of us have resided in the Los Feliz district for at least 20 to 30 years and don't feel 
it is fair to increase our rent in what we have lmown and lived in to be considered a rent 
controlled complex:. 

We give you our votes and we need you to support us. Otu· rents have increased at least 
$50.00 every year for the past 6 or 7 yeaxs and it is draining tl~ of monies to even buy 
food. We need yotli support desperately on this moratorium and want to feel sectue that 
yoq will step up and do the job that we are confident that we know yoll can do for us. 

You are ou:r voice and we are counting on you!!! 



Samir Twair pnmir7133@sbcglobal.net 
3901 Los Feliz Blvd., Ste.11'0, Lo~ Angeles, CA.90027 phon~/fax:: (323.) 666-1953 

May 1~ 2010 

TO: ~ity Councilman To~1 LaBonge 

RE: Moratorium on Annual Rent Increase 

Dear City Councilman LaBonge, 

I am counting on you to continue your excellent job as;my 4th District City 
Councilman and vote YES for a moratorium on annual: rent increases. 

When we began renting in 1992 at the above address, we paid $800 monthly. 
These annual increases really add up as Otlr rent increases ea~h year. Now 
we pay nearly $1 ~300 for the same apartn1ent. Even a i percent increase is a 
financial blow- but 3 to 5 percent is prohibitive. 

We are in the 1nost serious financial recession.since the Great Depression. 
There is no inflation. So why do greedy landlords keep: hiking our rent? 

Please vote for a mor::ttorium on annual rent increases-; 

Thankyoul 
_...,.) 

(.-· . 

~ ~-;;z;;;;:-" 
Samir Twair, 
Past Ptesident Arab American Press Guild 

Cll'\;/Ml. E951999E6E 1s:c;c; L00G/90/E0 



Pat McDonnell Twair e-mail: Pamir@ main net com 
3901 Los J.?eliz :Blvd.~ No.llO, Los Angeles, CA 90027 Phone/Fax 3'}..3/ 666-1953 

May 1, 2010 

TO: City Councilman Tom LaBonge: 

My husba!l)d and I have rented an apartment at 3901 Lo.s Feliz Blvd. since 1992 
and have watched our rent increase from $800 monthly to $1,300. At this rate, if 
the City Council continues to approve 3 to 5 percent annual increases we will be 
forced out on the sidewalk. 

There is no inflation, so why does the City Council approve these annual rent 
incre·ases? 

We are on a fixed income which does not increase as our rent does. 

We implore you to vote for a moratorium on annual rent increases. 

Sincerely, 

10/10 38'itd ~I'itMl E951'3'3'3EZE 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE-YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES~; 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

e Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to starid~outan:a to-Havea-3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

~h ;JJew"'~ 
, , ~ lV. ~ vw Gt -



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES:
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASEs·:··"L'<'ftw.i:~-~ . 
UNFAIR3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

. .... ~!{li.~!i\!-Jilili~·l!j'"""""~<¥--ri-#!ltllli tlii:.:.lilflilirt:lil 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
in .. crease---o···n···· -t·li·e· .. ·t:·o-:::"'o-= -R"s. ·-,-~- .. ..... .,.., .. ~~ .. ~ ... ~o:_-1 ~.~('C'~!"!-i,~..,_..,._,.. u u.l(<:: -, 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis1 and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FORONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend 1he 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 

· City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California,· Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
····'""'~''·'''"'""''"~"'''.,.'"'''"'""'renHtt~'e:"~M'aftletr'it.,§ !!'"I%"1Irctea~R~·;'and·ifiBerkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 

rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable .. economic basis, and no transparent." 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT-FOR-ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

~""""i''i''" ""'"· · , '""""~~lll!ll!i!l~M!lli-'Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

e Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparabl~jwisdiction to the City ofLQ$ .. Ang~le~,~ent.Jy ha~ a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 

';"'""'··'''"",.'""'""'-'m_,....,""'~~~;:;®~~ps Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis~ and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORTFOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

· • Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT-FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

e Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT-FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENTINCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. · 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: BUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT-INCREASES, 
UNFAIR3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimlifh rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
·the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? ·c·····--~c. ···· · 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almttSt·one"yea-:r·~gr."""''"~....,,.-



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: -SUPPURT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community.wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE:-SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT-INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California,. Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

e Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street,#340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE:--SUP-PORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT-INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE:SUPPURT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENTINCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3°/o MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

, I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. · 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE:-SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OFRENTINCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

URE:-suPPORT FOR ONE YEAR susPENSION oF-RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. · 

• Los Angeles is the onlydty that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

~ ~--~RE:SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OFlmNT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

~-·--RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3°/o MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. · 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

-----RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION-OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3°/o MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

-~-----RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases onCPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state or the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION-OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

e Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state of the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

~-~---~--~-~ RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are riot receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles: CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across 
our communities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. · 

e Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0.7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28,2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSfON OF RENT INCREASES, 
UNFAIR 3% MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to 
suspend the 3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year~ and across 
our communities; workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, 
the Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. · 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% 
floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an 
abutting and comparable jurisdiction to the City .of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% 
allowable rent increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% 
rent increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable 
rent increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to. have a 3% minimum 
increase on the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current 
state ofthe economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The 
City of Los Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent 
policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive 
review of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to 
arbitrarily take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was 
released in 2009 almost one year ago. 



The Honora.Ple City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 30fo 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE.._CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
c,ommunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Inde~ which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes t~e to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name: /4/i1L Te I ,}if.?;J{_>p-~ 
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The Honoraple City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
qommunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name: ROt:!) n C( rl J 'C.-M(Lr~>' 
Address: I{} r 7 (} >. {/ '( (L (/l-1 OM ?4Ck_ 
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The Honora]:>le City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BERE-CONSIDERED -----· 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
c;pmmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

CL J; 7~?_ 
Signature: .. J/J;,! cfro~ 
Council District: ~ l :{ 
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The Honora!:>le City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD-BE-RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
~mmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Council District: ~ l!{ 
Personal message:. 



The Honora.Ple City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAm 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD-BE.RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
<pmmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance: Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name: A,.(Z.j\1\ANOO MA CHAoo 

Address: 2._ 2 2.. WI ('15 ro f\1,5 f. 
/ 

Personal message:· 
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The Honoral'>le City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 201 0 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3% 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD BE RE-CONSIDERED 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 1 0-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
c;pmmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City of West Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
increase. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 



The Honora}Jle City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES, UNFAIR 3o/o 
MINIMUM INCREASE SHOULD-BE-RE-CONSIDERED ------

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the rent stabilization motion (CF# 10-0613) to suspend the 
3% minimum rent increase for a one year period. 

• Individuals on fixed incomes are not receiving increases this year, and across our 
q:>mmunities, workers are not receiving annual wage adjustments. 

• Across the State of California, Cities base the allowable rent increase to CPI, the 
Consumer Price Index, which is currently a negative -0.64%. 

• Los Angeles is the only city that basis rent increases on CPI, but requires a 3% floor. 

I urge you to follow the example of the City ofWest Hollywood, which is an abutting 
and comparable jurisdiction to the City of Los Angeles that currently has a 0% allowable rent 
mcrease. 

In other cities like San Francisco it is a 0.1% rent increase, in Oakland it is 0. 7% rent 
increase, in Santa Monica it is a 1% increase, and in Berkeley it is a 0.1% allowable rent 
increase. Why does Los Angeles continue to stand out and to have a 3% minimum increase on 
the books? 

It is only fair that tenants are protected given the negative CPI rate, the current state of 
the economy, and the lack of annual income adjustments community wide. The City of Los 
Angeles' current policy has no reasonable economic basis, and no transparent policy basis for it. 

Please support and pass this motion before July 1st and consider a comprehensive review 
of the entire rent stabilization ordinance. Just please do not allow rent increases to arbitrarily 
take place while the Council takes time to consider the RSO Study which was released in 2009 
almost one year ago. 

Thank you, 

Name:~~. 
Address:q-0 1 £'. ttt !)C. ?is_;~ ~ • {() Cf+-
Personal message:. 9 ° D if--/ 
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The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

My name is Esaul Pena Campa and I am a resident at 1220 S. Olive St. #207 
where I have lived for over 17 years. I am writing to SUPPORT the one year 
moratorium on rent increases. My wife and I have not had consistent work, which means 
that month to month we are scrounging around just to make our rent. I have three 
children in total. My two sons are currently attending college, one at U.C. Santa Barbara 
and the other at M.I. T. My daughter is currently in high school and we hope she will be 
attending college school. With my income which is less than ·$1 ,800 a month along with 
my adolescent children continuing their education, it is becoming difficult for my wife 
and me to make ends meet. I am asking that you please pass this moratorium on rent 
increases because paying $20 more for rent a month adds up to $240 a year, which could 
be a book for one of my boys in college or an extra curricular activity for my younger 
daughter. Once again please take us into account when you qtake your vote and know 
that there are millions of other tenants whom are in the same situation. 

Thank you & sincerely, 

Esaul Pena Campa 
Resident of District 9 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I am writing to SUPPORT the one year moratorium o:n rent increases. My name 
is Agustina Ramirez. I am a single mother and live with my two adolescent boys at 945 
Beacon Ave., #202. I am a self-employed tailor and have had my own business in 
Downtown for over 5 years. However, my income ofless than $1,200 a month barely 
leaves me with money left for other necessities after paying my $700.00 monthly rent for 
a single apartment. I please asked that you vote in favor of this law so that tenants such 
as me get some sort of relief. My rent would increase $35 a month which means an 
annual increase of $420. I find it hard continuing to pay high rent for a slum unit but due 
to my economic status, this is all I can afford. My two sons are currently looking for 
work but have not found anything because they are both undocumented immigrants. 
Please take into account our situation and lrnow that there are many people like us that 
you would be helping by passing a one year moratorium. 

Sincerely, 

Agustina Ramirez 
Resident of District 1 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

Please SUPPORT the one year moratorium on rent increases. My name is Maria 
Ramos and I am a single mother that resides at 2128 Bonsallo Ave., #I. I am a domestic 
worker and I support my daughter and me by cleaning wealthy people's homes. 
Unfortunately, my wealthy clients do not pay me what I deserve but what else is there to 
do when there isn't work out there. I have only been working 3 days out of the week and 
my average monthly check comes out to $1,000. However, my rent is $750. This leaves 
me with $250 left to pay my bills along with buying food. Imagine how stressed I am 
every month just to make ends meet. If the moratorium does not pass, my rent will go up 
$270 annually, which means more of my low-income going towards rent. And may I say 
this is too much money to pay for the slum conditions I live in~ Once again, please take 
me into account when you make your vote. 

Sincerely, 

Maria Ramos 
Resident of District 1 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

Please SUPPORT the one year moratorium on rent increases. My name is 
Araceli Rodriguez and I am a stay at home mom that has raised three great children. I 
live at 2128 Bonsallo Ave., #2. Currently, my eldest son is attending U.C. Berkeley and 
my two younger kids are still in high school awaiting college .. · My husband is the sole 
provider of our home. I can not work due to the fact that I fell one story and broke my 
neck while I was working at Staples Center. My husband's monthly income is about 
$1,500 and our monthly rent is $828. If my rent were to go up that would be a $300 
annual increase, which could be used for other necessities. Please understand that my 
story reflects many others that live in Los Angeles and I hope you have it in your hearts 
to pass this law to help folks such as myself. 

Thank you and sincerely, 

Araceli Rodriguez 
Resident of District 1 



The Honorable City Council 
200 North Spring Street, #340, 

·Los Angeles, CA 90012 

April 28, 2010 

RE: SUPPORT FOR ONE YEAR SUSPENSION OF RENT INCREASES 

Dear Honorable Councilmembers, 

I write in hopes that you SUPPORT the one year moratorium on rent increases. 
My name is Jorge Posada and I live at 1220 S. Olive St. #201. I am currently 
unemployed and have not been able to fmd consistent work since I was laid off recently. 
I've worked in the garment industry all my life but have found it difficult to get hired 
recently due to my immigration status. Please understand that my $600 monthly rent will 
go up by $220 annually. With out consistent work this is money that is hard to come by. 
I am living month to month and have a hard time sleeping at night not knowing how I'm 
going to continue surviving with out a steady job. Please understand that this law if 
enacted will help me and many other people I know. Please vote with your heart and not 
your business and political interests. 

Sincerely, 

Jorge Posada 
Resident of District 9 


