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By Mark Noack

F
or a Mountain View City 
Council race in which 
many candidates hold sim-

ilar positions, Proposition 10 is 
driving a sharp wedge into the 
field. 
 The state ballot measure, 
which would rescind restrictions 
on rent control under the Costa-
Hawkins law, is turning into a 
sort of litmus test for candidates 
in the Nov. 6 election. 
 M o u n t a i n 
View is no dif-
ferent — at an 
event last week, 
the six candi-
dates in the 
City Council 
race were asked 
to state their 
positions on 
Proposition 10. Candidates Pat 
Showalter, Lenny Siegel, Alison 
Hicks and Ellen Kamei each 
affirmed their support, while 
candidate John Inks declared his 
opposition. 
 The surprise of the night was 
Lucas Ramirez, who championed 
Mountain View’s rent control 
measure in 2016, but said he 
couldn’t support Proposition 10. 
While rent control was helping 
protect residents from displace-
ment, expanding it to all hous-
ing would have a chilling effect 
on new residential construction, 
Ramirez explained. 
 “I’m inclined to think that 
subjecting new development to 
rent control could remove the 
economic incentive to build,” he 
said. “I think that would make it 
a challenge to address the long-
term housing crisis.” 

 The backlash was swift and 
fierce. Rent control advocates 
engaged in a heated debate over 
whether they should continue 
supporting Ramirez. Mountain 
View Tenants Coalition spokes-
man Steve Chandler described a 
“blizzard” of discussion follow-
ing the meeting from people who 
were seizing on the issue.
 “It’s embarrassing for support-
ers of Lucas to hear that he doesn’t 
support local control,” he said. 
“I’m hearing from people who say 
they would’ve voted for him, but 
they certainly won’t now.” 
 Ramirez’s defenders pointed 
to his past advocacy for rent 
control, and they argued that 
rival camps were fueling the issue 
to chip away at his support. In 
comments to the Voice, Ramirez 
pointed out that his concern 
about rent control stifling new 
housing was shared by Siegel, 
although they differed regarding 
Proposition 10. 
 “Rent control protects people 
who are here now, but we also 
need to build more housing,” 
Ramirez said. “I wanted to be 
honest with folks because I have 
a specific concern on this.” 
 Even if Proposition 10 passes 
and the Costa-Hawkins law is 
repealed, there would be no 
immediate impact in Mountain 
View. This is because most of 
Costa-Hawkins’ restrictions — 
rent control doesn’t apply to sin-
gle-family homes or any units 
built before 1995 — are included 
in the city’s rent control law. Any 
significant changes would 
require another ballot initiative, 
or perhaps legal action. V
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TAKE THE CODE ON THE ROAD
Manuel and Samantha, students at Mariano Castro Elementary School, show their work to Google 
employee Brooke Heinichen at a hands-on coding activity on Oct. 3. The CS First Roadshow event, 
hosted by Google with Mountain View Vice Mayor Lisa Matichak, aimed to teach kids technical coding 
and problem-solving skills through an hourlong presentation. 
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A 
Santa Clara County 
judge sided with the city 
of Mountain View and 

Police Chief Max Bosel in a ten-
tative ruling Oct. 4, stating that 
a former dispatcher’s allegations 
of sexual harassment happened 
too long ago and complaints of 
retaliation lacked evidence.
 A final ruling on the case has 
yet to be issued.
 The tentative ruling by Santa 

Clara Coun-
ty Superior 
Court Judge 
Peter Kirwan 
grants the 
city’s request 
to dismiss 
several com-
plaints filed by 
former Mountain View Police 
Department employee Annie 
Lohman. She alleged that Bosel 
and other department personnel 
engaged in sexual harassment 

— repeatedly subjecting her to 
sexually explicit banter, lewd 
jokes, nudity and simulated sex-
ual acts — and later engaged in 
gender discrimination, disability 
discrimination and retaliation.
 Lohman’s suit alleges that 
Bosel had openly flirted with her 
until about 2012 and 2013, when 
he found out that Lohman was 
in a relationship with another 
member of the department’s 

By Mark Noack

A 
ballot measure designed 
to drastically weaken 
Mountain View’s rent 

control program will likely be 
heading to voters in 2020. On 
Monday afternoon, Oct. 8, sup-
porters of the measure delivered 
thousands of signatures to the 
city, seeking to put their initia-
tive to roll back rent control on a 
future ballot. 
 City Clerk Lisa Natusch report-
ed on Monday that the submitted 
petition had more than 7,100 sig-
natures, putting it well above the 

5,150 minimum needed to qual-
ify for an election. She planned 
to forward the petition later this 
week to the Santa Clara County 
Registrar of Voters so their office 
could verify the signatures. 
If certified, the proposed mea-
sure could appear on the March 
or November 2020 ballot, 
Natusch told the Voice. 
 The proposed initiative con-
tains some modifications for rent 
control, such as adding income 
eligibility requirements and 
spending caps on the program’s 
costs. But those reforms would 
likely never take effect because 

the measure would also force 
all rent control policies to be 
suspended unless the city’s hous-
ing vacancy rate drops under 3 
percent. The rate hasn’t dipped 
that low for nearly two decades, 
leading tenant advocates to allege 
the measure is really a repeal of 
rent control under the guise of 
reforming it.  
 Collecting signatures for the 
measure had been an ongoing 
struggle for its supporters, who 
organized under the name Mea-
sure V Too Costly. The group 
raised about $260,000, mostly 
from landlords, to hire signature 

gatherers to canvass the city. The 
frenzied push for signatures led 
to many reports of paid workers 
bending the truth or outright 
lying in an effort to get registered 
voters to sign. About 350 residents 
later wrote to the city demanding 
that their names be removed from 
the petition, many saying they’d 
been told the petition was to save 
or expand rent control. 
 Originally, the Measure V 
Too Costly group was aiming 
to deliver their signatures to the 
city by June to get it placed on the 
November ballot, but they later 
announced they couldn’t make 

that deadline. 
 In an email to the Voice, Mea-
sure V Too Costly spokesman 
Joshua Howard insisted that the 
measure was intended to protect 
renters, which he believed was 
why  people supported placing it 
on the ballot. 
 “As voters learned more about 
the proposed measure, they 
understood that (it) protects all 
apartment†renters against price 
gouging, discourages†rental 
units from being converted to 
million dollar condos (and) elim-
inates endless red tape and 
bureaucracy,” he wrote. V
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