FILE NO. 200634

Petitions and Communications received from June 4, 2020, through June 11, 2020, for
reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to be ordered
filed by the Clerk on June 16, 2020.

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is
subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco
Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information will not be redacted.

From the Office of the Mayor, submitting supplements to the Mayoral Proclamation
Declaring the Existence of a Local Emergency, dated February 25, 2020. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (1)

From the California Public Utilities Commission, submitting notice of a project from
Verizon Wireless. Copy: Each Supervisor. (2)

From concerned citizens, regarding the COVID-19 pandemic. 4 letters. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (3)

From concerned citizens, regarding proposed Resolution - Supporting Activists Facing
Prosecution in Sonoma County - Conditions of Animals in Factory Farms. File No.
200126. 29 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor. (4)

From concerned citizens, regarding proposed Ordinance - Administrative Code -
COVID-19 Tenant Protections. File No. 200375. 2095 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor.

(5)

From concerned citizens, regarding reopening Fisherman’s Wharf. 9 letters. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (6)

From concerned citizens, regarding proposed Ordinance - General Obligation Bond
Election - Health and Recovery - Not to Exceed $438,500,000. File No. 200478.
196 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor. (7)

From concerned citizens, regarding the proposed Mayoral Appointment, Municipal
Transportation Agency Board of Directors - Jane Natoli. File No. 200389. 7 letters.
Copy: Each Supervisor. (8)

From concerned citizens, regarding two appointments to the Police Commission for
Nancy Tung and Geffrey Gordon-Creed. File Nos. 200392 and 200393. 672 letters.
Copy: Each Supervisor. (9)

From concerned citizens, regarding the San Francisco Police Department Budget.
9278 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor. (10)



From concerned citizens, regarding the proposed Mayoral Appointment, Entertainment
Commission - Cynthia Wang. File No. 200501. 2 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor. (11)

From Ahimsa Porter Sumchai MD, regarding Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (12)

From concerned citizen, regarding program to divert 911 calls from police to mental
health professionals. Copy: Each Supervisor. (13)

From Erica Smith, submitting a joint letter regarding local Education Revenue
Augmentation Fund Entitlement Calculations. Copy: Each Supervisor. (14)

From the San Francisco Travel Association, regarding proposed Initiative Ordinance -
Business and Tax Regulations Code - Tax on Businesses With Disproportionate
Executive Pay. File No. 200629. Copy: Each Supervisor. (15)

From SPUR, regarding recommendations to cities to help existing businesses survive
the pandemic-induced economic crisis today. Copy: Each Supervisor. (16)

From Zach Karnazes, regarding the Mayor’s Office on Disability. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (17)

From AJ, regarding the proposed Ordinance - Development Agreement - Reservoir
Community Partners, LLC - Balboa Reservoir Project. File No. 200423. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (18)

From Thor Denmark, regarding the Valencia Street Pilot Project. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (19)

From Candace Hsu, regarding the Right to Safely Protest Act. Copy: Each Supervisor.
(20)

From Eileen Boken, submitting public comment for four files. File Nos. 200572, 200586,
200589, 200593. Copy: Each Supervisor. (21)

From Lian Ladia, regarding protecting affordable housing investments for Excelsior.
Copy: Each Supervisor. (22)

From Grace Horikiri, regarding the proposed Resolution - Findings of Fiscal Feasibility -
Proposed Portsmouth Square Improvements. File No. 200589. Copy: Each Supervisor.
(23)

From Miriam Moss, regarding Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization —
95 Nordhoff Street. File No. 200067. Copy: Each Supervisor. (24)



From Anonymous, regarding the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force’s unanimous vote to
end suspension of portions of the Sunshine Ordinance. Copy: Each Supervisor. (25)
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From: Mchugh, Eileen (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; BOS-Administrative Aides

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Laxamana, Junko (BOS); Ng, Wilson (BOS); PEARSON, ANNE (CAT)
Subject: FW: 18th Supplement - Shared Spaces Program

Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 5:25:00 PM

Attachments: Supplement 18_06092020.pdf

Hello,

The Office of the Mayor has submitted the attached Eighteenth Supplement to Mayoral
Proclamation Declaring the Existence of a Local Emergency.

Thank you,

Eileen McHugh

Executive Assistant

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Phone: (415) 554-7703 | Fax: (415) 554-5163

eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org| www.sfbos.org

From: Kittler, Sophia (MYR) <sophia.kittler@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 5:20 PM

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; BOS-Operations <bos-operations@sfgov.org>
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT) <Brad.Russi@sfcityatty.org>; PEARSON, ANNE (CAT)
<Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org>

Subject: 18th Supplement - Shared Spaces Program

Please find attached the 18th Supplement to the Mayoral Declaration, signed yesterday.
Sophia
Sophia Kittler

Office of Mayor London N. Breed
415554 6153


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EILEEN E MCHUGH
mailto:bos-supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-administrative-aides@sfgov.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org
mailto:alisa.somera@sfgov.org
mailto:junko.laxamana@sfgov.org
mailto:wilson.l.ng@sfgov.org
mailto:Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

EIGHTEENTH SUPPLEMENT TO MAYORAL PROCLAMATION DECLARING
THE EXISTENCE OF A LOCAL EMERGENCY DATED FEBRUARY 25, 2020

WHEREAS, California Government Code Sections 8550 et seq., San Francisco Charter
Section 3.100(14) and Chapter 7 of the San Francisco Administrative Code empower the
Mayor to proclaim the existence of a local emergency, subject to concurrence by the
Board of Supervisors as provided in the Charter, in the case of an emergency threatening
the lives, property or welfare of the City and County or its citizens; and

WHEREAS, On February 25, 2020, the Mayor issued a Proclamation (the

“Proclamation”) declaring a local emergency to exist in connection with the imminent
spread within the City of a novel (new) coronavirus (“COVID-19”); and

WHEREAS, On March 3, 2020, the Board of Supervisors concurred in the Proclamation
and in the actions taken by the Mayor to meet the emergency; and

WHEREAS, On March 4, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom proclaimed a state of
emergency to exist within the State due to the threat posed by COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, On March 6, 2020, the Health Officer declared a local health emergency
under Section 101080 of the California Health and Safety Code, and the Board of
Supervisors concurred in that declaration on March 10, 2020; and

WHEREAS, On March 16, 2020, the City’s Health Officer issued a stay safe at home
order, Health Officer Order No. C19-07 (the “Stay Safe At Home Order”), requiring most
people to remain in their homes subject to certain exceptions including obtaining
essential goods such as food and necessary supplies, and requiring the closure of non-
essential businesses; the Health Officer has amended the Stay Safe At Home Order to
modify the ongoing restrictions; and

WHEREAS, There have been 2,793 confirmed cases of COVID-19 within the City and
44 COVID-19-related deaths in the City; there have been more than 134,000 confirmed
cases in California and more than 4,600 COVID-19-related deaths in California; and

WHEREAS, This order and the previous orders issued during this emergency have all
been issued because of the propensity of the virus to spread person to person and also
because the virus physically is causing property loss or damage due to its proclivity to
attach to surfaces for prolonged periods of time; and



LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

WHEREAS, To control the spread of the virus and protect the public health, the Stay
Safe At Home Order has prohibited restaurants and non-essential retail from allowing
customers inside their premises. As part of the City’s reopening plan, it is anticipated
that the Health Officer will soon modify the Stay Safe At Home Order to allow
restaurants to offer outdoor dining and for retail businesses to offer indoor and outdoor
sale and display of goods with mitigation measures. Although the Health Officer does
not anticipate allowing restaurants to resume indoor dining in the next few weeks, it is
anticipated that the Stay Safe At Home Order will allow indoor dining later this summer
if epidemiological and health trends continue. Social distancing directives will apply to
these outdoor and indoor operations, limiting the ability of restaurants and retail to
operate at full capacity; and

WHEREAS, The threat of continued spread of the virus persists, and there is a risk that
relaxation of some restrictions will result in an increase in cases and strain our public
health system. Authorizing the use of more outdoor spaces like sidewalks, parking lanes,
and other City property will allow restaurants and retail to spread out their wares and
services to safely comply with the physical distancing requirements that the Health
Officer’s directives or orders will likely require so the City can continue to control the
public health emergency; and

WHEREAS, The emergency has also caused a severe economic impact on restaurants
and retail businesses and their employees. Temporarily allowing restaurants and retail
businesses to use more outdoor spaces and take greater advantage of the reopening
authorizations while waiving City fees associated with such use will ease the economic
burden on these businesses and allow some employees to return to work, thus promoting
the housing and health stability of these workers;

NOW, THEREFORE,

I, London N. Breed, Mayor of the City and County of San Francisco, proclaim that there
continues to exist an emergency within the City and County threatening the lives,
property or welfare of the City and County and its citizens;

In addition to the measures outlined in the Proclamation and in the Supplements to
the Proclamation dated March 11, March 13, March 17, March 18, March 23,
March 27, March 31, April 1, April 10, April 14, April 23, April 30, May 11, May
13, May 18, May 29, and June 2, 2020, it is further ordered that:
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(1) This Order creates a temporary program for retail businesses and restaurants to
occupy the public sidewalk and parking lane fronting their premises for retail businesses
to display and sell goods and merchandise and offer services and for restaurants to place
tables and chairs to offer outdoor dining, provided an adequate path of travel remains on
the sidewalk that provides disability access. The Director of Public Works (the “PW
Director”) is authorized to implement this temporary permit program. The PW Director
Is also authorized to modify the City’s existing parklet program to grant permits allowing
retail businesses and restaurants fronting or adjacent to an existing parklet to use the
parklet for those retail businesses to display and sell goods and merchandise and offer
services and/or for those restaurants to place tables and chairs and offer outdoor dining.

The PW Director shall issue rules and regulations to implement this program consistent
with this Order. The rules and regulations shall specify the area of the sidewalk or
parking lane that may be occupied and other safety and accessibility issues, and shall
include insurance and indemnity requirements, penalty and enforcement provisions, and
appeal rights for any permit that is denied, suspended, or revoked. The rules and
regulations may also impose other requirements the PW Director deems appropriate to
further the program.

Any permit that would authorize the occupancy of a parking lane must be approved by
the Director of Transportation or the Director’s designee. This Order does not authorize
the occupancy of a traffic lane, transit lane, transit stop, disabled parking space, bicycle
lane, or any other portion of the parking lane that, in the discretion of the Director of
Transportation or designee, would not be appropriate for occupancy. The Executive
Director of the Port, the General Manager of the Recreation and Park Department, and
the Director of the Treasure Island Development Authority, or their respective designees,
shall have the same authority as the Director of Transportation under this Order as to
streets under their jurisdiction.

The PW Director shall consult with the Department of Public Health, Fire Department,
Municipal Transportation Agency, Mayor’s Office on Disability, and Planning
Department to ensure the program is implemented safely, and the PW Director may
delegate aspects of review and approval to such departments. The permit holder shall be
responsible for ensuring the space occupied and services offered under the permit comply
with all laws requiring accessibility for people with disabilities and that the space and
services do not interfere with access to the public right of way for people with
disabilities.
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Any provision of City law that would conflict with this program, including but not
limited to portions of Article 5.2 and Sections 723.2 and 793 of the Public Works Code
and Chapter 94A of the Administrative Code is waived, and any provision of the Charter
or Municipal Code that would allow an appeal to the Board of Appeals regarding such
permits is waived. The City shall not charge a fee for permits issued under this program.
This Order shall not authorize conduct that is prohibited by orders or directives of the
Health Officer.

Permits issued under this program shall expire no later than December 31, 2020, and may
be extended by the PW Director or the PW Director’s designee. Permits shall not survive
the termination of this Order or the termination of the local emergency, whichever is
earlier, except that the PW Director may authorize a reasonable wind down period not to
exceed sixty days. This Order shall remain in effect during the local emergency unless
terminated earlier by the Mayor or the Board of Supervisors.

(2) In addition to any existing authority, the Director of Property, the General Manager
of the Recreation and Park Department, the Executive Director of the Port, and the
Director of the Treasure Island Development Authority (“TIDA”) are authorized to create
temporary programs to allow use of outdoor City property (including parks and public
rights of way such as sidewalks and streets) under their respective jurisdictions for
purposes of allowing retail businesses to sell goods and merchandise and offer services
and restaurants to place tables and chairs for outdoor dining. Notwithstanding any other
City law, the Director of Property, the General Manager of the Recreation and Park
Department, the Executive Director of the Port, and the Director of TIDA shall have
authority to approve the use of such property under their respective jurisdictions for this
purpose and may waive any fee normally associated with use of such areas. For any
program created under this Order, the Director of Property, the General Manager of the
Recreation and Park Department, the Executive Director of the Port, of the Director of
TIDA respectively shall issue rules and regulations governing the program consistent
with this Order. These rules and regulations shall specify the area that may be occupied
and other safety and accessibility issues, and may include insurance and indemnity
requirements, penalty and enforcement provisions, and any other requirement deemed
appropriate to further the program. The authorized user shall be responsible for ensuring
the space occupied and services offered comply with all laws requiring accessibility for
people with disabilities, and that the space and services do not interfere with access to the
public right of way for people with disabilities.
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Any provision of City law that would conflict with such a program is waived, including
but not limited to Charter Section 4.113 and Administrative Code Chapter 23. All other
contract terms required by the Administrative Code and Environment Code applicable to
agreements entered by the departments to implement this program must be included
unless the department head determines in writing that compliance with these laws is not
feasible due to exigencies or emergencies. Notwithstanding the foregoing, nothing in this
Order waives or modifies the requirements and restrictions of the Campaign and
Governmental Conduct Code, the approval requirements of Charter Section 9.118, or the
requirement for approval as to form by the City Attorney. This Order shall not authorize
conduct that is prohibited by orders or directives of the Health Officer. Agreements
entered by departments under programs adopted under this Order shall not survive the
termination of this Order or the termination of the local emergency, whichever is earlier,
except that the department may authorize a reasonable wind down period not to exceed
sixty days. This Order shall remain in effect during the local emergency unless
terminated earlier by the Mayor or the Board of Supervisors.

(3) This Order creates a temporary program to allow seating for any restaurant or limited
restaurant uses in existing privately owned public open spaces required under Section 138
of the Planning Code or under conditions of approval required by the Planning
Commission, provided that space will also remain open to the public. The Director of
Planning or the Director’s designee is authorized to implement this program and shall
issue rules and regulations to further the program. To the extent such use is not permitted
by Section 138 of the Planning Code or conditions of approval imposed by the Planning
Code, such provisions are hereby suspended, and any provision of the Charter or
Municipal Code authorizing an appeal to the Board of Appeals concerning authorizations
under this program is waived. The user of any space authorized under this Order shall
comply with all laws requiring accessibility for people with disabilities, and shall ensure
the space and services do not interfere with the accessibility of the public open space to
people with disabilities. This Order shall not authorize conduct that is prohibited by
orders or directives of the Health Officer. This Order shall remain in effect during the
local emergency unless terminated earlier by the Mayor or the Board of Supervisors.

(4) The department head or department head’s designee for any department with
authority to impose fees in connection with permits issued by the Interdepartmental Staff
Committee on Traffic and Transportation (“ISCOTT”) under Article 6 of the
Transportation Code is authorized to waive such fees for permits issued by ISCOTT to
retail businesses or restaurants to temporarily close a street, or portion of the street, for
purposes of outdoor retail or dining to facilitate compliance with the orders or guidance
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of public health officials. This Order shall not authorize conduct that is prohibited by
orders or directives of the Health Officer. This Order shall remain in effect during the
local emergency unless terminated earlier by the Mayor or the Board of Supervisors.

DATED: June 9, 2020 W

London N. Breed
Mayor of San Francisco

n:\govern\as202019690082\01452919.doc
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Subject: FW: CPUC - Verizon Wireless - City of San Francisco-SF PAC HEIGHTS 047 - A-414937
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 4:00:00 PM

Attachments: CPUC_722.pdf

From: CPUC Team <westareacpuc@verizonwireless.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 12:01 PM

To: GO159Areports@cpuc.ca.gov
Cc: westareacpuc@verizonwireless.com; CPC.Wireless <CPC.Wireless@sfgov.org>; Administrator,

City (ADM) <city.administrator@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; clarence.chavis@verizonwireless.com
Subject: CPUC - Verizon Wireless - City of San Francisco-SF PAC HEIGHTS 047 - A-414937

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

This is to provide your agency with notice according to the provisions of General Order No. 159A of
the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (“CPUC”) see attachment.
This notice is being provided pursuant to Section IV.C.2.
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verizon’

Jun 10, 2020

Consumer Protection and Enforcement Division
California Public Utilities Commission

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102
GO159Areports@cpuc.ca.gov

RE: Notification Letter for =~ SF PAC HEIGHTS 047 - A
SF PAC HEIGHTS 051 - A
SF PAC HEIGHTS 069 - A
SF_PACHTO028 - A

San Francisco, CA /GTE Mobilnet California LP

This is to provide the Commission with notice according to the provisions of General Order
No. 159A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California ( "CPUC") for the project
described in Attachment A.

A copy of this notification letter is also being provided to the appropriate local government
agency for its information. Should there be any questions regarding this project, or if you
disagree with any of the information contained herein, please contact the representative below.

Verizon Wireless

Ann Goldstein

Coordinator RE & Compliance - West Territory
1515 Woodfield Road, #1400

Schaumburg, IL 60173
WestAreaCPUC@VerizonWireless.com
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JURISDICTION

PLANNING MANAGER

CITY MANAGER

CITY CLERK

DIRECTOR OF SCHOOL BOARD

COUNTY

City of San Francisco

CPC.Wireless@sfgov.org

city.administrator@sfgov.org

Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

San Francisco

VZW Legal Entity

Site Name

Site Address

Tower Design

Size of Building or NA

GTE Mobilnet California LP

SF PAC HEIGHTS 047 - A

2035 LAGUNA ST., SAN FRANCISCO, CA94115

Public Lighting Structure

N/A

Site Latitude Site Longitude

PS Location Code

Tower Appearance

Tower Height (in feet) Type of Approval

Approval Issue Date

37°47'24.07"N

122°25'44.7"WNAD(83) 414937

Antenna Rad 30

32 Zoning

04/05/2019

Project Description: Install a small cell system on an existing light pole consisting of 1 antenna.

VZW Legal Entity

Site Name

Site Address

Tower Design

Size of Building or NA

GTE Mobilnet California LP

SF PAC HEIGHTS 051 - A

1960 VALLEJO ST, SAN FRANCISCO , CA94123

Public Lighting Structure

N/A

Site Latitude Site Longitude

PS Location Code

Tower Appearance

Tower Height (in feet) Type of Approval

Approval Issue Date

37°47'45.54"N

122°25'46.73"WNAD(83) 414941

Antenna Rad 26.1

31.7 Zoning

02/20/2020

Project Description: Install a small cell system on an existing light pole consisting of 1 antenna.
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VZW Legal Entity

Site Name

Tower Design Size of Building or NA

GTE Mobilnet California LP

SF PAC HEIGHTS 069 - A

2000 JACKSON ST, SAN FRANCISCO , CA94109

Public Lighting Structure N/A

Site Latitude

Site Longitude

PS Location Code

Tower Appearance

Tower Height (in feet)

Type of Approval

Approval Issue Date

37°47'36.06"N

122°25'41.222"WNAD(83)

414953

Antenna Rad 26.1

31.7

Permitting

02/20/2020

Project Description: Install a small cell system on an existing light pole consisting of 1 antenna.

VZW Legal Entity

Site Name

Site Address

Tower Design

Size of Building or NA

GTE Mobilnet California LP

SF_PACHT028 - A

2503 BUSH ST, San Francisco , CA94115

Utility pole/tower

N/A

Site Latitude

Site Longitude

PS Location Code

Tower Appearance

Tower Height (in feet)

Type of Approval

Approval Issue Date

37°47'10.741"N

122°26'18.601"WNAD(83)

414919

Antenna Rad 48.3

50.3

Zoning

01/23/2019

Project Description: Install a small cell system on an existing light pole consisting of 1 antenna.
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From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Subject: FW: Open

Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:30:00 AM

From: Thalia Georgopoulos <thalia@movingmedia.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 4, 2020 7:12 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Open

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Please open the businesses up ,especially the restaurants already.lt doesn’t make sense to keep them closed when the
rest of the cities in California are opening, the rest of the states are opening, the rest of the WORLD is
opening.There will be nothing left but blight.Nobody socially distanced these mass protests where people where on
top of each other.,and there didn’t seem to be much concern from whoever these health officials are.Enough
already.You people don’t comprehend how much has been lost, and that it WON’T come back.There are no
infinitely deep pockets that can sit it out for months.The government and city help is bullshit.6.5 million doesn’t
even open one restaurant.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Request for Data: Out-of-County Attempts to Access SF County Housing Resources, Hotel Rooms.
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 4:25:00 PM

From: rjsloan <rjsloan@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:29 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Request for Data: Out-of-County Attempts to Access SF County Housing Resources,
Hotel Rooms.

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

FYI (See email to Mayor Breed below).

Sent from my Metro By T-Mobile 4G LTE Android Device

———————— Original message --------

From: rjsloan <rjsloan@yahoo.com>

Date: 6/9/20 6:23 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: Mayor London Breed <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>

Cc: Matt Haney Office <matt.haney@sfgov.org>, sandra.fewer@sfgov.org,
catherine.stefani@sfgov.org, aaron.peskin@sfgov.org, gordon.mar@sfgov.org,
dean.preston@sfgov.org, normon.vee@sfgov.org, rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org,
hillary.ronen@sfgov.org, shamann.walton@sfgov.org, ahsha.safai@sfgov.org

Subject: Request for Data: Out-of-County Attempts to Access SF County Housing Resources, Hotel

Rooms.

Dear Mayor Breed,

Thank you for attending today's full S.F. B.O.S. meeting. | very much was aligned with the
nuanced legislative priorities you put forward and the collaborative spirit.

However, in response to Supervisor Preston's queries, you referenced a concern that out-
of-County demand for City-sourced (and mandated) hotel rooms was potentially leaving the
San Francisco homeless Black community de-prioritized for both short and long-term
shelter (I'm paraphrasing if you'll forgive me).

Please provide me with the source-data the City compiles on out-of-County individual
ATTEMPTS to access SF City/County-mandated hotel rooms and shelter space of all
categories. Does the city attempt documented intake procedures or issue DENIAL OF
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SERVICE correspondence to each applicant? Is racial data collected during intake? Please
explain.

| also ask for the data your office relies upon to make decisions on the PACE of housing
our City's homeless neighbors. You've responded to concerns around delays in filling up
hotel rooms repeatedly in multi-media statements by reminding people of 'the reality’ of
getting our homeless neighbors housed ASAP.

Respectfully,

Randall Sloan

SF Department of Building Inspection SRO Taskforce, SRO Tenant Representative
(Appointed by S.F. B.O.S. in 2019).

CONTACT:

(415) 465-3261 (Texts Preferred)

RISLOAN@YAHOO.COM

Sent from my Metro By T-Mobile 4G LTE Android Device
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From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Reusable bags
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 4:25:00 PM

From: Julie Newbold <julieanewbold@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 5:03 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Reusable bags

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear Board of Supervisors,

The favor of a reply is requested. Regards, Julie Newbold

On Thu, Jun 4, 2020 at 10:08 PM Julie Newbold <julieanewbold@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear supervisors,

| respectfully ask that you lift the local ordinance and resume allowing reusable bags.
The environmental waste and damage exceeds the slight risk of virus transmission.
This ordinance has gone on too long. It's time to reverse it.

Restore San Francisco as a leader for the environment.

Thank you and yes, | would like a response.

Julie Newbold

Julie Newbold
Www.yogajoywithjulie.com

https://www.linkedin.com/in/julieanewbold/
415.810.5653
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From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Mask Rule Going Too Far
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 4:25:00 PM

From: Jordan Davis <jodav1026@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 31, 2020 7:40 AM

To: Aragon, Tomas (DPH) <tomas.aragon@sfdph.org>; grant.colfax@sfgov.org; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

Cc: mano.raju@sfgov.org; Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Mask Rule Going Too Far

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

(Iusually don't use profanity on government email, but this has me enraged so much, | don't know if
| can express it any other way)

Alright, as a person who has trouble wearing a face covering for an extended period of time due to
disability, the new mask rule goes too far.

Since people will now be required to wear masks outside their home, that will give police more a
reason to cite people, and no doubt, many black and brown folk are gonna get cited (I live in the TL,
not a lot of people wear masks, and it cuts across racial lines), as well as poor people, disabled
people, trans people, etc. And yes, these fears are real among communities of color (1) And since
the fines are $1000, it is likely that the city is going to try to make bank off of this and profit. | know
how cities get when they have a budget crisis, write more tickets to fleece the rest of us (2). Worse
yet, with police brutality being in the news, should we be putting more individual mandates on
people???

And when people can't pay the fines, they are sent to jail, which will undo whatever reforms this city
has pursued, and turn our jails into COVID hospots. This is why | am copying the chief public
defender, because this measure may have the effect of criminalizing more people.

| am sick and tired of these orders being fucking rammed through without any fair hearing, without
any input from the community and without thinking through possible unintended consequences.
Yes, we are in crisis, but places are opening up without even requiring face masks. | didn't want to
share this, buf | was recently in Yuma, AZ for a few days right after the governor opened up the state
(made possible by stimulus check), and very few places require face masks, and those places that
didn't require face masks had 70-80% of their customers masked voluntarily (5 days after | left Yuma,
and 5 days after | took extra precautions, | got tested, and they just came back negative). WHY THE
FUCK DO WE HAVE TO TIGHTEN UP FACE MASK REQUIREMENTS IN WAYS THAT HARM
MARGINALIZED COMMUNITIES. IF ONLY 80% OF PEOPLE VOLUNTARILY WORE MASKS, WHICH WE
COULD GET TO IN SF, RATES WOULD PLUMMET (3).
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| AM A PERSON WITH A VALID DISABILITY THAT MAKES IT HARD FOR ME TO WEAR MASKS FOR A
SUSTAINED PERIOD OF TIME (4) | AM SICK AND TIRED OF REAL DISABILITY CONCERNS BEING

Dr. Aragon, | figured you would be a lot more sensitive to the needs of people of color (5), but since
you work for a mayoral administration that is literally blowing off the Board of Supervisors on their
legislation that would help homeless people (many of whom are black and brown) shelter in place
(6), that has a long history of cruelty towards (mostly black and brown) homeless folks (7), and is so
full of corruption and graft that the pandemic is the only reason the mayor is getting away with this
(8), I just don't think anybody from the mayor's office has any credibility anymore. Plus, there are
plenty of articles about face masks and racial justice concerns (9)(10)(11)

Dr. Colfax, | am ashamed that you are a member of the LGBTQ community in San Francis....oh, wait,
you don't even live in this city, you live in a mansion in Sausalito when you could afford to live here. |
am sick and tired of white, wealthy, gay Hah-vid educated men who go around oppressing people of
color, disabled folks, trans folks, and poor folks, and putting us in jail and out on the streets. You
don't know anything about our lives and our vulnerabilities. You don't understand that high fines and
jails await us, and it will just take one nose slip or one person eating on the street for our lives to be
ruined. And once again, you are a crony to a mayor that would have resigned by now if the
pandemic hadn't taken attention off the Nuru affair.

And before you say | am spewing right wing talking points, Oregon's governor (who is probably the
left-most governor in the US), doesn't even want universal masking, at least not on the customer
end (12). Not only that, but San Bernardino County (13) and Riverside County (14), both tilt blue
diverse counties, have dropped their mask laws, why can't we.

And you know what, since | didn't make overt threats to commit a criminal act in this email, it's
considered FREE SPEECH, YES, EVEN IF | USE PROFANITY! If law enforcement shows up at my door as
a result of this email, it will be taken as an act of state repression. DPH, run by people who take an
oath to "do no harm" has waltzed right into becoming ersatz police with this newest order. | have no
respect for law enforcement, and that includes you in DPH, | just know that this order will likely lead
to a police brutality incident (much like what happened with George Floyd), even if it is done for so-
called public health. Well, | say fuck the police, whether they be cops, sheriffs, the FBI, ICE/Border
Patrol, or public health officers. | have nothing to lose by not being genteel.

I'm done here, | have done a lot for this city, served on one of the worst commissions with honor,
volunteered in so many ways before COVID-19 hit, and now, | feel | can't stay here (and frankly, the
only reason | am staying in this city is because | need DPH's wraparound services for a vaginoplasty).
This city has not really opened up for all of us, and it's really fucking shameful, and | do not know
what to do.

Sincerely,
Jordan Davis
(pronouns: she/her)



District 6

PS: Yes, | have been social distancing, washing my hands, and otherwise not going out unless
needed.

PPS: I am NOT a right-wing Trump supporter. | am a disabled, socialist, police harassment survivor,
formerly homeless,, lesbian transgender woman who lives in an SRO who supports #blacklivesmatter
and #abolishice and who came here from a conservative area.

PPPS: Once again, as of this morning, | tested negative, NOT asymptomatic, but NEGATIVE, even
after high risk activity.

PPPPS: | am NOT anti-vax, | am pro-vax and | hope they come out with it sooner rather than later.
However, with capitalism, it may not be equitably distributed.

mask-2020-4
(11) https://www.nbcnews.com/news/nbcblk/black-men-fear-homemade-masks-could-exacerbate-

racial-profiling-n1179236
(12) https://www.thelundreport.org/content/oregon-reopens-more-masks-required-certain-

restrictions-place-through-september
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BOS-11
File No. 200126

From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Cc: Carroll, John (BOS)

Subject: letters for File No. 200126

Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 11:30:00 AM
Attachments: 27 letters to regarding File No. 200126.pdf

Hello Supervisors,
Please find attached 27 letters for File No. 200126

File No. 200126 - Resolution supporting the non-violent activists facing prosecution in
Sonoma County over their attempt to expose the conditions of animals in factory farms.

Thank you,

Jackie Hickey

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Phone: (415) 554-5184 | Direct: (415) 554-7701
jacqueline.hickey@sfgov.org| www.sfbos.org
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From: Dean Wyrzykowski

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 4:21:54 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,
| am amember of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing chargesin
Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing
those who try to addressit. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of justice by
supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Dean Wyrzykowski

Dean Wyrzykowski

University of California, Berkeley
Class of 2019 | Political Economy
(818)402-3600
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From: Almira Tanner

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 4:22:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am the lead organizer of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere. | am
also facing seven felony chargesin Sonoma County for exposing and documenting criminal
animal cruelty and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. | am reaching out to you
to ask you to support me and my co-defendantsin this case by passing the resolution pending
before the Board of Supervisorsthis Tuesday.

We continue to see, now more than ever, that what happens around the world or around the
country isour problem and our responsibility, too. While these charges may be in Sonoma
County, | believeit isthe right thing to do for San Francisco to take a stand. The products
from these farms are sold in stores across the city and residents of San Francisco have been
arrested and charged in Sonoma County as well. We cannot turn away from violence,
regardless of where it takes place. San Francisco has always been on the forefront of justice.
Thank you for your previous support of animal welfare and animal rightsissues and | hope
you will vote yes tomorrow.

Sincerely,

Almira Tanner
Lead Organizer

,
-]

Direct Action Everywhere
she/her/hers

Help DxE #CancelAnimalAg
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From: Alicia Santurio

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 4:50:34 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

I am a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Alicia Santurio
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From: James Pipe

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 4:57:45 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am aresident and property owner in San Francisco (District 8) and a member of the grassroots animal rights group
Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges in Sonoma County for
exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. It is completely unjust for
authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing those who try to addressit. | urge you to stand with the activists
on the side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
James Pipe
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From: Alice Liu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support activists facing charges in Sonoma County
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 5:01:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am aBay Arearesident who lived in SF until afew months ago, and a member of the
grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing chargesin
Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing
those who try to addressiit. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of justice by
supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisorsthis Tuesday. Along with
Berkeley, you will help protect nonviolent whistleblowers who try to expose corporate
malfeasance.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Alice

The reasonable [person] adapts [themself] to the world; the unreasonable one persists in
trying to adapt the world to [themself]. Therefore all progress depends on the unreasonable
[person]. (Also, be unreasonable enough to make an old famous quote more inclusive.) -
George Bernard Shaw

“HENARRLBEHEL Y MR FEENAR BFEHERNLHAEEE VAT,
HLFRR BV ESERRARERE A, 7 - TraaaiE o
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From: Christopher St. John

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Please vote for the Right to Rescue resolution on June 9th.
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 5:30:21 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

I’'m a small business owner. I've run a small advertising agency in the San Francisco
Bay Area for more than ten years (stjohncreative.com) and my biggest clients are in
San Francisco.

I’'m writing to ask you to support the people who are facing charges in Sonoma
County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is wrong for the local authorities to ignore systemic animal abuse
while punishing those who try to address it.

| urge you to stand on the side of justice by voting for the Right to Rescue
resolution tomorrow, June 9"

Why we need to act:

Animals are starving and dying of thirst in commercial facilities at a very large scale,

and the suffering is immense. And the recent “euthanasia” programs driven by the
COVID-19 shutdown have increased the suffering by an order of magnitude.

The authorities have done nothing, even when documented reports are made through
approved channels.
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These large animal agriculture corporations are theoretically regulated by local and

state officials, but as large local political donors, the companies stymie real action by
the local sheriff or District Attorney.

It's important that other jurisdictions weigh in on this issue, because Californians care
about cruelty happening anywhere in our state, and public scrutiny helps drive action

Environmental and health concerns:

Without close oversight, these farms also engage in the kinds of unsafe behavior, like
widespread antibiotic overuse, that helps them in the short run but creates disease

problems in the long run. We are likely breeding the next pandemic right now in a

factory farm: multi-antibiotic resistant bacteria. These new killers could be far
worse than what we’ve already seen from COVID-19.

The lack of governmental oversight also frees the farms to engage in polluting

activities that go on for years, even decades, which damages the environment.
Animal agriculture is also a large contributor to climate change.

It's good for San Francisco:

My work in the marketing industry suggests to me that taking this kind of bold stance
is very much on-brand for San Francisco, and in sync with other forward-looking
actions taken by San Francisco over its history. San Francisco is synonymous with

“thought leader.” That’'s one of things that makes our amazing city such a magnet for
the best and brightest from all over the world.



Taking this action now keeps us in a prominent position in a movement that has

gained traction worldwide in recent years: The ending of our systemic cruelty towards
animals. The most recent aspect of this is the California Fur Ban, which California
passed last year.

Thank you for taking the time to read this. | hope you will be voting to help
animals and whistleblowers on June 9",

Regards,

Christopher St. John
Creative Director & Writer
St. John Creative

cstjohncreative@gmail.com
cell 415-412-9675

landline 510-775-7620

conference dial-in: (515) 604-9929
participant access code: 488284#
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From: Ernst Karel

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: In support of nonviolent antispeciesist activists
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 5:54:03 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere, and | am
writing to ask you to support our resolution to support the nonviolent animal rights activists
facing charges in Sonoma County.

We as a society absolutely must know what the conditions are inside of animal agricultural
facilities, and these activists are performing a public good by trying to make those
conditions known. Among the many reasons why this is such a crucial service are the now-
undeniable links between animal agriculture and the emergence of pandemic disease
amongst the human population of the planet. Another is the adverse effects of animal
agriculture on ecological systems, in terms of methane emissions and many other factors.
Another is that many members of the public are simply uninformed about the violent and
horrific nature of the conditions inside these facilities, due to dishonest claims and
misleadingly bucolic imagery coming from the industry itself. The public needs to be
informed about what's at stake, including ethically, in their consumer decisions.

Sincerely,
Ernst Karel
Sausalito CA
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From: Monica Martella

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Right to rescue resolution pending tomorrow.
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:00:15 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Greetings.

I'm a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action eEverywhere. I'm reaching
out to ask you to support my friends who are facing charges in Sonoma County for exposing
factory farm conditions and trying to help sick and dying animals.

It's completely wrong for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing those who try to
address it. Please stand on the side of justice with the activists by supporting our resolution
pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday, tomorrow, June Sth.

The prosecution of whistleblowers is awaste of taxpayer money desperately needed to help
those in need.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
MonicaMartella
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From: Makayla Pickett

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support nonviolent activists exposing animal abuse!
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:07:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,
| am amember of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing chargesin
Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing
those who try to addressiit. | urge you to stand with the activists, and your constituents, who
increasingly care about how animals are raised in commercial facilities. Stand on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.
The prosecution of nonviolent whistleblowers is awaste of taxpayer resources. We should be
protecting activists who are trying to expose corporate malfeasance. The fact that companies
make money off of animals does not exempt them from the law. We must protect the
whistleblowers who are exposing the diseases inside farms. If we don’t change our food
system now, we could find ourselves with a new, highly lethal, rapidly moving pandemic that
could kill millions of people. The recent coronavirus, like SARS, the Spanish Flu, and many
other outbreaks before it, is a zoonotic pathogen — meaning it is transmitted between humans
and animals. Factory farms are petri dishes for brewing pandemic disease, with animals
crowded together by the tens of thousands and surrounded by feces and urine. This makes
them highly susceptible to viral and bacterial infections.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Makayla Pickett
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From: deluks917

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:17:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

Please stand behind the activists exposing animal cruelty, not the companies perpetuating
it. Prosecuting non-violent whistleblowers is unpopular and against democratic values.
Please make the right choice.

Best,

Anthony Deluca
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From: David Alcalay

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support the Right to Rescue Resolution!
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:31:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am emailing you asking you to support the Right to Rescue Resolution. Activist
whistleblowers who have exposed horrible conditions inside of factory farms here in
California, aswell as across the United States, are facing persecution for taking a stand to
speak the truth. These activists are friends of mine, and your support could make the
difference between setting standards that encourage or criminalize whistleblowers within the
Animal-Ag industry.

| spoke before you on October 1st, 2019, urging you to fight to keep self-imposed industry
standards from becoming industry regulations. | am asking you to do the same now.

Further, industry standard practices involving antibiotic use within factory farms are every day
causing more of arisk of creating another, deadlier pandemic than the one we face even now.
By supporting these activists who risked their lives to expose the horrible conditions within
the Animal-Ag industry, you will be paving the way for more transparency within the industry
—transparency that might just save us from the next pandemic.

Tomorrow, please vote to support the Right to Rescue Resolution.
Sincerely,
David Alcalay

Organizer
Direct Action Everywhere
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From: Alice Dee

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Please Support the Right to Rescue Resolution Proposed by DxE
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:00:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a resident of San Francisco, and | am writing on behalf of myself and the
thousands of members of We Care About Animals, as well as a member of the
grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere (DXE).

| wish to ask that you support my fellow DxE activists currently facing charges in
Sonoma County for exposing the dreadful conditions that animals are suffering in in
factory farms in this very state and for trying to rescue sick and dying animals from
the farms and take them for veterinary care at their own expense. To we who care
about animals, that just seems like the right thing to do.

We also find it completely unjust for authorities in Sonoma to deliberately turn a blind
eye towards animal abuse occurring on these farms while punishing those very
activists who try to address it after first requesting help from those same authorities. |
urge you to stand with my fellow activists on the side of justice, compassion and
decency by supporting Direction Action Everywhere’s Right to Rescue resolution that
is pending before the Board of Supervisors this coming Tuesday, June 8th.

San Francisco has a strong reputation when it comes to upholding justice for the
downtrodden, and this important issue is ideal for our city to take a firm stand on. |
hope we can count on your support.

Thank you so much for your consideration, and you have my permission to read this
letter at the Board of Supervisors’ meeting where DXE’s Right to Rescue Resolution
will be heard.

Sincerely,
Alice Dee

Founder, We Care About Animals
Member, Direct Action Everywhere
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From: Victoria T. Gu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support for the resolution on Sonoma County charges
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:39:39 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

I'm a San Francisco resident writing in support of the resolution going before the Board of
Supervisors on Tuesday. I'm proud to live in a city with progressive values, and one of those
values is making sure that corporations are held accountable for animal abuse. We need
whistleblowers to expose what's happening inside factory farms. "Ag-gag" laws around the
country and the harsh prosecutions these activists are facing in Sonoma County are al
evidence that the industry is trying to intimidate and silence people. | urge members of the
Board to vote "yes' on the resolution on Tuesday.

Thank you,
VictoriaGu


mailto:gu.victoria.t@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=8055965&GUID=39BC6B63-2B8E-4231-924A-885BDFF0B081

From: Jorge Maya

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:48:53 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am aresident of San Francisco and a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges in Sonoma County for
exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. It is completely unjust for
authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing those who try to addressit. | urge you to stand with the activists
on the side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Jorge Maya


mailto:jorge@17secondsagency.com
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From: Rocky Chau

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:53:46 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a native San Franciscan and a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct
Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore criminal animal abuse
while punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side
of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this
Tuesday. | grew up seeing San Francisco taking bold action for justice by granting marriage
licenses in the steps of City Hall back in 2004. Despite the unwarranted nationwide
backlash, we were unapologetic about it because it was the right thing to do. We have
another opportunity to do the right thing and support non-violent activists who are simply
doing what any of us would do and help animals.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Rocky Chau
Rocky Chau
2] Organizer
Direct Action Everywhere
He / They
2]

directactioneverywhere.com
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From: Tania Campos Suarez

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support for Resolution re Animal Activists
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 9:00:19 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

B Resolution video final.mov
Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors tomorrow.

| am attaching a video that includes many of our members speaking in support of this resolution
as well.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Tania Campos
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From: Greg Keydel

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 9:04:27 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a resident of San Francisco and a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct
Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Gregory Baylus Keydel
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From: Lauri Green

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 9:06:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

My name is Lauri Green and | am 15 year SF resident and a member of the grassroots
animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere. | am also a former molecular biologist who
worked in research at UCSF for the last 14 years.

I am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing the whistleblowers who expose it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the
side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this
Tuesday.

Many of these activists, like myself, reside in San Francisco and these farms supply to
businesses in San Francisco. These farms are selling the dead bodies of diseased and
dying animals right here in our city. It doesn’t take a background in molecular biology to
understand why these farms are a threat to public health and safety. The next pandemic is
brewing in farms just like this - where overcrowding and lack of medical care create the
perfect conditions for superbugs to evolve.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Lauri Green
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From: Marbrisa Flores

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 9:47:04 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

I am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Marbrisa Flores
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From: Jessica Pickett

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Please support non-violent activists exposing animal abuse
Date: Monday, June 8, 2020 11:12:44 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a member of the grassroots animals rights group Direct Action Everywhere. I'm writing
to ask you to support the right to rescue resolution. Your support would help my friends and
colleagues who are facing charges in Sonoma County for exposing horrible factory farm
conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. Not only is the prosecution
of non-violent whistleblowers a waste of taxpayer resources, but it's wrong to punish those who
are trying to address the problem of animal abuse in commercial facilities. | beg you to stand with
the activists on the side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board on June
oth.

| really appreciate your consideration!

With many thanks,

Jessica Pickett


mailto:pickettpack@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Ryan Pickett

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Request for your support of the right to rescue resolution
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 12:03:05 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am writing in hopes that you will join me in supporting non-violent activists who are dedicated to exposing animal
abuse. | am amember of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere. | am so very proud of my
friends and colleagues who are working hard to protect animals against abuse. They are facing chargesin Sonoma
County for exposing terrible factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. Their
work not only helps the animals, but it also helps protect us from from future pandemic diseases that are brewed in
factory farms where animals are crowded by the tens of thousands surrounded by feces and urine.

| urge you to support our resolution pending before the Board on June Sth. | wish | could be there in person to
support the resolution to disavow the prosecution of non-violent whistleblowers.

Thank you in advance for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Ryan Pickett


mailto:ryan.e.pickett@gmail.com
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From: Rasa Petrauskaite

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Right to Rescue resolution
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 5:55:31 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Hello Supervisors,
I’m avolunteer with Direct Action Everywhere.

Please support the peaceful activists who rescued some sick animals from animal agriculture
facilities and documented conditions there.

Animal agriculture industry plays arolein getting them charged with multiple felonies. They
were charged probably in order to scare them from documenting conditions again or taking out
any other animals.

Please side with activists. They are on the side of compassion and what is morally right.

Best regards,
Rasa Petrauskaite

Rasa Petrauskaite
DXE Press


mailto:rasa@directactioneverywhere.com
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From: Noah Gresham-Lancaster

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 7:09:15 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am aresident of Oakland, a member of the grassroots animal rights group

Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing chargesin
Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing
those who try to addressiit. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of justice by
supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Please as bay area community members we deserve legal protection.
Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Noah Gresham-L ancaster
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From: Brianna Baer Art

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Support nonviolent activists
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 7:46:49 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| Bay Arearesident and a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action
Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges
in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick
and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while
punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of
justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Brianna Martelozzo
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From: Wendy Bramble

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Public Comment for Right to Rescue Resolution
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 9:14:29 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,
| am amember of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing charges in Sonoma County for
exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and dying animals. It is completely unjust for
authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing those who try to addressit. | urge you to stand with the activists
on the side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors this Tuesday. Having
been to these factory farmsin Sonoma County myself -- which are labeled as free range, organic, humane farms -- |
can say their businesses are truly misleading the public, and causing immense suffering and pain to the animals they
raise.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Wendy Bramble
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From: Wayne Hsiung

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Please support the right to rescue resolution!
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 10:22:49 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

San Francisco has aways stood for compassion, and social justice. I'm hoping the Board can
show this again by supporting the right to rescue resolution today!

Wayne Hsiung
Organizer
Compassionate Bay
(510) 680-0101
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From: Belinda Yu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Please Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 10:50:44 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,
I'm a proud member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing chargesin
Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to give aid to sick and
dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore animal abuse while punishing
those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the activists on the side of justice by
supporting our resolution pending before the Board of Supervisors today. We must protect
the whistleblowers who are exposing the diseases inside farms. If we don’t change our
food system now, we could find ourselves with a new, highly lethal, rapidly moving
pandemic that could kill millions of people.

Thank you so much for your consideration!
Sincerely,

Belinda
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From: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Support non violent activists exposing animal abuse
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 2:36:00 PM

From: Toli Zaslavskiy <toli@tolicodes.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 11:49 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support non violent activists exposing animal abuse

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

| a member of the grassroots animal rights group Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing
charges in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to
give aid to sick and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore
animal abuse while punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the
activists on the side of justice by supporting our resolution pending before the Board
of Supervisors today .
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 2:36:00 PM

From: Josean hernandez <josherz9010@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:58 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Non-Violent Activists Exposing Animal Abuse

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

| am a resident of San Francisco and a member of the grassroots animal rights group
Direct Action Everywhere.

| am reaching out to ask you to support my friends and colleagues who are facing
charges in Sonoma County for exposing factory farm conditions and attempting to
give aid to sick and dying animals. It is completely unjust for authorities to ignore
animal abuse while punishing those who try to address it. | urge you to stand with the
activists on the side of JUSTICE by supporting our resolution pending before the
Board of Supervisors this Tuesday. This action is part of healing our society and
world!.

Thank you so much for your consideration!

Sincerely,
Josean M. Hernandez
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BOS-11
File No. 200375

From: Mary Bhojwani
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); Major. Erica (BOS)
Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff

(BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); Yee. Norman (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Breed, Mayor London (MYR); Cityattorney; PRADHAN, MANU (CAT); Andrew Zacks; Emily Lowther Brough;
Emma Heinichen

Subject: Submission for Today"s 1:30 PM Land Use Committee Meeting re: File. No.: 200375
Date: Monday, June 1, 2020 9:26:11 AM

Attachments: 2020.06.01 Submission to Land Use Committee re File. No. 200375.pdf
Importance: High

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors Land Use Committee and Clerk of the Committee:

We are submitting the attached letter on behalf of the San Francisco Apartment Association,
Small Property Owners of San Francisco, Coalition for Better Housing and the San Francisco
Association of Realtorsregarding File. No.: 200375 - Administrative Code COVID-19 Tenant
Protections, listed as Item 2 on today’ s Regular Agenda. Thank you for circulating copies to
the Board Members and adding our submission to the official record.

Kindly confirm receipt of this submission at your earliest opportunity.
Thank you.

Regards,
Mary

Mary Bhojwani

Assistant to Andrew M. Zacks
Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 956-8100
Facsimile: (415) 288-9755
www.zfplaw.com

This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged material for the sole
use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies. Unless expressly stated,
nothing in this communication should be regarded as tax advice.
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ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON 235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, California 94104

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION Telephone (415) 956-8100
Facsimile (415) 288-9755
www.zfplaw.com

June 1, 2020

Honorable Aaron Peskin

Honorable Ahsha Safai

Honorable Dean Preston

Land Use Committee of the

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place VIA EMAIL
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  Proposed San Francisco Ordinance No. 200375
Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors Land Use Committee:

We write on behalf of the San Francisco Apartment Association, Small Property Owners
of San Francisco, Coalition for Better Housing, the San Francisco Association of Realtors, and
numerous individual housing providers throughout the City and County of San Francisco. We
understand that proposed San Francisco Ordinance No. 200375 (the “Ordinance”) will be heard
before the San Francisco Land Use and Transportation Committee today, June 1, 2020. The
Ordinance would restrict residential landlords from ever accessing unlawful detainer procedures
for tenants’ failure to pay their rent during a specified time period for COVID-19 related reasons.
But San Francisco has no power to permanently override state law in this way. Thus, the
Ordinance violates constitutional law, state law, and Governor Newsom’s Executive Order
temporarily suspending unlawful detainer procedures. And, ironically, the Ordinance would
ultimately lead to more evictions.

First, San Francisco (the “City”) does not have the legal authority to permanently deprive
landlords of their unlawful detainer (“UD”) rights for any term of non-payment. Although the
Ordinance purports to fit within the power delegated to localities by the Governor’s March 16,
2020 Executive Order N-28-20 (the “Order”), the Order does not—and could not—allow
localities to undercut the state UD procedure after the COVID-19 emergency ends.

The Order derives its apparent authority from the California Emergency Services Act
(“ESA”). The ESA permits the Governor, during a state of emergency, to “suspend any
regulatory statute, or statute prescribing the procedure for conduct of state business, or the
orders, rules, or regulations of any state agency . . . where the Governor determines and declares



San Francisco Board of Supervisors Land Use Committee
June 1, 2020
Page 2

that strict compliance with any statute, order, rule, or regulation would in any way prevent,
hinder, or delay the mitigation of the effects of the emergency.” (Gov. Code § 8571, emph. add.)
The Governor’s orders under the ESA “shall have the force and effect of law.” (Gov. Code §
8567(a).) Orders under the ESA, however, “shall be of no further force or effect” after the
state of emergency is terminated. (Gov. Code 8§ 8567(b), emph. add.)

Consistent with the limited lifespan of all orders under the ESA, the Order here permits a
locality to temporarily limit evictions for non-payment of rent due to the COVID-19 crisis. In
pertinent part, the Order provides:

1) The time limitation set forth in Penal Code section 396, subdivision (f),
concerning protections against residential eviction, is hereby waived. Those
protections shall be in effect through May 31, 2020.

2) Any provision of state law that would preempt or otherwise restrict a local
government’s exercise of its police power to impose substantive limitations on . . .
evictions . . . is hereby suspended to the extent that it would preempt or
otherwise restrict such exercise . . . . [T]he statutory cause of action for unlawful
detainer, Code of Civil Procedure section 1161 et seq., and any other statutory
cause of action that could be used to evict or otherwise eject a residential . . .
tenant . . . is suspended only as applied to any tenancy . . . to which a local
government has imposed a limitation on eviction pursuant to this paragraph 2, and
only to the extent of the limitation imposed by the local government. Nothing in
this Order shall relieve a tenant of the obligation to pay rent, nor restrict a
landlord’s ability to recover rent due.

The protections in this paragraph 2 shall be in effect through May 31, 2020,
unless extended.

(Order, emphasis added.) On May 29, 2020, the expiration date in paragraphs 1 & 2 of the Order
was extended for 60 days, to July 30, 2020. The Order therefore allows municipalities to suspend
access to unlawful detainer procedures only for a four-month period (unless extended). Indeed, it
specifically provides that it does not “restrict a landlord’s ability to recover rent due.”

In contrast to the Order, the Ordinance provides that a landlord is permanently deprived
of the remedy of UD action to obtain unpaid rent, if the rent was unpaid for a COVID-19 related
reason during the time the Order is in place—from March 16, 2020 to July 30, 2020, unless
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extended (the “COVID-19 Period”). But that permanent deprivation necessarily falls outside the
scope of the ESA and the Order under the ESA since those authorities permits only the
temporary suspension of state law. (See In re Juan C. (1994) 28 Cal.App.4th 1093, 1101 [ruling
that a local curfew imposed under the ESA was constitutional because it was imposed “only so
long as an emergency exists”].) Further, the Order unambiguously states: “Nothing in this
Order shall . . . restrict a landlord’s ability to recover rent due.”

Nor does the City have authority to enact the Ordinance under its police powers. An
exercise of a city’s police powers cannot conflict with state law. (Cal. Const. Art. XI, 8 7.) The
specific purpose of a UD action is to provide landlords a summary proceeding for recovery of
possession of their properties based (in part) on any unpaid rent. (Birkenfeld v. City of Berkeley
(1976) 17 Cal.3d 129, 149-151.) Additional procedural requirements imposed by local
government that are not found in the UD statutes raise impermissible procedural barriers
between landlords and that judicial proceeding. (Ibid.) Here, the City would not only be
imposing an additional procedural “requirement” on the UD process, it would be permanently
depriving landlords of that process to recover unpaid rents and possession of their property in
certain circumstances. The Ordinance is thus inimical to the purpose of the UD statutes. Indeed,
given that the Ordinance purportedly amends the San Francisco Rent Ordinance, if a landlord
attempts to recover such rents through the filing of a UD action, the Ordinance subjects the
landlord to civil and criminal penalties under existing law. The UD statutes thus preempt the
Ordinance.

The City’s finding that the Ordinance is permissible and/or consistent with the California
Tenant Protection Act of 2019 (“AB 1482”) does not save the Ordinance from preemption. First,
while AB 1482 permits local government to enact “more protective” eviction laws, it expressly
provides that any such protections must not be “prohibited by any other provision of law.” (Civ.
Code 8§ 1946.2(g)(1)(B)(ii).) Indeed, compliance with one state law does not authorize conflict
with another. (San Diego Gas & Electric Co. v. City of Carlsbad (1998) 64 Cal.App.4th 785,
804.)

Second, the Ordinance violates due process and results in an unconstitutional taking of
private property without compensation. The Ordinance devalue landlords’ properties by not
permitting landlords to use the summary UD procedure to recover possession of their properties
despite continued nonpayment of rents. This necessarily means that landlords will be required to
invoke the more arduous civil debt recovery process to attempt to remediate the nonpayment
issue, even though landlords did not cause the problem to which tenants may now be exposed.
(Levin v. City and County of San Francisco (2014) 71 F.Supp.3d 1072; Nollan v. California
Coastal Com’n (1987) 483 U.S. 825; Dolan v. City of Tigard (1994) 512 U.S. 374.) Further, as
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enacted and drafted, the Ordinance will unlawfully force property owners to accept occupants on
their property without compensation. (See, Loretto v. Teleprompter Manhattan CATV Corp.
(1982) 458 U.S. 419, 435.)

Finally, the Ordinance ironically would likely increase the number of evictions after the
COVID-19 crisis ends. The Ordinance would lull tenants into a false sense of security that they
could ignore their contractual obligations during the course of the COVID-19 Period, which is
currently four months. And when the courts ultimately determine that the Ordinance is illegal
and void, landlords will exercise their UD rights—but in reliance on the Ordinance, tenants will
not have set funds aside to repay their past-due rent.

The Ordinance is a patently illegal regulation that exposes the City to significant liability
and will ultimately bring harm to both landlords and tenants. The San Francisco Board of
Supervisors should reject and/or amend the Ordinance to eliminate the legal deficiencies outlined
herein.

Very truly yours,

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

/s/ Andrew M. Zacks
Andrew M. Zacks

cc San Francisco Supervisors Clerk
Land Use Committee Clerk
President Norman Yee
Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer
Supervisor Catherine Stefani
Supervisor Gordon Mar
Supervisor Matt Haney
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman
Supervisor Hillary Ronen
Supervisor Shamann Walton
Mayor London Breed
City Attorney Dennis Herrera
Deputy City Attorney Manu Pradhan



From: Renata Browne

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: Covid 19 Debt, Eviction Protection
Date: Tuesday, June 2, 2020 3:01:29 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear Board of Supervisors,
Please vote to protect people suffering economically because of the coronavirus pandemic.
Step up to protect the people depending on you to stop them from being evicted or drowning

in debt. Please treat your fellow citizens as you would treat your friends and lend a hel ping
hand. Thisisareally important step that would prove that you care.

Thanks,

Renata Browne, Mission District resident


mailto:renatajbrowne@gmail.com
mailto:bos-supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Amy Chen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:25:20 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Chen
stopunfairhousinglegislation@gmail.com
109 EI Camino Real

San Bruno, California 94066



From: Jamie Hua

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:29:36 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jamie Hua
jamieleehua@gmail.com

490 Ellington Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Jamie Hua

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:30:25 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jamie Hua
jamieleehua@gmail.com

490 Ellington Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Amy Chen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:34:53 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Chen
stopunfairhousinglegislation@gmail.com
109 EI Camino Real

San Bruno, California 94066



From: Ritu Vohra

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:44:28 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc.

In contrast some of these expenses have sky-rocketed due to higher water/ electricity usage
since people are working or at home most of the time, now. The wear and tear due to regular
usage has increased manifold especially for older buildings which has already increased the
costs for homeowners to maintain their properties. So without any respite from the government
or the impact of any ordinance, the landlords have already seen their expenses increase by
20-30%.

This ordinance potentially wipes out all rent paid in COVID-19 times by tenants at the expense
of San Francisco housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if
not more; many property owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor
Newsom’s moratoriums forcing housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with
renters, the combined effect of this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper
underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working
and saving for their property and could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able
to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many
to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof
over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
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nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

In events that tenants decide to walk-out on properties without paying rent after the
moratorium is over, it leaves landlords absolutely no ability to recover the rent, without hiring
an attorney or taking help from the courts. Costs associated with such recovery efforts will
immediately wash out any recovery amounts. In many cases, many landlords even don't know
the names of their tenants, so efforts to recover are slim to none. This legislation is a
significant event that will decimate their financial well-being.

The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M
renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the
Asian-American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as
well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial
hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ritu Vohra
ritu_vohra@hotmail.com

1157 Church street

San francisco, California 94114



From: Amy Chen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:02:33 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Chen
stopunfairhousinglegislation@gmail.com
109 EI Camino Real

San Bruno, California 94066



From: Meina Young

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:05:21 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meina Young

SF voter and

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Meina Young
meinayoungl@gmail.com

Anza

San Francisco , California 94118



From: Al Ch

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:11:56 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Al Ch

rentsftoday@gmail.com

3001 Baker

San Francisco, California 94123



From: nice L

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:20:36 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Janice Lee
janiceflee@gmail.com

490 Ellington Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: nice L

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:20:37 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Janice

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Janice Lee
janiceflee@gmail.com

490 Ellington Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Amy Chen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:30:23 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Chen
stopunfairhousinglegislation@gmail.com
109 EI Camino Real

San Bruno, California 94066



From: Pete Liwinsky

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:43:43 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Pete Liwinsky
pinktest@hotmail.com

25th ave

San Francisco , California 94112



From: Amy Chu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:43:47 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Chu
amycalifornia2016@yahoo.com
2901 Ocean Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Albert Xi

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:55:39 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Albert Xue
ayxue@yahoo.com
4220 Suzanne Drive
Palo Alto, CA 94306



From: Annie Fu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:58:36 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Annie Fu
anniecustomdesigns@yahoo.com
41 Exetet st

Sf, California 94124



From: Olga Lee

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:58:55 AM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Olga Lee

Olga_lee_sf@yahoo.com

28 Gloria Ct.

San Francisco, Colorado CA 94113



From: Johnny Zhou

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:02:15 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Johnny Zhou
johnzhousf@yahoo.com

1250 Sunnydale Ave

San Francisco, California 94134



From: Myron Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:06:15 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Myron Lee
Sfmelee@hotmail.com

718 34th Ave

San Francisco, California 94121



From: Sarah Zhu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:13:21 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sarah Zhu
zhushuangxia@hotmail.com
5572 Dartmouth Dr

San José , California 95128



From: Kwan Tam Sun

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:16:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kwan Tam Sun
tampeggy888@gmail.com

265 san leandro way

san Francisco , California 94127



From: Sammi Huang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:18:08 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sammi Huang
sam.xm.huang@gmail.com

434 Moscow St

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Stacy Zhang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:22:07 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Stacy Zhang

mzs282@yahoo.com

305 Valdez Ave

San Francisco, California 94127-2123



From: Man Yip

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:29:14 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Man Yip
manyuyip999@gmail.com

454 Lisbon street

San Francisco , California 94112



From: Andy Cen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:40:36 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Andy Cen
andycen888@yahoo.com

Lee Avenue

San Francisco , California 94112



From: Pete Shen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:40:54 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Pete Shen
shenmanagement@gmail.com
19 La Mancha Cir

Salinas , California 93905



From: Judy Young

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:50:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Judy Young

lid999@yahoo.com

22nd avenue

San Francisco , California 94122



From: Yang Yuan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:52:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Yang Yuan
yanyuan.cn@gmail.com
2165 48th ave

Oakland, California 94601



From: Dave Carl

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:03:01 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Dave Carl

nnat006@yahoo.com

22nd Ave

San Francisco , California 94122



From: David Zhen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:15:06 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

David Zhen
davidwhzhen@gmail.com
22nd Avenue

San Francisco , Ca94116



From: 3machunchi@gmail.com

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:17:11 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

3machunchi@gmail.com
PO Box 15133
Fremont, California 94539



From: Joyce Jiao

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:21:21 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Joyce Jiao
joycej1999@gmail.com
7578 Rainbow Dr

Cupertino , California 95014



From: Kenny Tang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:23:26 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kenny Tang
kentang88@gmail.com

567-12ave

San Francisco Ca, California 94118



From: Vicky Mason

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:23:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Vicky Mason
vickyli@hotmail.com

337 head street

San francisco, California 94132



From: Min To

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:30:47 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Min To
minhong888@gmail.com
1388 Broadway #401
Millbrae , California 94030



From: George Wu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:31:12 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

George Wu
okwujingyu@gmail.com
1821 Sacramento st
Berkeley, California 94702



From: Elaine Chen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:35:24 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Elaine Chen
elainechen8@gmail.com
Colby&Woolsey Street

San Francisco, California 94134



From: Amy Pan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:41:05 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Pan

amygpan@gmail.com

228 University street

San Francisco , California 94134



From: Wendy Luo

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:42:43 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wendy Luo
wluo02@yahoo.com

575 majestic palm ave
Fremont , California 94539



From: Lichang Kuang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 1:53:17 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lichang Kuang
likuang1218@yahoo.com
1519 41rd Ave

SF, California 94122



From: Sophia Shan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:09:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sophia Shan
yueshan916@yahoo.com

1530 19th Ave

San francisco , California 94122



From: Langtian Du

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:12:58 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Langtian Du
langtian_du@yahoo.com
20450 Williams Ave
Saratoga, California 95070



From: Christina Aassi

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:41:45 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Christina Aassi
christinaguoln@yahoo.com
1977 jonquil cmn
Livermore, California 94551



From: Kenneth Ma

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:45:52 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kenneth Ma
kcjnma238ken@gmail.com
2283 18th avenue

San francisco, Ca 94116



From: Nyh Chan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:48:03 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Nyh Chan
nyh@properb.com
2466 2x Ave

SF, California 94116



From: Purvi Sahu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:48:05 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Purvi Sahu
lovelyforva@yahoo.com

1914 golden gate avenue

San Francisco , California 94115



From: Ankit Sahu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:49:03 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ankit Sahu
ankit.sahu@gmail.com

24 Bosworth st

San Francisco, California 94118



From: Annie Zeng

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:49:52 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Annie Zeng
anniezeng@gmail.com
270 Broad Street

Sf, California 94112



From: James Li

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:01:03 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

James Li
jlanminliusa@yahoo.com
15880 rose ave

Los Gatos, California 95030



From: Lapway Chang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:07:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lapway Chang
LC828@HOTMAIL.COM
1350 Bayshore Highway
Burlingame, California 94016



From: Lily Oh

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:09:18 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lily Oh
chingyunoh@gmail.com
654-10th Ave

San Francisci, California 94118



From: Eddy Wang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:25:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Eddy Wang
eddy874@yahoo.com

36ave

San francisco, Colorado CA94121



From: Tif Ren

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:25:53 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tif Ren

hren001@hotmail.com

50 Frida Kahlo Way, C4

San Francisco , California 94112



From: p Guan

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:28:35 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

p Guan

pgl4a34n@gmail.com

18th Ave & Rivera St

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Joanne L

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:28:37 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Joanne L
moonriverl33@gmail.com

38th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Amy H

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:29:23 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy H
amycalifornia2016@yahoo.com
2901 Ocean Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Amy H

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:29:24 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy H
amycalifornia2016@yahoo.com
2901 Ocean Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Annee Belanger

To: Breed, Mayor London (MYR); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS);
Peskin. Aaron (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); Yee. Norman (BOS); MandelmansStaff, [BOS];
Ronenstaff (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Chu. Carmen (ASR); Cityattorney; District Attorney.
(DAT); SESO Complaints (SHF); Cisneros. Jose (TTX); Raju, Manohar (PDR)

Subject: San Francisco Resident for Defunding the SFPD

Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:30:11 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

To Mayor Breed, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors, and San Francisco Elected Officers

My nameis Annee, and | am aresident of San Francisco. This past week, our nation has been
gripped by protests calling for rapid and meaningful change with regard to police behavior, an
end to racism and anti-Blackness, and immediate reform in how black people are treated in
America. Our city has been at the forefront of much of this action. Accordingly, it has cometo
my attention that the budget for 2021 is being decided as these protests continue.

SFPD has been awaste of our resources. Last year, the SFPD budget was $611,701,869, the
majority of which comes from the San Francisco general fund. While we' ve been spending
extraordinary amounts on policing, we have not seen improvements to safety, homel essness,
mental health, or affordability in our city. Instead, we see wasteful and harmful actions of our
police.

| call on you to slash the SFPD budget and instead use those extraordinary resources towards
solving homelessness, which isfelt most by our Black neighbors and veterans. We implore
you to give every member of our community experiencing homelessness a place to call home
and the treatment they need.

We can be a beacon for other citiesto follow if only we have the courage to change.

Sincerely,
Annee Belanger
33 8th St. SF, CA 94103

annee.belanger@gmail.com
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From: wendy Maclay

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:30:31 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

wendy Maclay
wenxia.home@gmail.com
690 Brockhurst st
Oakland , California 94609



From: jennifer yan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:32:04 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

jennifer yan
jennifer.yan@gmail.com

1598 Bay St Unit 405

San Francisco, California 94123



From: Cheng Chan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:39:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Cheng Chan
prosperb.com@gmail.com

24xx 26th Avenue

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Cheng Chan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:39:26 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Cheng Chan
prosperb.com@gmail.com

24xx 26th Avenue

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Chi Chan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:39:33 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chi Chan
jeff.c.chan@wellsfargo.com
2466 26th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Chi Chan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:39:33 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chi Chan
jeff.c.chan@wellsfargo.com
2466 26th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Garret Tom

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:42:15 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Garret Tom

gntom@bu.edu

684 Funston Ave

San Francisco, California 94118



From: Jennifer Liu

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:43:17 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jennifer Liu
jenliu_0l1@yahoo.com

1036 Innes Ave

San Francisco, California 94124



From: Jennifer Liu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:43:18 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jennifer Liu
jenliu_0l1@yahoo.com

1036 Innes Ave

San Francisco, California 94124



From: dan_pan@hotmail.com

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:45:55 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

dan_pan@hotmail.com
14530 Deer park ct
Los Gatos , California 95032



From: dan_pan@hotmail.com

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:45:58 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

dan_pan@hotmail.com
14530 Deer park ct
Los Gatos , California 95032



From: Weijie Zhang

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:47:01 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Weijie Zhang
weijiezd@gmail.com
7940 Elmsdale dr
San jose, Ca95120



From: Huei Jluan Lan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:49:42 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Huei Jluan Lan
vickylan28@yahoo.com
3153 Sierra Road

San Jose, California 95132



From: Huei Jluan Lan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:49:42 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Huei Jluan Lan
vickylan28@yahoo.com
3153 Sierra Road

San Jose, California 95132



From: Can Hui Zhen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:51:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Can Hui Zhen

canhuizhen@msn.com

1818 Vicente St

San Francisco, California 94116-2922



From: Can Hui Zhen

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:51:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Can Hui Zhen

canhuizhen@msn.com

1818 Vicente St

San Francisco, California 94116-2922



From: Danping Liu

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:53:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Danping Liu
liu.danping@yahoo.com
7511 De Foe Dr

Cupertino , California 95014



From: Danping Liu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:53:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Danping Liu
liu.danping@yahoo.com
7511 De Foe Dr

Cupertino , California 95014



From: Rita Koutsoftas

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 3:54:04 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Rita Koutsoftas
ritakoutsoftas60@gmail.com
Joost Avenue

San Francisco, California 94131



From: Jenny Guan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:04:05 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jenny Guan
jennymeiguan@gmail.com
1539 21 Ave

San Francisco , Ca94122



From: Jenny Guan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:04:07 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jenny Guan
jennymeiguan@gmail.com
1539 21 Ave

San Francisco , Ca94122



From: Lily Li

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:09:48 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lily Li
Lilycuili@hotmail.com
5251 Missions

San Francisco, Ca 94112



From: Chinhong Lou

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:17:43 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chinhong Lou
chinhonglou@yahoo.com
Wawona st

Sf, California 94116



From: Chinhong Lou

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:17:54 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chinhong Lou
chinhonglou@yahoo.com
Wawona st

Sf, California 94116



From: lvan Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:19:30 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ivan Lee
datoufut@hotmail.com
492 45th Ave

SF, California 94121



From: Ken Yan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:26:57 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ken Yan

yankencooky@gmail.com

2035 24th Avenue

San Francisco , Colorado CA 94116



From: Ken Yan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:26:58 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ken Yan

yankencooky@gmail.com

2035 24th Avenue

San Francisco , Colorado CA 94116



From: George Zhou

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:30:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

George Zhou
georgezhou_sf@yahoo.com

228 Oneida Ave

San Francisco , California 94112



From: Wendy Wong

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:43:24 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wendy Wong

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wendy Wong
ccue.wendywong@gmail.com
2581 30th Ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Wendy Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:43:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wendy Wong

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wendy Wong
ccue.wendywong@gmail.com
2581 30th Ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: jing zhang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:48:15 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

jing zhang

ilikekk@gmail.com

250 king street

San Francisco , California 94107



From: Renee Voss

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:51:10 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Renee Voss
Renee@vossmgmt.com

999 green street #1901

San Francisco , California 94133



From: Michelle Lin

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:00:17 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Michelle Lin
mcai921@yahoo.com

79 Lake Vista Ave

Daly City, California 94015



From: Michelle Lin

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:00:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Michelle Lin
mcai921@yahoo.com

79 Lake Vista Ave

Daly City, California 94015



From: Lei Peng

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:13:07 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lei Peng

leilei_1997 @yahoo.com
1173 Greenbrook Dr
Danville, California 94526



From: Lei Peng

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:13:07 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Lei Peng

leilei_1997 @yahoo.com
1173 Greenbrook Dr
Danville, California 94526



From: Wesley Ma

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:15:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wesley Ma

leileil997 @gmail.com
4120 Avalon Ct

Fremont, California 94536



From: Wesley Ma

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:15:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wesley Ma

leileil997 @gmail.com
4120 Avalon Ct

Fremont, California 94536



From: Jason Chan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:17:18 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking blue collar property owner who has been hit hard by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jason Chan
jasontccchan@gmail.com

705 Foerster St.

San Francisco , California 94127



From: AmyAmya Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:23:31 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

AmyAmya Wong
amyw4889@msn.com

139 Farallones st.

San Francisco, California 94112



From: AmyAmya Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:23:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

AmyAmya Wong
amyw4889@msn.com

139 Farallones st.

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Hong Gao

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:32:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Hong Gao
hongpgao@yahoo.com
2907 Agua Vista Drive

San Jose, California 95132



From: Jess Chui

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:40:12 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jess Chui

chui.jess@gmail.com

239 Alpha st

San Francisco, California 94134



From: Warren Fang

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:49:55 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Warren Fang
warrenfang228@gmail.com

295 Orizaba Ave

San Francisco, California 94132



From: Janice Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:50:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Janice Lee
janiceflee@gmail.com

490 Ellington Ave

San Francisco, California 94112



From: Tina Fan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 5:51:02 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tina Fan

tfan38@gmail.com

687 Colby street

San Francisco , California 94134



From: Hong Lam

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:04:34 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

| would like to add, this permanent ban evict is almost like the looters who took merchandise
from the store illegally. Business owner now have double what. First covid and now this ban
on eviction.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Hong Lam
hongmlam@hotmail.com

1707 McKinnon ave

San Francisco, California 94124



From: Wenying Shi

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:08:36 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wenying Shi
swy0415@gmail.com

2158 san jose ave A
Alameda , California 94501



From: Wenying Shi

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:09:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wenying Shi
swy0415@gmail.com

2158 san jose ave A
Alameda , California 94501



From: Yan Chen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:11:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Yan Chen
Angelinachen0609@yahoo.com
51 Cary Ct

Oakland , California 94603



From: Tony Lee

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:11:33 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tony Lee
tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com

PO Box 411473

San Francisco, California 94141



From: Tony Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:11:33 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tony Lee
tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com

PO Box 411473

San Francisco, California 94141



From: tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:12:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com
PO Box 411473
San Francisco, California 94141



From: Sun Kong

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:17:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sun Kong
sunkong51@yahoo.com

345 Wilde ave

San francisco, California 94134



From: Sun Kong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:17:03 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sun Kong
sunkong51@yahoo.com

345 Wilde ave

San francisco, California 94134



From: John Chin

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:30:36 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

John Chin
jonshee92@gmail.com

255 berry street apt 521

San francisco, California 94158



From: Tony Lin

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:34:32 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tony Lin
tonylinsf@yahoo.com

139 Evergreen ave

Daly City , California 94014



From: Tony Lee

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:35:08 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tony Lee
tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com

PO Box 411473

San Francisco , California 94141



From: Tony Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:35:08 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tony Lee
tonyleetonylee@yahoo.com

PO Box 411473

San Francisco , California 94141



From: Chao ping xu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:42:45 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chao ping xu
chinaubt@yahoo.com

320 London st

San francisco, California 94112



From: Gordon Chen

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:46:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Gordon Chen
kope_10@yahoo.com

263 capistrano ave

San francisco , California 94112



From: Gordon Chen

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:46:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Gordon Chen
kope_10@yahoo.com

263 capistrano ave

San francisco , California 94112



From: Allen Luu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:51:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Allen Luu
mmadbull@hotmail.com
1500 Gibbons Dr
Alameda, California 94501



From: Bill Sanders

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:52:05 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Bill Sanders
sandersnbill@gmsil.com
2310 24th Ave

San Francisco , Texas 95114



From: Bill Sanders

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:52:06 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Bill Sanders
sandersnbill@gmsil.com
2310 24th Ave

San Francisco , Texas 95114



From: Eva Yung

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston"s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:55:02 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures. Because of
these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a
number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in violation of
both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine these basic
fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could cause many
property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a significant reduction in the
amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and worsening an already bad housing crisis.
Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by each month: they have expenses that are not magically
going away or being reduced, such as mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This
ordinance potentially wipes out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco
housing providers, who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property
owners have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of this and
#200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to drown, financially. Many
have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and could now find themselves in
financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most of 2020. This loss during their golden
years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically,
a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to take
advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions, nothing can happen
to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination of reduced rental income
combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses down the road will cause
foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Lastly, this ordinance is disproportionately harmful to Asian/Chinese American property owners, who
make up 40 percent of property ownership in San Francisco, according to the American Housing Survey.
The survey also states that 48 percent of Asians in San Francisco own their homes, higher than overall
homeownership rates of 38 percent. For more information, please click:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1y2iTOPSWJIJRD___hyZxI2YntkSFILGTTL9_-8_ R6tz0Gc/edit#gid=0

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we are also
negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all wealthy and many are not
strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of this year; many of us are small “mom
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and pops” providers who are unable to carry this financial burden.The City should take responsibility for
this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent
due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. As a member of the Asian-
American community as well as your constituent, please consider the effects on us as well. The ordinance
mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-deepening financial hole.” What about housing
providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to provide quality
housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Eva Yung
eyung78@yahoo.com
Middlefield

Redwood City , California 94063



From: Chris Bank

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:55:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Chris Bank
christopher.bank@gmail.com
530 brannan st #310

San Francisco , California 94107



From: Christopher Do

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:56:34 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Christopher Do
chrisdo@sbcglobal.net

1574 church Street

San Francisco, California 94131



From: Erank Yu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:59:44 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Frank Yu

frankyu96 @yahoo.com
665 Edinburgh

San Francisco , Ca 94112



From: Erank Yu

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:59:45 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Frank Yu

frankyu96 @yahoo.com
665 Edinburgh

San Francisco , Ca 94112



From: Simon Chu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:03:51 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Simon Chu
jackimon@yahoo.com

230 Lake Drive

San Bruno, California 94066



From: Jo Zhao

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:06:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

We are voters in Supervisor Preston’s district. Thank you for your work as San Francisco
Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures.
Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19
Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
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this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jo Zhao

Jo.zhao@gmail.com

D5 Judah at the border of Sunset Inner Sunset GGHeight GGP
San Francisco , California 94122



From: Jo Zhao

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:06:53 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

We are voters in Supervisor Preston’s district. Thank you for your work as San Francisco
Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this unprecedented
crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic pressures.
Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19
Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
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this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jo Zhao

Jo.zhao@gmail.com

D5 Judah at the border of Sunset Inner Sunset GGHeight GGP
San Francisco , California 94122



From: Joseph Ip

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:11:05 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Joseph Ip

joiptiwo@aol.com

278 bright st

San Francisco , California 94132



From: Joseph Ip

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:11:06 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Joseph Ip

joiptiwo@aol.com

278 bright st

San Francisco , California 94132



From: chinaubt@yahoo.com

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:13:36 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

chinaubt@yahoo.com
320 London st
San francisco, California 94112



From: chinaubt@yahoo.com

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:13:38 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

chinaubt@yahoo.com
320 London st
San francisco, California 94112



From: Jenny Feng

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:25:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jenny Feng
jfeng59@mail.ccsf.edu

228 Thrift Street

San Francisco , California 94112



From: Cindy Li

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:31:56 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Cindy Li

licindy34@yahoo.com

2626 Phelps Street

San Francisco , California 94124



From: Tom Li

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:32:57 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tom Li

tom628@live.com

1240 27th Ave

San Francisco, California 94122



From: Tom Li

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:32:57 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Tom Li

tom628@live.com

1240 27th Ave

San Francisco, California 94122



From: Kam sum Tong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:48:13 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kam sum Tong
Kamtong69@yahoo.com

224 Orizaba Ave

San Francisco , California 94132



From: Anita Lee

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 7:52:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Anita Lee
atom1522@yahoo.com

PO Box 590035

San Francisco, California 94159



From: Mark Young

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:03:31 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Mark Young
myoung@uldevelopment.com

33 New Montgomery Street, Ste 1810
San Francisco, California 94105



From: Mark Young

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:03:31 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Mark Young
myoung@uldevelopment.com

33 New Montgomery Street, Ste 1810
San Francisco, California 94105



From: Jenny Fan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:04:10 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jenny Fan
jennys@xilinx.com

1641 via fortuna

San jose, California 95120



From: Jenny Fan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:04:10 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Jenny Fan
jennys@xilinx.com

1641 via fortuna

San jose, California 95120



From: lvy Young

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:09:24 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ivy Young

ivy.young@me.com

280 Beacon St

San Francisco , California 94131



From: lvy Young

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:09:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ivy Young

ivy.young@me.com

280 Beacon St

San Francisco , California 94131



From: Kwok Yan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:18:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all

wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of

this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kwok Yan
kwokyan2009@gmail.com
29 Ave

S F, California 94122



From: Kwok Yan

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:18:40 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Kwok Yan
kwokyan2009@gmail.com
29 Ave

S F, California 94122



From: Yau Fung Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:27:43 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Yau Fung Wong
yfw446@yahoo.com

446 11th Ave

San Francisco, California 94118



From: Yau Fung Wong

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:27:45 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Yau Fung Wong
yfw446@yahoo.com

446 11th Ave

San Francisco, California 94118



From: Sherman King

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:31:23 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:31:25 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Bin Gu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:35:54 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Bin Gu
binlanggu@yahoo.com
Hollenbeck ave

Sunnyvale, California 94087



From: Viv Liu

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:47:30 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Viv Liu
vivian2205@hotmail.com

74 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, California 94105



From: Viv Liu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:47:30 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Viv Liu
vivian2205@hotmail.com

74 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, California 94105



From: Sherry Lau

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:48:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherry Lau

slaufu@yahoo.com

1823 41st Avo

San Francisco, California 94122



From: Sherry Lau

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:48:02 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherry Lau

slaufu@yahoo.com

1823 41st Avo

San Francisco, California 94122



From: Ered Chang

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:03:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Fred Chang
fredchang298@yahoo.com
1821 18th Ave

San Francisco , California 94122



From: Ered Chang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:04:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Fred Chang
fredchang298@yahoo.com
1821 18th Ave

San Francisco , California 94122



From: Ping Yu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Oppose Supervisor Preston”s Ordinance #200375
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:10:30 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work during this pandemic on behalf of your constituents. During this
unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing tremendous economic
pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s Ordinance #200375
“COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been hit hard by the pandemic while striving to
provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Ping Yu
pingyu30@hotmail.com

15 sand harbor road
Alameda , California 94502



From: Xuehua Huang

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:14:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Xuehua Huang
xuehuahuang5@icloud.com
451Bright ST

San Francisco, California 94132



From: Xuehua Huang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:14:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Xuehua Huang
xuehuahuang5@icloud.com
451Bright ST

San Francisco, California 94132



From: Sherman King

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:16 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:16 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Wai Foon Yip

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:18 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wai Foon Yip
sandrayipl23@gmail.com

2479 27th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Wai Foon Yip

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:21 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Wai Foon Yip
sandrayipl23@gmail.com

2479 27th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:49 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:50 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:23:59 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Sherman King

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:24:00 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Sherman King
lionshermanking@gmail.com
2038 16th ave

San Francisco , California 94116



From: Amy Yu

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:35:46 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Angela Calvillo,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been negatively affected by the pandemic while
striving to provide quality housing for myself, my family and my renters.

Amy Yu
amylalayu@gmail.com
2037 irving Street

San Francisco , Ca 94122



From: Amy Yu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: NO on Ordinance #200375 - Permanent COVID-19 Eviction Ban
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:35:47 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for your work as San Francisco Supervisor during this pandemic on behalf of your

constituents. During this unprecedented crisis, housing providers as well as tenants are facing
tremendous economic pressures. Because of these, we strongly oppose Supervisor Preston’s
Ordinance #200375 “COVID-19 Tenant Protections” on a number of legal and ethical grounds.

First, #200375 is unconstitutional. It forces courts to interfere with existing private contracts in
violation of both the California and U.S. Constitutions. Not even a pandemic should undermine
these basic fundamentals that govern our state and country.

Across the board rent forgiveness/permanent eviction moratorium due to COVID-19 could
cause many property owners, particularly small “mom-and-pops,” to go bankrupt, causing a
significant reduction in the amount of available housing inventory in San Francisco and
worsening an already bad housing crisis. Many owners are retired and/or barely getting by
each month: they have expenses that are not magically going away or being reduced, such as
mortgages, property tax, insurance, maintenance costs, etc. This ordinance potentially wipes
out all COVID-19 related rent for tenants at the expense of San Francisco housing providers,
who are experiencing just as much distress as renters, if not more; many property owners
have also lost their jobs. With Mayor Breed’'s and Governor Newsom'’s moratoriums forcing
housing providers to work out forbearance agreements with renters, the combined effect of
this and #200375 will push many housing providers deeper underwater, causing many to
drown, financially. Many have spent their entire lives working and saving for their property and
could now find themselves in financial ruin by not being able to collect rental income for most
of 2020. This loss during their golden years will cause many to be unable to sustain basic
needs such as food, medical expenses and, ironically, a roof over their heads.

#200375 encourages tenants without financial distress to decide to stop paying rent just to
take advantage of the situation. With multiple government orders in place to stop evictions,
nothing can happen to them, even if an unlawful detainer is filed. The devastating combination
of reduced rental income combined with steady but most likely increased ownership expenses
down the road will cause foreclosures and property owner bankruptcies to skyrocket.

Housing providers are not responsible for this pandemic. Even though we are sympathetic, we
are also negatively affected, and, in many cases, barely hanging on as is. We are not all
wealthy and many are not strong enough financially to not have any rental income for most of
this year; many of us are small “mom and pops” providers who are unable to carry this
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mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

financial burden.The City should take responsibility for this and follow Los Angeles’ lead with
their $100M renter relief fund for those facing difficulties paying rent due to COVID-19.

| respectfully and very strongly request that you VOTE NO ON #200375. Please consider the
effects on us as well. The ordinance mentions that “tenants may find themselves in an ever-
deepening financial hole.” What about housing providers?

Thank you.
Sincerely,

A hardworking housing provider who has been 