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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karenkg8@aol.com
City Clerk"s Office
Issues Regarding the Proposed Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance and Related Resolutions
Sunday, June 20, 2021 2:33:12 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I am a tenant in the Thunderbird Oaks Mobile Home in Thousand Oaks, CA.
I received a letter and Notice Of Public Hearing from the City of Thousand Oaks dated June 1, 2021
pertaining to a proposed, updated Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance and related Resolutions.
The Notice said, in part: "If you challenge the decision of the City Council on this matter in court, you may
be limited to raising those issues you or someone else raised at the Public Hearing (City Council Meeting
on Tuesday, June 22, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.) described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered
to the City Council at, or prior to, this Public Hearing. Below is a list of my issues and objections to the
proposed new Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance and related Resolutions. I am submitting this
email to the City solely to preserve my rights under the Notice.
1. Resolution Rescinding and Dissolving the Rent Adjustment Commission (RAC)
I object to this Resolution and request that it be deleted in its entirety and that RAC Resolution No. 072011 be reinstated for the term of the proposed new Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance.
The Thousand Oaks City Council wants to eliminate the City's Rent Adjustment Commission (RAC). The
following is the City's rational for such action. "Re-assignment of RAC responsibilities to the Planning
Commission is proposed for several reasons. The Planning Commission is an existing entity that
operates under established procedures, rules, and regulations similar to what is required for rent
adjustment requests. The Planning Commission represents an unbiased authority appointed by City
Council. Due to the 10-year moratorium, the RAC has not convened for over ten years. Under the existing
ordinance, the RAC members serve at the pleasure of City Council and would need to be re-established.
Establishing any City commission involves noticing, applications, interviews, and appointments by City
Council. Given the involved process and amount of effort required to maintain a separate commission and
the anticipated few numbers of requests, assigning these duties to the Planning Commission presents a
logical and efficient way of conducting City business." I disagree with the premise of this rational. The
Planning Commission does not have the time, or the requisite knowledge, experience, or background to
evaluate mobile home rental increase applications for just and reasonable return. I suggest that the City
has an obligation to re-establish and maintain the RAC in order to protect the rights of both mobile home
park owners and park tenants.   
RAC Resolution No. 07-2011 adopted on January 10, 2011 established the policy and framework under
which questioning would occur during public hearings held before the Rent Adjustment Commission to
evaluate mobile home rental increase applications for just and reasonable return. The sole and specific
purpose of the RAC is to evaluate mobile home rental increase application for just and reasonable return.
It dedicates its time, energy, resources, knowledge, and expertise to this purpose. It does not deal with
any other City business. Re-assigning RAC responsibilities to the Planning Commission, which has many
other obligations and responsibilities, may create a conflict of competing interests. It certainly has the
potential to negatively impact the rights of both park owners and park tenants.
The proposed new Resolution that would eliminate the RAC states that the RAC has not convened since
January 24, 2011. This is true. The reason that the RAC has not convened in 10 years is that the park
owners governed by the Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance adopted 10 years ago ("2011
Ordinance") had a Covenant with the City in which they agreed not to apply for mobile home rental
increases under the "just and reasonable return" provision of the 2011 Ordinance. All of the owners
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abided by this Covenant and agreed to accept the rent increase provisions and schedule that were
provided for in the 2011 Ordinance. That Ordinance will expire on August 18, 2021. The owners'
Covenant with the City will also expire on August 18, 2021. This means that owners will soon be able to
apply for rental increases under the "just and reasonable return" provision of the proposed new
Ordinance.
We must re-establish the RAC. The RAC, as originally established, had 5 members appointed by the City
Council - 2 representative for the owners, 2 representatives for the tenants, and 1 independent member
who does not represent either tenants or owners. In a re-established RAC I would require the
independent member to have an understanding of the "just and reasonable return" standard as it applies
to mobile home park ownership. There will be rent increase applications filed under the "just and
reasonable return" provision going forward and both the owners and the tenants deserve to have fair and
informed adjudication of these applications. Only a RAC that represents the interests of both owners and
tenants can provide that. All cities in California with rent control ordinances have a RAC (including Los
Angeles, Santa Monica, Santa Cruz, Berkeley) and Thousand Oaks needs to have one also.
2. Resolution Rescinding Resolution No. 2011-046 and Establishing a Revised List of Capital
Improvements and Rehabilitation Work and Useful Life Categories In Mobile Home Parks.
I object to the Description of Improvement chart provided in Exhibit A to the proposed Resolution and
request that it be deleted in its entirety and replaced with the Description of Improvement that was
included Resolution No. 2011-046. The current proposed Description of Improvement is inadequate to
provide tenants with an understanding of the types of improvements that they may be assessed for. The
Description of Improvement provided in Resolution No. 2011-046, due to expire on August 18, 2021, is
much more complete and better informs the tenants of items covered under capital improvements and
rehabilitation work.
3. An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Thousand Oaks Repealing and Replacing, in Its
Entirety, the Provisions of Chapter 25 of Title 5 (Mobile Home Rent Stabilization) of the Thousand
Oaks Municipal Code (MCA 2021-70174) ("2021 Ordinance")
I object to the lack of a defined term in the proposed 2021 Ordinance. An Effective Date of August 19,
2021 is included at the end of the 2021 Ordinance but there is nothing to indicate its duration. I propose
that the Definitions section (Sec. 5-25.02) of the 2021 Ordinance include a definition of Effective Date and
a definition of Term. For example, "Effective Date" means August 19, 2021 which is the date that this
Ordinance No. ___ becomes effective and repeals and replaces, in its entirety, the provisions of Chapter
25 of the Title 5 (Mobile Home Rent Stabilization) of the Thousand Oaks Municipal Code (MCA 201170174). "Term" means the duration of this Ordinance No. ___ which shall be from August 19, 2021
through and including August 19, 20__. I don't know what this date should be and that is precisely why
the Term of the 2021 Ordinance should be defined. Owners and tenants should both know how long they
will governed under the proposed 2021 Ordinance.
I object to the lack of any provision to amend or terminate the 2021 Ordinance during its Term. If the
Thousand Oaks Municipal Code does not allow for early termination or amendment of the 2021
Ordinance, that should be clearly stated in the Ordinance. If the 2021 Ordinance can be amended or
terminated during its Term, provisions for doing so should be included in the Ordinance.
4. Planning Commission Adjustments for Just and Reasonable Return (Sec. 5-25.09 of the 2021
Ordinance)
As long term residents of The Ranch Mobile Home Park and Thunderbird Oaks Mobile Home Park can
attest, rent increase applications filed under the "just and reasonable return" provision can be potentially
dangerous and devastating for mobile home park tenants. For 10 years mobile home park owners
governed by the City's current Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance had a Covenant with the City
wherein they agreed not to apply for rent increases under the "just and reasonable return" provision. That
Covenant expires on August 18, 2021. After that, any owner can file for a rent increase based on certain
factors and provisions stated in Sec. 5-25.09 of the 2021 Ordinance. Any increase authorized under this
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section will be in addition to the annual rent increase allowed for in the 2021 Ordinance. Therefore, I
raise the following objections to Sec. 5-25.09 in the proposed 2021 Ordinance.
As stated above, I strongly object to the elimination of the RAC and the transfer of authority to grant rent
increases under the "just and reasonable return" to the City's Planning Commission.
The section does not provide any definition of "just and reasonable return" as it applies to mobile home
park owners governed under this proposed 2021 Ordinance. A definition of "just and reasonable return"
should be included in the Definitions section of the proposed 2021 Ordinance.
The section does not provide any "just and reasonable return" standard as it would apply to mobile home
park owners.
The section does not provide any formula, percentage or other means of determining what a "just and
reasonable return" for a mobile home park owner should be.
I object to provisions (1) and (2) under item (c) - Procedures Involving ApplicationRegarding Just and
Reasonable Return - as they provide insufficient notice to tenants regarding the filing of an application for
a rent increase and insufficient time to prepare responses/objections to such an application.
Provision (1) should include a sentence that states: "Any tenant included in or affected by an application
filed for a rent increase pursuant to Sec. 5-25.09 of this Ordinance shall be provided with notice of such
application filing immediately upon receipt of such application by the Community Development
Department and shall be provided with a copy of said application." Any tenant subject to a proposed rent
increase under the "just and reasonable return" section of the 2021 Ordinance has a right to be informed
of such action as soon as it occurs.
Provision (2) should include a sentence stating: "Within ten(10) days of the determination by the
Community Development Department that the application is complete, each tenant subject to the
application shall be provided with a copy thereof, including all exhibits thereto." Any tenant subject to a
proposed rent increase has a right to see and review, in a timely manner, all documentation provided to
the Community Development Department that supports such a request for rent increase.
Provision (2) does not provide tenants with sufficient time to review all relevant documents and to seek
necessary legal or financial assistance to prepare responses/objections to the rent increase application.
The last sentence of provision (2) should be deleted in its entirety and replaced with: "The hearing shall
occur no earlier than thirty (30) days and no later than sixty (60) days after the date of mailing such
notice."
Respectfully submitted,
Karen King
2662 Thunderbird Drive,
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Gaudig
City Clerk"s Office; Marjan Behzadi
Attend public hearing on June 22 2021
Sunday, June 20, 2021 3:15:42 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I wish ti express my disagreement with the proposed changes Municipal Code Title 5, chapter 25. I wish to attend
and reserve a seat for the June 22th hearing .
Regards,
John Gaudig
198 N Skyline Drive # 65
Thousand Oaks, Ca 91362
8053002564
jgskyline@yahoo.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nancy tamarin
City Clerk"s Office
Rent Stabilization Ordinance
Sunday, June 20, 2021 5:56:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I have looked at the ordinance about rent control and have a few questions. First I
want to say it was late notice, vague and as clear as mud. I know there are many
elderly neighbors who can’t do research on a computer, or don’t have one. I think it
has scared a few of them because they don’t know how this will affect them. For me,
the number one concern I have is the first one on my list.
Questions and concerns are:
I want to object to the elimination of the Rent Adjustment Committee (RAC). I
don’t think it is fair to either side.
I want to object to the Description of Improvement chart provided in Exhibit A to
the proposed Resolution and request that it be deleted in its entirety and
replaced with the Description of Improvement that was included Resolution No.
2011-046
I object to the lack of a defined term in the proposed 2021 Ordinance. An
Effective Date of August 19, 2021 is included at the end of the 2021 Ordinance
but there is nothing to indicate its duration.
I object to the lack of any provision to amend or terminate the 2021 Ordinance
during its Term.
I would like to know if there are circumstances that could cause the ordinance to
be revised, terminated or other reasons
I don’t object to the owner filing for a just and reasonable return but I think that
should be spelled out to exactly a "just and reasonable return" means. It is not
clear and there should be some sort of standard and guidelines.
Just wanted to voice my concerns. I will be watching the meeting on T.O. TV
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

poppy lee
City Clerk"s Office
Rent Control Ordinance
Monday, June 21, 2021 7:44:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Ms. Rodriguez (or Mrs.Rodriguez)
I am a resident of the Thunderbird Oaks mobilehome park, am in the
twilight of my time here on earth
and am most concerned that I will be joining the ranks of the homeless
soon unless the issue of affordable
housing is confronted and addressed. I understand there is a need for
a mobilehome park owner to receive a
"fair return" - but what exactly does that mean? How is that
computed? This ordinance is very long, very confusing,
hard to understand and, quite honestly, very frightening.  
Most of us tenants in these mobilehome parks are older single females
who didn't marry well and worked mundane low paying jobs - our social
security is meager and equivalent to far
less than the "minimum wage" everyone is currently discussing. We are
mostly too old and too disabled to uproot
and move to a cheaper state, plus many of us have children and
grandchildren here.
I think the elimination of the RAC would be devastating for all
mobilehome residents,
and I am submitting my objection.
Can the Ordinance be amended at all and under what circumstances?
What happened to the Description of Improvement that was included
in Resolution No. 2011-046?
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilyn Aurand
City Clerk"s Office
Chapter 25
Monday, June 21, 2021 9:27:15 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

 Ordinance.
We must re-establish the RAC. The RAC, as originally established, had 5 members appointed by the City
Council - 2 representative for the owners, 2 representatives for the tenants, and 1 independent member
who does not represent either tenants or owners. In a re-established RAC I would require the
independent member to have an understanding of the "just and reasonable return" standard as it applies
to mobile home park ownership. There will be rent increase applications filed under the "just and
reasonable return" provision going forward and both the owners and the tenants deserve to have fair and
informed adjudication of these applications. Only a RAC that represents the interests of both owners and
tenants can provide that. All cities in California with rent control ordinances have a RAC (including Los
Angeles, Santa Monica, Santa Cruz, Berkeley) and Thousand Oaks needs to have this also!
The notice was not clearly defined. You are preserving the Capital Improvements and CPI section of the
original. Are you keeping the CPI to be established on the 2015 base rent until 2025? That is the way it
reads now.
I cannot be at the meeting because I just finished chemotherapy and not able.
I was one of the head persons that helped negotiate Chapter 25. Please clarify.
Marilyn Aurand
Thunderbird Oaks Mobile Homes
108 Navajo Way
Thousand Oaks , CA. 91362

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

karenkg8@aol.com
City Clerk"s Office
Issue Regarding Use of the CPI Used to Adjust Mobile Home Park Rents
Tuesday, June 22, 2021 11:59:45 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

The CPI used to adjust mobile home park rents must be capped at 7% in any one year. To allow the CPI
used to calculate rent increases to exceed 7% would cause financial hardship to mobile home park
tenants living on limited fixed incomes.
I request that the following edits be made to the proposed new Mobile Home Rent Stabilization
Ordinance:
The term "Index" in the Definitions section (Sec. 5-25.02. Definitions) of the proposed new Mobile Home
Rent Stabilization Ordinance should be amended to include the following sentence: "With respect to the
Maximum Base Rent adjustment formula, the CPI used must be capped at 7% in any one year."
Item (b) under Sec. 5-25.06 (Automatic Adjustments to Rent) should be deleted in its entirety and
replaced with the following: "The automatic increase shall be determined by multiplying the Maximum
Base Rent by the Index as these terms are defined herein. The CPI must be capped at 7% in any one
year."
Respectfully submitted:
Karen King
Resident, Thunderbird Oaks Mobile Home Park
2662 Thunderbird Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA. 91362
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kimone Wcui
City Clerk"s Office; Marjan Behzadi
Tonight’s Public Hearing
Tuesday, June 22, 2021 12:19:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello, I am Kimone Juarez, I have already secured an in person seat and would like to also
register to speak on my opposition to:
1.Dismantling of The RAC and giving it to the City's Planning Comission
2. Opposing paying 100% of the CPI, I would like to bring back the paying of 100% of the
CPI but not to exceed over 7% based on the precedence of "sec 5-25.02" in Chapter 25 Mobile
Home Rent Stabilization.
3. The appeal ability, we would like The City Council to hear all of our appeals including ones
that are in regard to Capital Improvements as opposed to just having the City's Planning
Comission manager hearing those appeals and making the decisions on those appeals by his or
her self.
4. Opposing the repealing of the Chapter 25 Mobile Home Rent Stabilization and advocating
that everything in Chapter 25 of the Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Act remain in effect.
Thank you and I look forward to speaking.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jill Nani
City Clerk"s Office
Kimone Wcui; Michael Raysses
Attn: I would like to speak at tonight"s hearing.
Tuesday, June 22, 2021 1:41:02 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Clerk,
I would like to speak at tonight's hearing relevant to proposed changes in the Thousand Oaks
Mobile Home Rent Stabilization Ordinance.
Specifically, I'd like to speak to:
1) capping the CPI (as is used to determine annual rent increases) as being a necessity for
Mobile Home Park homeowners.
2) the dismantling of the RAC as being disadvantageous to Mobile Home Park homeowners
(and should not occur).
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Kind Regards,
Jill Nani
Twin Palms Mobilehome Park
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TO COUNCIL: 06/22/2021
MEETING DATE: 06/22/2021
Name (Optional)

City

Conor Delaney

Newbury Park

Item #
6

In favor/
Opposed
In favor

Comment
I am an ex‐driver for Dial‐A‐Ride, TO Transit.
There are two key things that need to happen here.
One, you need to encourage people to use the bus more. If you are going to include more housing, you need to
figure out ways to encourage less car traffic and more mass transit.
Second, Have you been told that your Dial‐A‐Ride infrastructure is wildly inefficient? Before COVID, people would
have to wait 1.5 hours on the bus to get to their destination, when they are not supposed to be on there for more
than 1 hour, if even that. My own mother would allow for 2 hours. They pay the bus drivers just over minimum
wage, despite being LISCENSED AND TRAINED bus drivers expected to manage 10 people at a time, and don't have
enough drivers, so push those people to drive 50‐60 hour works. I regularly worked 60 hour weeks and had to leave
because I couldn't handle working ridiculous hours for no pay.
If you aren't aware, all their safety managers quit, the MV transportation manager was illegally pushing people
through, and the transport director was spending city time out of his day hanging out on buses trying to catch
drivers in a problem.
You need to increase wages and increase drivers, or the TO Transit system will simply collapse. Your transit director
knows this.

Kathy Bonn
Conor Delaney

Newbury Park
Newbury Park

6
8C

In favor
In favor

I approve of the plan for the Borchard property.
Can you make sure as well that people cannot buy the entire park and steadily raise right? This is a common
problem over the entirety of the states, land developers buying mobile home parks and raising rent until they are
forced to go into debt.
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Name (Optional)

City

Stu Warford

Thousand Oaks

Item #
12A

In favor/
Opposed
In favor

Comment
As a long‐time resident of Thousand Oaks, I am concerned about the state of the homeless population in our
community. Of course, "homelessness" is a rather broad term describing a wide assortment of people, and so no
one course of action can address all the needs of both the homeless and the community they reside in. However,
temporary "transitional" housing, I believe, would go a long way in helping some of the individuals and families who
find themselves without permanent housing.
I'm in support of the city pursuing the goals for transitional housing, just as I appreciate the support the city has
provided such groups as Many Mansions for permanent housing. However, I also believe the city must provide
appropriate social services for any physical housing we provide.

Sheila Sullivan

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

I strongly urge you to approve this item. In 1989, I was hired by the City of Long Beach in the new position of
Homeless Coordinator for the City. Over the next 5 years I gained a vast amount of knowledge regarding this
extremely sad and difficult issue. Working closely with all of the non profits, church groups, concerned citizens and
homeless people themselves I was considered an "expert" on homelessness. Reaching outside the City I joined
organizations in the City and County of Los Angeles. We met with HUD Secretary, Andrew Cuomo in January, 1994.
This is not meant to impress the Council with my experience, far from it. Because you may notice that I failed to
solve the "Homeless Problem".
We supplied meals, clothing, showers, counseling, motel vouchers and cold weather shelters, sometimes even jobs!
But, without a stable home those were just band aids.
I grew up in an America where there was no such phrase as , "The Homeless". Now, while so many Americans are
becoming "woke", to our injustices I think Thousand Oaks can afford to open our hearts to make a little room for
some Americans who need our compassion, our understanding and even our friendship.

Amanda Haver
Lori Walton

Thousand Oaks
Thousand Oaks

12A
12A

In favor
In favor

I support emergency housing for our city's homeless population.
I support emergency and supportive housing for the homeless. It would benefit all in the community.

Lois Herman

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

This city needs to get its nose out of the air and address this problem. Homelessness is real, it is sad, and it needs to
be addressed and eliminated. There is no reason why a city like Thousand Oaks has let this problem elevate to the
extent that it has. FIX IT!!!!
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Name (Optional)

City

Item #

Lynn Dokken

Newbury Park

12A

In favor/
Opposed
In favor

Comment

Larry Johnson

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

At last we have an opportunity to actualize "bridge housing"! We have known it to be needed for decades. Having
served in past years on various City and County committees seeking what this present proposal promises is a chance
that must not be missed. I rejoice that it may now happen for the homeless neighbors in our community who will
be uplifted by it.

Mary Wennes

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

I see homelessness as my number one concern for our community. I hope the ad Hoc Committee can work on
finding a place for shelter, medical treatment & vocational training.

Lisa Stupar

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

I support authorization for the development of supportive and emergency housing in Thousand Oaks to assist
individuals and families who are currently homeless.

Monica Nolan Milano

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

I'm writing on behalf of St. Julie Billiart Church in Newbury Park. For the past 20+ years SJB has been part of the
faith community's daily homeless dinner and rotating winter shelter program. During this time we've seen the
homeless numbers in our valley steadily increase. Our parish wholeheartedly supports the City Council's
commitment to establishing a permanent emergency shelter location, as well as permanent supportive housing.
And we look forward to working with others in our community to make these housing options a reality. Thank you.

Teresa Vargas

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

A thriving community is inclusive, not exclusive...proactive, not privileged...compassionate, not critical.
Let's make the needs of people living with homelessness a priority. Everyone deserves respect and dignity, no
matter their circumstances.

Joan C Schlotfeldt

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

I support the development of supportive and emergency housing to assist individuals and families who are currently
homeless.

There is a need to address how to provide services for the unhoused in our community. Pretending they don't exist
(when in reality the numbers have grown) or just insisting that they be removed from encampments (when there
are few options of where they should go) will not meet anyone's needs. We are at a moment in time when funding
is available to develop some permanent solutions for supportive and emergency housing. The city needs to seize this
opportunity.
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Name (Optional)

City

Item #

Chris Soltow

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor/
Opposed
In favor

Comment

Annabelle Gordon

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

Please add my voice asking the Thousand Oaks City Council to authorize the development of supportive and
emergency housing (called "bridge housing") to assist individuals and families who are currently homeless. Such
housing is necessary so that a homeless individual or family can get "off the streets", get social services, and
transition to permanent housing.

Tom Cohen

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

Please authorize the development of supportive and emergency housing to assist individuals and families who are
currently homeless. This is critically important for our community and to show leadership in solving a crisis that is
only getting worse.

Chuck Lech

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

There is no permanent emergency shelter housing in East Ventura County. Thus, there is no place for a homeless
person or family to go. There have been rotating, day at a time, shelters provided by Church groups. This requires
the homeless to either travel by foot to the various churches or to just sleep on the street.
A permanent location that is open year‐round and operated by experienced service providers is a more stable
system and will allow more homeless individuals and families to transition to permanent housing. It should be
operated year around because of the weather, rain or shine, cold or heat.
Increased awareness and increased funding for homeless services and housing by the State of California and the
County of Ventura, gives the City of Thousand Oaks a unique opportunity to develop permanent supportive housing
and emergency housing for those in our community most in need.
Ventura provided shelter for the homeless at a motel during COVID, and it turned out well.
We cannot get rid of the homeless, we have to deal with the problem.

Doug Perry

Thousand Oaks

12A

In favor

Please support this initiative. The issue of homelessness has only been increased by the pandemic. We may never
again have the opportunity to establish a permanent homeless shelter in the city when funds are available at the
Federal, state and county levels. The homeless need our help today.

Homelessness, including many children,is a significant and growing problem in the Conejo Valley. As the eviction
moratorium ends homelessness will increase.
This proposal of permanent supportive housing and emergency housing will be a very positive step toward meeting
the needs of people in dire straits.
I think we all realize the importance of getting people into stable supportive housing and into shelters.
The City of Thousand Oaks has been a leader in providing affordable housing and must continue to do so for our
homeless.
Thank you
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