
August 17, 2018    Mountain View Voice    MountainViewOnline.com    11  

FUTURE MV
 Wow, Mountain View’s popu-
lation could rise by as much as 50 
percent if all housing possibili-
ties currently up for discussion 
are implemented. At least, that’s 
what the Voice stated in one of 
its past issues. I’m not against 
growth. I think it’s inevitable, but 
the question is whether or not it 
is done in a smart, practical way. 
Is there a finite number of people 
the city can support and still 
maintain the quality of life we 
currently enjoy? Isn’t that what 
sustainability is all about? 
 With more people comes the 
need for higher-density hous-
ing, which we are seeing now. 
Is it necessary to build six-story 
or taller buildings just to house 
people? Is commercial on the 
bottom and housing on the top 
of taller buildings the answer? 
With an increased population 
comes more city employees, 
more water use, more waste 
production and less open space. 
Unless there is a functional 
transportation system that peo-
ple actually use to get around, 
what will downtown and neigh-
borhood streets look like with 
increased traffic flow, especially 
if Castro Street is blocked off?

 No matter how much housing 
is built, not everyone working 
in Mountain View will live here, 
and there will be those living in 
Mountain View who work some-
where else. Even if rents grow at 
the rate of inflation, many of the 
people rent control is supposed to 
help will continue to be priced out 
of the area given the new norm for 
affordability, and making a six-
figure income is not a guarantee 
that one is even able to buy a con-
dominium in today’s market.

Steve Fishman
Serena Court

MEASURE V TOO  
COSTLY FUNDING
 After reading the Voice piece 
on the funding of the Measure 
V Too Costly campaign (“Land-
lord group spent $260,000 on 
rent control measure,” Aug. 3), 
perhaps now is a good time for 
local, county and state officials 
to think about changing the 
disclosure requirements for this 
type of political operation and 
perhaps those for any indepen-
dent campaign operations.
 It’s only now that we learn that 
the highly deceptive signature 
gathering operation for the very 

deceptively written Measure V 
Too Costly was entirely funded by 
the California Apartment Asso-
ciation and a handful of develop-
ers. If this had been known at 
the beginning of the signature-
gathering effort, it might have 
been halted at a very early stage, 
with public disclosure of who 
was behind this. The information 
only appeared now because of the 
July 31 deadline for semi-annual 
Form 460s. How about requiring 
at least monthly filings for initia-
tives and independent expendi-
ture committees, or perhaps even 
sooner when these committees 
are formed?

David Lewis
Oak Street

THE MALIGNANT DISEASE
 Capitalism is a malignant dis-
ease. It has transformed society, 
using existing human institutions 
to create a world where money is 
the only thing that matters.
 The vector that spread it world-
wide was an economic theory 
called neoliberalism. This theory 
placed the market above govern-
ment and human need. It used 
bought-and-paid-for academics 
and politicians to implement 

its global spread and used debt 
to force open underdeveloped 
nations to the parasitic workings 
of the global financial system. It 
also used those same politicians 
to forge rules that guaranteed 
that the vast bulk of global profits 
went to a tiny number of global 
capitalist elites.
 The only way to undo the 
ongoing damage is to pass a 
constitutional amendment that 
affirms corporations are not peo-
ple and legitimizes limiting cam-
paign contributions to avoid the 
current system of rule-by-dollars 
destroying our democracy.
 Once that is in place we can 
finally think of a new system, 
built on real human needs.

Ed Taub
Devoto Street
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EDITORIAL

YOUR LETTERS

GUEST OPINIONS

T
here’s nothing wrong with a fair debate 
over rent control. Rent control has 
always been a controversial issue, and 

there are compelling arguments on both sides.
 There is something wrong, however, with 
trying to roll back rent control by lying to 
voters.
 A landlord-backed group spent more than 
$260,000 in an attempt to circumvent an 
honest debate about Mountain View’s new 
rent control law with a dishonest signature-
gathering campaign in support of a truly 
duplicitous ballot initiative aiming to kill rent 
control in Mountain View.
 While the false assurances of the paid 
signature gatherers (It will keep rent control 
from ending! It will extend rent control to 
mobile homes!) drew protests and counter-
measures, the California Apartment Associa-
tion’s initiative itself was remarkable for its 
crass attempt to deceive voters.
 Although proponents have tirelessly pitched 
the initiative’s bells and whistles, you sure 
don’t hear much from them about the poison 
pill hidden inside its 20 pages of text. It’s kind 
of like selling people a dietary supplement that 
contains several good things — say, vitamin 
C, organic protein and probiotics — and also 
contains a lethal dose of arsenic. 

 At first glance, the “Mountain View 
Homeowner, Renter, and Taxpayer Protec-
tion Initiative” appeared to offer a milder 
version of the voter-approved rent control 
provisions contained in Measure V. It was 
similar to the City Council-backed Measure 
W, which was defeated, and promised to keep 
high-income residents from benefiting from 
rent-controlled apartments and to roll back 
just-cause evictions, making it easier to get 
rid of problem tenants. It promised to keep 
the unpaid members of the Rental Housing 
Committee overseeing rent control from ever 
getting paid for their work.
 Only a close reading of the initiative’s full 
text reveals its poisonous center. Whenever 
the vacancy rate in Mountain View is above 
3 percent, the proposed initiative would set 
no enforceable limit on rent increases. For 
as long as the city has gathered reliable data 
on the rental housing vacancy rate, it hasn’t 
gone below 3 percent. The current vacancy 
rate is around 4 percent, and Mountain View 
is hardly what anyone would call a favorable 
market for renters. 
 The fact that a rent control law was 
approved by over 53 percent of voters in 
November 2016 may say more about the 
increasingly unaffordable local housing 

market than it does about the popularity of 
rent control. Certainly, no one can say the 
rollout of Measure V has been smooth. A 
costly legal challenge from the California 
Apartment Association delayed its imple-
mentation for months, and an anti-rent 
control majority on the council stacked the 
Rental Housing Committee with several 
members who appear to be fundamentally 
opposed to the idea of rent control (and 
one, Tom Means, who is avowedly anti-rent 
control). 
 Even so, it’s hard to imagine spending 
more than a quarter-million dollars, telling 
registered voters whatever they wanted to 
hear, and still failing to gather the 5,500 or so 
signatures needed to put the “Mountain View 
Homeowner, Renter, and Taxpayer Protec-
tion Initiative” on the November ballot. 
 CAA vice president Josh Howard has 
vowed to continue the fight and said he aims 
to put the initiative on the 2020 ballot. We 
hope that the second time around, the CAA 
and its backers will see fit to engage Moun-
tain View citizens in an honest debate about 
rent control to find out if they have changed 
their minds. If they don’t, Mountain View 
voters will have to remain vigilant and be 
sure to always read the fine print. V  

A dishonest debate over rent control
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What’s on 
your mind?

Tell us your thoughts on mat-
ters of interest to the commu-
nity by sending your letters 
to letters@MV-Voice.com. Or 
snail-mail them to: Mountain 
View Voice, P.O. Box 405, 
Mountain View, CA 94042.


