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Re: Comment Period, Housing Needs Allotment, Mountain View California ,(M

Please be aware that the city of Mountain View, CA. received an “F" grade in the
previous housing needs allotment. The city has not lived up to its own state-
mandated housing element. The City is run under a system of patronage politics
that refuses input or recommendations from ABAG and from local experts on
housing, but accepts their money.

Dear Allotment Committee,

-

The City of Mountain View needs a change from within, not a handout from
federal and state housing funds. Mountain View, the home of Google, Microsoft,
and others, is an extremely wealthy city that is in the process of gentrification —
not resident growth. Please discontinue all federal and state funding (including
CDGB funding) until the city increases its resident population and ceases to force
out small businesses and lower income people (like me). »

Standards are a piece of the solution. Enforcement is another piece. Please cut
funds now.

More than 30,000 low-income residents have been forced out of Mountain View
since the 2000 federal census. Most of these were renters, as former mayor Nick
Galiotto pushed for home ownership over rentat tenancy. ‘

The number of apartment units has dropped from approximately 25,000 to fewer
than 15,000 units, to be replaced by $600,000 condos, row houses, and town
houses that existing renters cannot afford to buy. The population of residents
remains about the same as reported in the 2000 federal census (check it out).

There is a high vacancy rate in apartment units because rents have been forced
up artificially through abusive housing code inspections, fees, and huge city utility
rate increases. | estimate that the day time population, consisting mostly of non-
residents, to be about 120,000, while the resident population is around 72,000. |
believe that less than half the resident population is actually employed in
Mountain View.



Lower income residents with “in-city” jobs are forced out of apartment units in
favor of new, affluent high-tech workers. The latter can afford the new row
houses and condos being built where older “affordable rent” dwellings have been
torn out or converted to ownership condos.

The city offers absolutely no help, especially monetary, from H.U.D. or any other
source to “affordable rent” landlords, so that they can maintain existing
affordable housing as mandated in the Housing Element. The exceptions are a
few city-controlled large residential complexes housing mostly Russian Jewish
refugees from the Ukraine, and studio units operated by Catholic Charities, which
set a limit of no more than two occupants in violation of housing law. These are
mostly funded by H.U.D.

The government of the city of Mountain View is deliberately gentrifying a small
California city to accommodate Google’s thirty-five buildings and their hiring of
approximately seventeen new employees a day. H.U.D. money is being used to
force out long-term residents, mostly tenants and poor minorities, to
accommodate the influx of high-tech employees. The city makes millions of
dollars in increased property taxes and utility fees on the new $600,000 -
$900,00 units. This all comes at the expense of existing residents and small
business, and uses H.U.D. money to do it.

Please stop all H.U.D. (and police) funding to the city of Mountain View. The
resident population is not going up — check the U.S. census figures. This filthy
city will lie to you again to get H.U.D. money.

Stop the extremely hurtful, greedy, abusive, and deliberate gentrification of
Mountain View, CA, as the city is using state and federal money to purge long-
term residents. This action causes huge commute and traffic problems, and
forces low income people to buy expensive housing units they cannot afford in
neighboring communities.

Sixty percent of Mountain View residents have lived in the city for fewer than five
years. The resident population has not gone up. Please check the U.S. census
figures and stop all funding to Mountain View, CA.

Donald Letcher
788 N. Rengstorff Drive
Mountain View, CA 94043

CC: Richard K. Rainey, Regional Director, H.U.D.
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Housing Allotment Committee
Association of Bay Area Governments
101 Eighth Street

Oakland, CA 94607

Re: Comment Period, Housing Needs Allotment, Mountain View California

Dear Aliotment Committee,

Please be aware that the city of Mountain View, CA. received an “F” grade in the
previous housing needs allotment. The city has not lived up to its own state-
mandated housing element. The City is run under a system of patronage politics
that refuses input or recommendations from ABAG and from local experts on
housing, but accepts their money.

The City of Mountain View needs a change from within, not a handout from
federal and state housing funds. Mountain View, the home of Google, Microsoft,
and others, is an extremely wealthy city that is in the process of gentrification —
not resident growth. Please discontinue all federal and state funding (including
CDGB funding) until the city increases its resident population and ceases to force
out small businesses and lower income people (like me). »

Standards are a piece of the solution. Enforcement is another piece. Please cut
funds now.

More than 30,000 low-income residents have been forced out of Mountain View
since the 2000 federal census. Most of these were renters, as former mayor Nick
Galiotto pushed for home ownership over rental tenancy. :

The number of apartment units has dropped from approximately 25,000 to fewer
than 15,000 units, to be replaced by $600,000 condos, row houses, and town
houses that existing renters cannot afford to buy. The population of residents
remains about the same as reported in the 2000 federal census (check it out).

There is a high vacancy rate in apartment units because rents have been forced
up artificially through abusive housing code inspections, fees, and huge city utility
rate increases. | estimate that the day time population, consisting mostly of non-
residents, to be about 120,000, while the resident population is around 72,000. |
believe that less than half the resident population is actually employed in
Mountain View.



Lower income residents with “in-city” jobs are forced out of apartment units in
favor of new, affluent high-tech workers. The latter can afford the new row
houses and condos being built where older “affordable rent” dwellings have been
torn out or converted to ownership condos.

The city offers absolutely no help, especially monetary, from H.U.D. or any other
source to “affordable rent” landlords, so that they can maintain existing
affordable housing as mandated in the Housing Element. The exceptions are a
few city-controlled large residential complexes housing mostly Russian Jewish
refugees from the Ukraine, and studio units operated by Catholic Charities, which
set a limit of no more than two occupants in violation of housing law. These are
mostly funded by H.U.D.

The government of the city of Mountain View is deliberately gentrifying a small
California city to accommodate Google’s thirty-five buildings and their hiring of
approximately seventeen new employees a day. H.U.D. money is being used to
force out long-term residents, mostly tenants and poor minorities, to
accommodate the influx of high-tech employees. The city makes millions of
dollars in increased property taxes and utility fees on the new $600,000 -
$900,00 units. This all comes at the expense of existing residents ard small
business, and uses H.U.D. money to do it.

Please stop all H.U.D. (and police) funding to the city of Mountain View. The
resident population is not going up — check the U.S. census figures. This filthy
city will lie to you again to get H.U.D. money.

Stop the extremely hurtful, greedy, abusive, and deliberate gentrification of
Mountain View, CA, as the city is using state and federal money to purge long-
term residents. This action causes huge commute and traffic problems, and
forces low income people to buy expensive housing units they cannot afford i in
neighboring communities.

Sixty percent of Mountain View residents have lived in the city for fewer than five
years. The resident population has not gone up. Please check the U.S. census
figures and stop all funding to Mountain View, CA.

Donald Letcher
788 N. Rengstorff Drive
Mountain View, CA 94043

CC: Richard K. Rainey, Regional Director, H.U.D.
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Dear Sirs:

Good idea - but you are up against very clever city governments in California.
Google is buying Mountain View, a city of 72,000 that is losing resident
population. Google hires 17 people a day; they have 35 buildings in Mountain
View, and are expanding into neighboring Palo Alto.

Tens of thousands of long-term Mountain View residents are being displaced;

property owners make a profit, but most of those affected are displaced tenants.

The population is down since the 2000 federal census. 60% of residents have
lived in Mountain View for less than 5 years (since Google’s entrance). The
number of apartment units has dropped from approximately 25,000 to fewer than
15,000. Meanwhile, the City Manager and City Attorney receive salaries more or
less equal to that of the Governor of California.

Housing costs, including utilities, and property tax revenues have soared
approximately four-fold since Google’s entrance into the city. A huge
gentrification effort is taking place, with unemployed Hispanics and Russian Jews
generally exempt from its effects (powerful local people protect their own).

The city of Mountain View has ruthlessly skirted the eminent domain practices of
the past to force landowners out. As | see it, this is how they do it:

1) The use of city police to “remove blight,” and to back city housing
inspectors in forcing out long-term landlords. This allows developers to
move in and tear out any and all “affordable housing” not controlled by the
city. My rental property existed 35 years without a single registered
housing complaint until six armed cops and two housing inspectors forced
tenants out. My units have now sat vacant for five years, during a housing
crunch. ’
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