
By Mark Noack

I
f you’ve been out in Moun-
tain View the past few 
weeks, you’ve probably been 

approached by someone holding 
a clipboard, asking if you’ll sign 
a petition for something called 
“The Mountain View Homeown-
er, Renter, and Taxpayer Protec-
tion Initiative.” 
And if you 
ask for details, 
you’ll likely get 
very different 
answers. 

When visitors 
at the farmers 
market were 
asked to sign, they were told it 
would expand rent control to all 
homes in the city. When Sahara 
Village residents were solicited, 
they were told it would protect 
the city’s mobile home parks from 
rent increases. When this Voice
reporter was asked to sign, he was 
told it would prevent evictions 
and strengthen rent control. 

In fact, all of these claims bor-
der on outright falsehoods. The 
proposed measure would almost 
certainly result in a suspension 
of the city’s renter protections 
passed as Measure V in 2016, giv-
ing landlords a free rein for rent 
increases on most apartments. 
The initiative is being spearhead-
ed not by tenants but by the Cali-
fornia Apartment Association, 
and its main backers include some 
of the city’s largest landlords. 

The push to collect signatures in 
time for a June deadline is leading 
to many reports of paid workers 
allegedly bending the truth to get 
residents to jot down their names. 
Proponents and those they’ve 
hired need to collect about 5,150 
signatures within a matter of days 
to get the measure qualified for 
the November ballot.  

Several Mountain View 

residents told the Voice they 
signed the petition after being told 
they were supporting stronger 
renter protections. Monte Loma 
resident Laurent Dinard said he 
signed the petition two weeks ago, 
after a signature gatherer came to 
his doorstep saying it would boost 
the city’s rent control measure 
and prevent it from sunsetting. 

He later learned 
that was false. 
“I was told this 
was needed to 
prevent rent 
control from 
expiring. That 
was the word he 
told me: It was 

‘expiring,” Dinard said. “I feel like 
I was duped.” 

Members of the Mountain View 
Tenants Coalition say incidents 
like that have become common as 
a way to get residents to support a 
measure they say is intended to be 
confusing. 

Vacancy rate triggers 
‘sneaky repeal’

At first glance, the proposed 
measure would appear to create a 
milder version of rent control with 
income restrictions for tenant eli-
gibility and caps on the program’s 
costs. But buried on page 12, the 
measure has a crucial clause that 
essentially renders most of its lan-
guage moot: if the city’s vacancy 
rate ever exceeds 3 percent, then 
nearly all tenant protections must 
be suspended, it reads. 

Except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances, this would mean 
nearly all city’s rent control pro-
visions and eviction protections 
would be immediately nullified, 
possibly never to return, said ten-
ant advocates, who have dubbed it 
the “sneaky repeal.” 

The city’s vacancy rate — which 

By Kevin Forestieri

T
hree people were trans-
ported to a local hospital 
Saturday morning after 

a man allegedly hit two bar 
patrons with his car outside of 
the Sports Page bar, and was 
later attacked by bystanders.

Witnesses told police that the 
suspect got into an argument 
with the two victims, a man and 
a woman, inside the bar in the 
1000 block of Plymouth Street 
shortly before 2 a.m. on May 26, 
according to a statement by the 

Mountain View Police Depart-
ment. When the pair tried to 
leave, the suspect allegedly got 
into his car and drove into them 
in the parking lot, injuring the 
man and pinning the woman 
beneath the vehicle, police said.

The suspect tried to drive 
away while the woman was 
under the vehicle, but bystand-
ers reportedly pulled him from 
the vehicle and attacked him, 
police said. Other people at the 
scene flipped the car over in 
order to remove the woman who 
was trapped underneath.

The suspect and the two peo-
ple who were hit by the driver 
were all transported to a nearby 
hospital, police said. All three 
were in stable condition as of 
Wednesday.

Sports Page owner Rob Gra-
ham told the Voice that the sus-
pect and the two people struck 
by the vehicle were in the bar 
earlier that night following a 
Shoreline concert, but that no 
altercation took place inside the 
bar itself. He said surveillance 
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Tanya Sheckley’s experience as the mother of a child with cerebral palsy inspired her to create a new 
private school in Mountain View for children with and without disabilities. 
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ABOUT LANDLORD-BACKED INITIATIVE

By Kevin Forestieri

M
ountain View par-
ent Tanya Sheckley 
remembers her child, 

Eliza, as a brilliant dynamo 
who aced classwork at Steven-
son Elementary School, had 
an infectious personality and 
made friends and inspired 
the people around her — all 

without being able to walk or 
talk.

Eliza was born with cerebral 
palsy, a debilitating orthopedic 
impairment. But like many chil-
dren with the disorder, Sheckley 
said Eliza was firing on all 
cylinders on a cognitive level, 
proving to her that children 
with disabilities have an intense 
desire to succeed and don’t have 

to hold anyone else back.
Sheckley is looking to turn 

that inspiration into action, 
and is on course to open a new 
inclusive private school at 284 
Moffett Blvd., not far from 
downtown Mountain View. 
Barring any pitfalls with per-
mits, the school is expected 

Shattering the expectations gap
NEW PRIVATE SCHOOL AIMS TO RAISE THE BAR FOR STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES
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Up Academy, Rayfield said that 
Sheckley is heading in the right 
direction by supporting inclusive 
classrooms and exposing kids 
with and without disabilities to 
one another, improving empathy 
and getting an unsheltered view 
of what the real world is like. 
Families with super high aca-
demic standards may shy away 
from the idea, Rayfield said.
 “It absolutely will, and I don’t 
want them in my school,” he 
said. “I want kids who are emo-
tionally aware, great citizens, 
will be equally successful. In the 
Bay Area we sometimes forget to 
show kids the real world.”
 Jana Weaver, the parent of a 
child with cerebral palsy, ran into 
the expectations gap at a school 
in Cupertino. She said her son, 
Jack, made strides in speech and 
language development ahead 
of kindergarten at The Bridge 
School — famous for its Bridge 
School Benefit Concerts — but 
had an uphill battle in elementary 
school due largely to a neuro-
logical condition called Cortical 
Visual Impairment (CVI).  He 
can see just fine, Weaver said, but 
the visual message gets scrambled 
in his brain and makes it hard for 
him to interpret what he’s looking 
at — a little like looking at the 
world through a kaleidoscope.

 When Jack finished kinder-
garten, Weaver said they got the 
bad news that he had made zero 
progress in recognizing letters 
and reading. After asking about 
how the lessons were presented to 
students, she found that Jack had 
repeatedly been given the impos-
sible task of differentiating letters 
that were not presented in a way 
he could work with.
 Weaver’s tech-savvy husband 
created an app over the summer 
that could blow up the letters 
and color coded them in a way 
that could be parsed by someone 
with DVI. Letters like B and D 
look very similar, Weaver said, 
but Jack could figure out the dif-
ference if the B’s are orange and 
the D’s are blue. Within the first 
few months of first grade, he was 
able to read Dr. Seuss books.
 Problems continued from there, 
however. Weaver recalled how her 
child struggled on third-grade 
math tests, attributing the prob-
lems to teachers not doing enough 
to adapt the test, use color coding 
and blow up image sizes. Even 
more challenging is the constant 
churn of personnel changes.
 “During his four years in 
public school he has had five 
different aides, three different 
vision teachers and three dif-
ferent orientation and mobility 
instructors,” she said.
 But there really aren’t a whole lot 
of other options. The unfortunate 

reality, Weaver said, is that stu-
dents with physical and orthope-
dic impairments have few places 
to go besides public schools.
 “There are great private 
schools for ADD, autism, dys-
lexia — the whole Peninsula 
is littered with these amazing 
schools that can address these 
issues. But there’s nothing for 
cerebral palsy,” she said.

Search for a home

 Starting a nonprofit and get-
ting the new private school off 
the ground is a tall order, espe-
cially in a hot real estate market 
with challenging city planning 
requirements. Sheckley said she 
has been seeking grants and sup-
port from foundations, but the 
biggest snag has been finding a 
place to lease, leading her on a 
lengthy search spanning from 
San Francisco to South San Jose.
 “Location has been without 
a doubt the most difficult part 
of this process,” she said. “With 
tightness of real estate and costs 
in general, combined with zoning 
restrictions for a private school, it 
had been the biggest challenge.”
 Before signing a lease for a 
property on Moffett Boulevard 
in Mountain View, Sheckley had 
been considering a property in 
Palo Alto and later tried for a sub-
leasing agreement in Menlo Park, 
but neither panned out. At one 
point she was considering using 

space provided by a synagogue, 
but they were in the process of 
renovating over the course of the 
next two years. Even after the dust 
settled, she said it only would have 
been a temporary deal.
  Mountain View comes with its 
own set of challenges — the city is 
not known for lax zoning — but 
she said she was pleasantly sur-
prised to find a suitable location 
and a permitting application that 
was amenable to a private school.
 “I live in Mountain View, this is 
the community I know,” she said. 
“I would love to open here and 
be a part of the Mountain View 
community — that’s always been 
my preference.”
 The type of school that Up 
Academy will ultimately become 
has evolved. Initially, Sheckley 
lobbied to get a New York-based 
program called iHope to open 
up a school in the Bay Area, but 
the partnership fell apart. She 
switched to an inclusive model, 
borrowing practices, program-
ming, therapeutics and cur-
riculum ideas from a myriad of 
places like The Bridge School, 
alternative private schools like 
Khan Lab Schools and AltSchool, 
and Summit charter schools. 
She also plans to emulate the 
parent-participation component 
at Stevenson Elementary.
 Up Academy has received finan-
cial support through a $10,000 
grant from Peninsula Outreach 

Programs Inc., or POPs Kids, as 
well as private donations totaling 
close to $300,000 to turn the idea 
of a future school into a reality.
 The nonprofit has also found 
a big ally and supporter in the 
San Jose Earthquakes, which 
knew Eliza and the Sheckley 
family well. Family members are 
big fans who frequently attend 
games, but Eliza gained a repu-
tation when she sold an extraor-
dinary numbers of Girl Scout 
cookies, with Earthquakes team 
members among the buyers. She 
had achieved her ambitious goal 
of selling 600 boxes, and was pre-
pared for a victory lap in March 
shortly before she died.
 The team devoted a moment 
of silence to the family, hosted 
a celebration of life event and 
dedicated a tree and plaque in her 
honor in the stadium’s garden. 
The Earthquakes Foundation 
has partnered with Up Academy 
since, hosting events and paying 
for all the expenses for the non-
profit’s fundraisers, Sheckley said.
 According to Up Academy 
board member Roberts, enough 
can’t be said about the extraor-
dinary passion and effort that 
Sheckley has poured into the 
school, doing a staggering 
amount of writing, research and 
calls during a difficult time.
 For more information on 
future enrollment and ways to 
donate, go to upacademysf.org. V
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currently hovers at 4.1 percent — 
has rarely dipped below 3 percent 
for any year on record, accord-
ing to city officials. Vacancy 
data going back about 20 years 
from the real estate tracking 
firm CoStar shows a brief period 
around 2000-01 when about 
2 percent of Mountain View 
apartments were unoccupied. 
City Associate Planner Anky 
van Deursen told the Voice that 
vacancy data is unreliable and 
inconsistent until around 2006, 
and she advised against looking 
for trends in prior years. 
 While signature gatherers can 
point to various proposed tweaks 
to the city’s rent control program, 
the measure’s real impact would 
be to suspend renter protections 
indefinitely, said Steve Chandler, 
a spokesman for the Tenants 
Coalition. 
 “Most of the measure is just 
window dressing and a big dis-
traction because this whole effort 
is really about eliminating rent 
control,” Chandler said. “Our 
vacancy rate is always above 3 
percent; that’s where it hovers all 
the time.” 
 Measure V Too Costly, a politi-
cal group promoting the ballot 
measure, declined to answer ques-
tions about the proposed measure 

when asked by the Voice, saying 
it would compromise “campaign 
strategy.” 
 “Signature gatherers are clear 
on the proposed initiative,” said 
Laura Teutschel, a Measure V 
Too Costly spokeswoman. “This 
is more scare tactics and nonsense 
from the Mountain View Tenants 
Coalition.” 
 One of the measure’s main 
proponents, former Mayor John 
Inks, has helped collect signatures 
as a volunteer. Asked about the 3 
percent threshold, Inks said that he 
wasn’t directly involved in drafting 
the ballot initiative. The measure’s 
language was authored by an 
attorney hired by the California 
Apartment Association and their 
political consulting firm, Wheel-
house Strategy Group, he said. 
 “I didn’t write it, and I wouldn’t 
have chosen the language that 
they did,” Inks said. “But if it’s 
a balance of Measure V versus 
an alternative, I’d go for the 
alternative.” 
 By its nature, it is impossible to 
quickly describe the full measure 
to people on the street, he said. 
 “I just tell people it’s setting 
a new bar for rent control. It’s 
as simple as that,” Inks said. “If 
software engineers are making 
$180,000, then they can afford to 
pay market rent here.”
 In recent days, signature gath-
ering has been intensifying, with 

more paid workers going door-
to-door. They are reportedly 
being paid $5 or more per name 
they collect, but the Voice could 
not verify the amount by its press 
deadline Wednesday. 
 The pay-per-signature system 
for getting measures on the bal-
lot has long drawn criticism for 
fostering deceptive tactics, and 
for allowing well-heeled groups 
to push forward a political agenda 
without popular support. Over 
the last decade, several proposed 
state bills have called for restrict-
ing the practice, such as forcing 
signature gatherers to disclose if 
they are being paid. 
 It is already illegal under Cali-
fornia elections and government 
code to intentionally mislead a 
voter as to the intent of a signature-
gathering operation, but proving 
this crime is a difficult matter. In 
April, San Mateo County pros-
ecutors arrested two signature 
gatherers working to overturn 
rent control in Pacifica. Investi-
gators had received complaints 
that the workers were lying to get 
people to sign their names, but 
they couldn’t prove this beyond a 
reasonable doubt in order to file 
criminal charges. Both workers 
were instead charged with forging 
about 100 signatures. 
 In Mountain View, tenant 
advocates have been trying to 
keep pressure on the signature 

gatherers by sending out their own 
members to follow them as they 
solicit citizens. In some cases, ten-
ant advocates have been publicly 
challenging the claims being made 
for what the measure would do. 
 This has led to multiple squab-
bles, sometimes requiring law 
enforcement to get involved. Over 
the last two months, Mountain 
View police officials say they have 
been called out for as many as five 
incidents involving arguments 
over signature gathering.  
 Tenant advocates are also run-
ning a counter-operation against 
the petition campaign. In recent 
days, tenant campaigners have 
been knocking on doors to 
encourage people who signing the 
petition to file a letter with the city 
rescinding their support. So far, 
23 requests to remove signatures 
have been filed, according to the 
City Clerk’s office. 
 Over the weekend, Leticia Jones, 
a Tenants Coalition volunteer, 
said she canvassed a mobile home 
park and found nearly every resi-
dent, many of them seniors living 
on fixed incomes, had signed the 
petition. Days earlier, a signature 
gatherer had come through the 
neighborhood, telling residents 
he wasn’t working for the “land-
lord petition,” and was collecting 
signatures to save rent control and 
bring it to mobile homes.  
 It was hard to explain to them 

that they had been deceived, Jones 
said. 
 “Initially, there was a lot of con-
fusion — they didn’t understand 
the difference between what we 
were offering and what they had 
signed,” she said. “Almost every 
person we talked with thought 
this measure was helping rent 
control, they were under the 
impression it was phase two for 
Measure V.” 
 Mobile homes are not currently 
covered under Mountain View’s 
rent control law. Earlier this 
spring, the city’s Rental Housing 
Commission, in a split vote, went 
against its legal counsel’s advice 
to include tenants at mobile home 
parks from being included. 
 The landlord-backed campaign 
to amend the city’s rent control 
law will need to submit a petition 
with 5,156 valid signatures in 
order to be placed on the Novem-
ber ballot. The Santa County 
Registrar of Voters recommends 
initiative petitions be submit-
ted by June 5 to provide about a 
month for their office to verify a 
subset of the signatures. 
 If these signatures are verified 
in time, the Mountain View City 
Council would be obligated to 
place the initiative on the 
November ballot at their July 24 
meeting. V  
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