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Sonia Suresh
05/26/2021 09:19 AM
14-0268-S13
My name is Sonia Suresh. I am a resident of Palms. I support the
strong anti-harassment tenant ordinance that includes
Councilmember Nithya Raman’s amendments. I do not support
Councilmember Lee’s amendments. Harassment is a tactic
frequently used by landlords to silence and evict tenants. There
shouldn’t be an opportunity to cure harm.
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Ben Yakobi
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14-0268-S13
Ben Yakobi 5/25/20221 Dear Housing Committee Good
afternoon, my name is Ben Yakobi I am a property manager in
Council District 4. While I do not like or agree with many of the
amendments offered by Councilwoman Raman, there are two that
I find particularly troubling. The most difficult of these provisions
to understand is in Amendment 10, Sec 45.35(E) in which the
requirement of written notice for tenants regarding alleged
violations of landlords is removed. I am unsure of what, outside
of writing, can be used to let people know there is a problem.
Referring to the small claims and civil proceedings section in
which they ‘may be commenced only after the tenant provides
notice’ I don’t understand how a tenant can prove that notice was
given outside of a writing, otherwise it is a he said she said issue.
As a property manager I am often engaged by tenants who will
tell me in passing of a maintenance issue. The standard response
at that time is to say, ‘please send me an email’ or ‘can you leave
me a message’. The main objective of asking for maintenance
requests in writing is not only for records keeping, but to ensure
that these issues are delt with in a timely manner. If the
Councilwoman wants to extend notice to voicemails or other
forms of notice that stick around, then sure, that makes sense. But
I will ask the councilwoman to reconsider removing the
requirement for written notices. Though less confusing I find
Amendment 3 offered by Councilwoman Raman rather odd.
Maybe I am misunderstanding the Councilwoman’s amendment,
but it seems to me that this is referring to the HCILDA approved
buyout procedure. A procedure that already requires that tenants
be given a form, see attached, that explains to them their rights in
the matter. A form which explicitly states “A tenant is not
required to accept a Buyout Offer, and the landlord may not
retaliate against a tenant for not accepting the offer” as well as
other protections, including the right to rescind any buyout that
does not comply with the current city specifications. Maybe the
councilwoman is referring to another method of ‘attempting to
coerce the tenant to vacate with offer(s) of payments’ but calling
the HCIDLA cash for keys procedure coercion seems rather
dishonest at best. Thank you for your consideration, Ben Yakobi
Bdyakobi@gmail.com
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Stephanie Aston
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14-0268-S13
My name is Stephanie Aston. I am a resident of North Hills. I
support the strong anti-harassment tenant ordinance that includes
Councilmember Nithya Raman’s amendments. I do not support
Councilmember Lee’s, my own Councilmember, amendments.
Harassment is a tactic frequently used by landlords to silence and
evict tenants. There shouldn’t be an opportunity to cure harm.

