California
Fair Political

Practices Commuission
August 10, 1987

Honorabkle Fred Shaw
Councilmember, City of Beaumont
P.O. Box 147 4 3

Beaumont, California 92223

Re: Your Request for Advice
Our File Nos. I-87-181 and
Dear Mr. Shaw:

You, Irish D. Mitchell, and City Attorney George R. Ryskamp
have each written regarding your duties and obligations under
the Political Reform Act.l We are responding directly to you,
with courtesy copies to them in response to their letters.

QUESTION

May you participate in an upcoming decision regarding the
possible repeal of Beaumont's mobile home rent review ordinance?

CONCLUSION

You may participate in the decision regarding repeal of the
mobile home rent review ordinance if you will be affected in
substantially the same manner as other mobile home residents in
Beaumont.

FACTS

We have been provided with various facts in the different
pieces of correspondence which we have received regarding your
question. For purposes of our response to you, we will use the
facts as provided by you in your letter of July 23, 1987 (copy
attached).

You reside in a mobile home in one of Beaumont's six
mobile home parks. You rent the space for your home. You have
stated that the total number of mobile homes in Beaumont is
399, with approximately 877 occupants. The total number of
residences in Beaumont is approximately 3300, and the total
population of Beaumont is around 8,000.

1l/ Government Code Sections 81000-21015. All statutory
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise
indicated. Commission regulations appear at 2 California
Administrative Code Section 18000, et sedq. All references to
regulations are to Title 2, Division 6 of the California
Administrative Code.
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Honorable Fred Shaw
August 10, 1987
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Based upcon these figures, mocbile homes comprise
approximately 12% of Beaumont's househclds. The mobile home
population is approximately 11% of Beaumont's populace.

ANALYSIS

The Political Reform Act requires that a public ocfficial
disqualify himself from making, participating in making, or
using his official position to influence any governmental
decision in which he has a financial interest. (Section 87100.)
You must disqualify yourself regarding the rent review
ordinance repeal if the decision will affect your expenses (for
rent) in an amount of $250 or more in a year's time. (Section
87103; Regulation 18702.1 (a)(4), copy enclosed.) However, you
need not disqualify yourself from such a decision if you will
be affected in substantially the same manner as a significant
segment of the public. (Section 87103; Regulation 18703, copy
enclocsed.)

This "public generally" exception is discussed with respect
to rent control decisions in two Commission opinions and in an
advice letter, all of which have previously been sent to
you.Z/ In the Morgan Advice Letter, we addressed substantially
similar facts and concluded that mobile home residents in that
matter were a significant segment cf the general public for
purposes of Section 87103 and Regulation 18703. Applying that
analysis here, we conclude that mcbile home residents in
Beaumont constitute a significant segment of the general public
in that city.

Consequently, if the decision on repeal of the rent review
ordinance will affect you in substantially the same manner as
all or most of the other mobile home residents in Beaumont, you
may participate. We have not been provided with a copy of the
Beaumont rent review ordinance, nor with any specific
information regarding the anticipated economic effects upon you
or other mobile home park residents as a result of repeal of
the rent review ordinance. Consequently, we can draw no firm
conclusion as to whether or not disqualification is required.

2/ overstreet Opinion, 6 FPPC Opinions 12, No. 80-010,
March 12, 1981; Ferrarc Opinion, 4 FPPC Opinicns 62, No.
78-009, November 7, 1978; and Morgan Advice Letter, No. 81-507.
SEThRe, TOVEAREE Ny SE08y 9F Tmegem AMFORE SEEes, TP ToTEEt o
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For this reason, we have elected to treat your letter as a
request for informal assistance under Regulation 18329(c) (copy
enclosed) .3/ 1If you wish to provide information on the
outstanding issues, we will be happy to consider it at a later
date.

If you have questions regarding this letter, I may be
reached at (916) 322-5901.

Sincerely,

Diane Griffiths
al Counsel
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By:~ Robert E. Leidigh
Counsel, Legal Division

Enclosures
REL:jaj

cc: Irish D. Mitchell
George R. Ryskamp

3/ Informal assistance does not provide the requestor
with the immunity provided by an opinion or formal written
advice. (Section 83114; Regulation 18329(c)(3).)
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July 23,1987

State of California
Fair Political Practices Comm.

Attn: Robert Leidigh-Atty.
John McClean -Atty.

Enclosed are adjusted flgures relative
to the number of'Moblle Home'spaces and
population in comparlson to the total
dwelling units and population.

I have also outlined a comperable per-
centage filgure to compare with the cilty
of Winchester.(Morgan letter).

Mine 1is a comperable situation. It would
be appreciated i1f you would glve an
opinien,in writing,if yocu are in agree-
ment .

Thanking’ you %iéggvance,
Ahufeiz:‘ AQQVK/

Fred Shaw-~8ouncillman- Beaumecnt ca.92223
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July 23
State of Califcrnia
Halr Political FPractices Comm.

Attn: Robev* Leldigh-Atty.
Jdohn MceClean —-Atty.

Friclosed are adjusted figures relative
o the number of'ﬁoLLIc Home "spaces and

ropulation in comparison to the fotal
dwelling units and population.

T have alsc outlined a comperable per-
centage figure to compare with the city
o Winecnester. (Morgan letter).

Mine is a comperable situaticn. It would
be apvreciated 1f vou would give an
ocpinion,in writing,if vou are in agree-
ment .

~

Fred Shaw—\hgﬁnc1lman- Beaumont ca.92223




California
Fair Political
Practices Commuission

July 9, 1987

Irish D. Mitchell
402 E. 6th Street
Beaumont, CA 92223

Re: Your Letter of July 6, 1987;
Our File No.I'87-190

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

You have written requesting advice regarding the duties and
obligations of Beaumont City Councilman Fred Shaw under the
Political Reform Act (the "Act").l/ As I have explained to you
over the telephone, this office renders advice only to the
public official whose duties are in question or to his
authorized representative. (See enclosed copy of Regulation
18329.) Consequently, we are unable to respond to your request
until such time as we receive authorization from Mr. Shaw,
including his home address and telephone number, as well as
certain other pertinent information outlined in the regulation.

At this time, we have already furnished you with copies of
the Commission's Ferraro Opinion, 4 FPPC Ops. 62 (No. 78-009,
Nov. 7, 1978) and Overstreet Opinion, 6 FPPC Ops. 12 (No.
80-010, March 3, 1981), as well as our Advice Letter to Paul H.
Morgan (No. A-81-507), which are on related subjects. I
enclose herewith a copy of Regulations 18233 and 18702.1 which
you may also find of interest.

1/ Government Code Sections 81000-91015. All statutory
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise noted.
Commission regulations appear at 2 California Administrative
Code Section 18000, et seg. All references to regulations are
to Title 2, Division 6 of the California Administrative Code.
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Irish D. Mitchell
July 9, 1987
Page 2

Until we receive Mr. Shaw's authorization, we will hold any
further response to your correspndence of July 6th in
abeyance. If you have questions regarding this letter, I may
be reached at (916) 322-5901.

Sincerely,

Diane M. Griffiths
General Counsel

D < //
W(ZLL‘/‘/ ;76/ (’ T
By: Robert E. Leidi h
Counsel, Legal Dlvxélon

REL: km ’

Enclosures

cc: George R. Ryskamp
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July 6,1987

State of California

Fair Political Practices Comm.
11¢0 K Street~-P.O.Box 807
Sacramento CA. 95804.

Attn:Robert E.Leidigh.
Dear Mr. Leidigh,

Re:0ur recent conversation on Conflict of Interest.
Name of affected party:Councilman Fred Shaw,RENTER

The City of Beaumont CA has:

7 mobile home parks- all rentals.496 spaces +/-.
Per unit population 2.1 x 496 = 1041 residents.
City populatlon— et ¢ 0fMH residents- lﬁ;ﬁ%

W

=

Residence homes— 2800 496 MH. 17.7%.

The issue in questicn; The repeal of Beaumont
City Ordinance # 13.16. viz: Mobile Home Rent
Review Commission. Established Oct. 8,1984.

We would appreciate a letter from your office

relative to a conflict of interest cpiniocon
pertaining to Councilman Shaw.

Thanklng you in advance for your consideration,

7 A ’}

s R A SO

IDM/tc

Refer to Morgan-Westminster letter of Dec.1981.



California
Fair Political

Practices Commission
July 9, 1987

George R. Ryskamp
City Attorney

City of Beaumont
6608 Palm Avenue
Riverside, CA 92506

Re: Your Request for Advice
our File No. I-87-181

Dear Mr. Ryskamp:

We have received your request for advice regarding the
duties of City of Beaumont Councilman Fred Shaw under the
conflict of interest provisions of the Political Reform Act (the
“Act").l/ You have asked whether Councilman Shaw may participate
in a decision to repeal a mobile home rent review ordinance. We
have received a similar request from former Councilman Irish D.
Mitchell. (See enclosed copy of our letter to Mr. Mitchell.)
Before responding to either of these requests we must be advised
whether Councilman Shaw has authorized either of the requests
and concurs in the facts presented in the letters. (See
Regulation 18329, copy enclosed.) Because the matter will come
before the City Council on July 13th, we have included some
Commission opinions and advice letters which may be of
assistance.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (916)

322-5901.
Sincerely,
Diane M. Griffiths
General Cj;rsel 7(91},\~\
By John G. McLean
Counsel, Legal Division
JGM: km
Enclosures

cc: Irish D. Mitchell

1l/ Government Code Sections 81000-91015. All statutory
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise noted.
Commission regulations appear at 2 California Administrative
Code Section 18000, et seq. All references to regulations are
to Title 2, Division 6 of the California Administrative Code.

428 J Street, Suite 800 @ P.O. Box 807 @ Sacramento CA 95804-0807 e (916)322-5660



GEORGE R RYSMAME

WO ROBINSON

LAW OFFICES OF
RYSKAMP AND ROBINSON

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

6608 PALM AVENUE
RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92506 Ji1! /:
(714) 781-1960 v boes y? ‘7 O ConmaiL

PALIL ] HURKHART Jul y 1 .7 , 1 q 87

Attorney John G. McLean

Counsel, Legal Division

California Fair Political Practices Commission
428 J Street

Suite 800

P. 0. Box 807

Sacramento, CA 95804-0807

RE: Conflict of Interest
Our Request for Advice
Your File No. I-87-181

Dear Mr. McLean:

This letter 1s In response to yours of July 9, 1987. T have
reviewed the legal material sent by you. 1T have also spoken this
afternoon with Councilman Fred Shaw. Fred advises me that he
still wishes to have an opinion made as to whether or not he
should vote. He definitely concurs with our requesting this
opinion. Although, he had previously bheen given a copy, T
reviewed with him, word by word, the facts that had been set
forth to you. He concurs in the facts as previously sent to you.

I also advised Mr. Shaw that I would be sending to you a
copy of the letter, which we have recently received from the
attorneys representing the Valley Mobile Home Park. As you can
see, they have notified us that until the repeal of the ordinance
1s voted upon, they will not proceed with arbitration. It 1is
their oninion that if reneal 1s passed, continuing the
arbitration would be fruitless. I would note that not all of the
mobile home spaces in the 180 space park are covered by the
arbitration. A good number of the spaces, although less than
50%, are now covered by one year leases; and, therefore, not
within the purview of the mobile home rent review ordinance.

The City Manager has also provided me with statistics from
the Population Research Unit, Department of Finance for State of
California Report, dated April 28, 1987, in which it sets forth
population estimates for January 1, 1987, on Page 37, Summary

HARRY M DOHIGHT R Y

ROHBIRTA € SO117
VEGAL ANSISTANTS



Report for Riverside County. Tt therein sets forth that there
are 374 mobile home units in Beaumont, and the ponulation in
those units 1s 570 individuals. The total nopulation of the City
1s sct at 8,000. The total number of housinag units 1s 3,224,
There is no specific vacancy rate for mobile homes; however, the
city-wide vacancy rate for housing units 1s 9.68%.

If there are any other facts that you need, please contact
the undersigned. We do appreciate your very efficient and prompt
attention 1in this matter.

Very truly yours,

RYSKAMP ,AND ROBTNSO

BY: GEORGE RYSKAMP

GRR:kh

Enclosure



JOHN ROBERT WILLIAMS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
910 Last l"loritlu Avenue 'Suil«- C2

MRS RECEIvEp

July 8, 1987
JUL 09 1987

John M. Porter
Roberts and Morgan
Attorneys at Law
5015 Canyon Crest Drive R. Michael Walters
P. O. RBox 5980 Walters & Ward
Riverside, California 92507 A Professional Corporation

11665 Avena Place

Suite 203

Lakeview Building

Rancho Bernardo,

California
92128-2403

George R. Ryskamp
Ryskamp and Robinson
Attorneys at Law San Diego,
A Professional Corporation

6608 Palm Avenue

Riverside, California 92506

Re: Valley Mobile Home Rent Review
Beaumont, California

Gentlemen:

I have received Mr. Ryskamp's letter dated June 23, 1987,
and Mr. Walters' letter dated July 1, 1987, regarding the above-
mentioned matter. T have discussed one portion-of this matter by
telephone with Mr. Ryskamp on June 25, 1987, and Mr. Porter on
July 8, 1987. I want to set forth this one matter in writing for

each of you.

Mr. Ryskamp states in his letter of June 23, 1987, that
the pending repeal of the rent review ordinance "does not in any
way effect these (arbitration) proceedings." I strongly disagree.
While we could procedurally conduct an arbitration hearing if the
ordinance is repealed I cannot see any practical positive effect.
If the arbitrator were to decide in favor of the renters, Mr. Farr
could obliterate that decision by simply giving a sixty day notice
of rent increase to whatever sum he arbitrarily decides. Under
those circumstances, to borrow a cliche, my cllents would most
definitely "win the battle and lose the war.

Apparently the Beaumont City Council will vote sometime
this month on the repeal of the rent review ordinance. I strongly
urge and request that no date for arbitration be set until after
the fate of the rent review ordinance is known. T believe a date
no later than August 15, 1987, for arbitration is unrealistic. I
have noted Mr. Walters scheduling conflicts set forth in his



John M. Porter
George R, Ryskamp
R. Michael Walters
July 8, 1987

Page 2

letter and T also concur with his statements reqarding preparation
for an arbitration hearing. Further, if the ordinance is
repealed, T would have great difficulty in preparing for an
arbitration hearing which could not possibly result in any
practical benefits for my clients.

Yours very truly,

//ﬁ, Sl LA leprrt

JOHN ROBFRT WILLIAMS
Attorney at Law

JRW/sm

cc: Allan Hacker
Valley Mobile Home Owners
and Renters Association



California
Fair Political

Practices Commuission
July 9, 1987

George R. Ryskamp
City Attorney .

City of Beaumont
6608 Palm Avenue
Riverside, CA 92506

Re: Your Request for Advice
Our File No. I-87-181

Dear Mr. Ryskamp:

We have received your request for advice regarding the
duties of City of Beaumont Councilman Fred Shaw under the
conflict of interest provisions of the Political Reform Act (the
"Act").l/ You have asked whether Councilman Shaw may participate
in a decision to repeal a mobile home rent review ordinance. We
have received a similar request from former Councilman Irish D.
Mitchell. (See enclosed copy of our letter to Mr. Mitchell.)
Before responding to either of these requests we must be advised
whether Councilman Shaw has authorized either of the requests
and concurs in the facts presented in the letters. (See
Regulation 18329, copy enclosed.) Because the matter will come
before the City Council on July 13th, we have included some
Commission opinions and advice letters which may be of
assistance.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (916)

322-5901.
Sincerely,
Diane M. Griffiths
General Cj;;sel z
By~ John G. McLean
Counsel, Legal Division
JGM: km
Enclosures

cc: Irish D. Mitchell

1/ Government Code Sections 81000-91015. All statutory
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise noted.
Commission regulations appear at 2 California Administrative
Code Section 18000, et seg. All references to regulations are
to Title 2, Division 6 of the California Administrative Code.

428 ] Street, Suite 800 @ P.O. Box 807 ® Sacramento CA 95804-0807 e (916)322-5660



LAW OFFICES OF

RYSKAMP AND ROBINSON
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
¢ ' 6608 PALM AVENUE
S T RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92506 HARRY M. DOUGHERTY
Z “ i iy W - :
ceoradhikisdamp > 77 (714) 781-1960 ___ OFCOUNSEL

ROBERTA C. SOLTZ

WO. ROBINSON
LEGAL ASSISTANT

June 26, 1987

Fair Political Practice Commission
Legal Division

P. O. Box 807

Sacramento, CA 95804

Gentlemen:

We would request an advice letter determining if a conflict
of interest exists for City Councilman Fred Shaw to vote on
repeal of the mobile home rent review ordinance.

The facts of this case are the following:

Fred Shaw who is a member of the City Council lives in the
Valley Mobile Fome Park. Approximately three years agc, at a
time period when Mr. Shaw was not on the Council, a mobile home
rent review ordinance was adopted. This provides for a City
Commission to review the rent increase proposed in any park in
the city upon petition c¢f a certain percentage of that mobile
home park's residents. There are approximately seven mcbile home
parks in this city, all of which range between 20 and 70 spaces
except for the valley Mcbile Home Park which has 18C. At the
time of the adcption, the mcbile home rent review ordinance was a
result of heavy pressure placed by resicdents c¢f the Valley Mobile
Home Park who were having probliems. Since its adoption, the only
mobile hcme park which has been involved in the formal rent
review procedures set out in the ordinance has been the Valley
Mobile Home Park for which there have been three rental
increases. All c¢f these matters are still tied up in arbitration
through the rent review procedure and no final decision has been
made on any of the rental increases.

The entire issue once again came up before the Council and
our office was directed to prepare opinion letters as to what
changes could be made in the mobile home rent review crdinance.
This then lead to preparation of both a revision c¢f the ordinance
and an ordinance repealing mobile home rent review. Three weeks
ago, the Cocuncil passed the first reading of an crdinance
repealing mobile home rent review. Throughout this procedure, it



has been cur expressed opinion that because Mr. Shaw resides in
the mobile home park, he has a potential financial interest that
could be benefited and, therefore, shculd not participate in the
discussion or the vote on anything relating to mobile home rent
review. On the second reading on June 22, 1987, a former Mayor
of the City, in open meeting, challenged our ruling on that
matter. The Council continued the matter so that we could give a
formal opinion with citations to back up our opinion.

Mr. Shaw informed me that he has lived in the park for 15
years. During that time, his rent has increased from $57.00 to
$210.00. He has been given the opportunity to sign a one year
lease which would take him out of the rent review ordinance
prccedure and has specifically chosen not to ¢o so. The most
recent Valley Mobile Home Park increase in rent was $25.00.

The matter will again come before the City Council at the
July 13th Council Meeting. If it is posible to have the adviceby
that date, it would be helpful, but we recognize the resource
constraints and the normal 21 day limit.

Thank you for ycur assistance.

Very truly yours,

GEORGE R. RYSKAMP
City Attorney
City of Beaumont

GRR:kh



California
Fair Political
Practices Commuission

July 2, 1987

George R. Ryskamp
Ryskamp and Robinson
6608 Palm Avenue
Riverside, CA 92506

Re: 87-18§
Dear Mr. Ryskamp:

Your letter requesting advice under the Political Reform
Act was received on June 29, 1987 by the Fair Political
Practices Commission. If you have any questions about your
advice request, you may contact John McLean, an attorney in the
Legal Division, directly at (916) 322-5901.

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore,
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions,
or more information is needed, you should expect a response
within 21 working days if your request seeks formal written
advice. If more information is needed, the person assigned to
prepare a response to your request will contact you shortly to
advise you as to information needed. If your request is for
informal assistance, we will answer it as quickly as we can.
(See Commission Regulation 18329 (2 Cal. Adm. Code Sec. 18329).)

You also should be aware that your letter and our response
are public records which may be disclosed to the public upon
receipt of a proper request for disclosure.

Very truly yours,

N Vo Aot ~
(-\,,f/’\ Chim ‘ . i/\' \‘K\-/ /{/\\‘ ( ~/‘-- 5
(/ N

/

Diane M. Griffiths
General Counsel

DMG:Jjaj
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LAW OFFICES OF
RYSKAMP AND ROBINSON

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
6608 PALM AVENUE

RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 92506 iyt / L AREY M DOUGHERTY
(714) 781-1960 e AT ‘ o

GEORGE R. RYSKAMP ... OF COUNSEL
WO. ROBINSON ROBERTA C. SOLTZ
LEGAL ASSISTANTS

PAUL I. BURKHART
Julv 17, 1987

Attorney John G. MclLean

Counsel, Legal Division

California Fair Political Practices Commission
428 J Street

Suite 800

P. 0. Box 807

Sacramento, CA 95804-0807

RE: Conflict of Interest
Our Request for Advice
Your File No. I-87-181

Dear Mr. MéLean:

This letter is in response to yours of July 9, 1987. I have
reviewed the legal material sent by you. I have also spoken this
afternoon with Councilman Fred Shaw. Fred advises me that he
stilt wishes to have an opinion made as to whether or not he
shguld vote. He definitely concurs with our reguesting this
opinion. 'Although, he had previously been given a copy, I
reviewed with him, word by word, the facts that had been set
forth to you. He concurs in the facts as previously sent to you.

T also advised Mr. Shaw that T would be sending to vyou a
copy of the letter, which we have recently received from the
attorneys representing the Valley Mobile Home Park. As you can
see, they have notified us that until the repeal of the ordinance
is voted upon, they will not proceed with arbitration. It is
their opinion that if repeal is passed, continuing the
arbitration would be fruitless. I would note that not all of the
mobile home spaces in the 180 space park are covered by the
arbitration. A good number of the spaces, although less than
50%, are now covered by one vear leases; and, therefore, not -
within the purview of the mobile home rent review ordinance.

The City Manager has also provided me with statistics from
the Population Research Unit, Depvartment of Finance for State of
California Report, dated April 28, 1987, in which it sets forth
ponulation estimates for January 1, 1987, on Page 37, Summary



Report for Riverside Countv. It therein sets forth that there
are 374 mobile home units in Beaumont, and the population in
those units is 570 individuals. The total population of the City
is set at 8,000. The total number of housing units is 3,224.
There is no specific vacancyv rate for mobile homes; however, the
city-wide vacancy rate for housing units is 92.68%.

If there are any other facts that vou need, please contact
the undersigned. We do appreciate your very efficient and prompt
attention in this matter.

Very truly yours,

RYSKAMP ,AND ROBINSO

BY: GEORGE

GRR:kh

Enclosure



JOHN ROBERT WILLIAMS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
910 Fast Florida Avenue ® Suite C-2
[emet, California 92343
Telephone (714) 652-0552

;Egifijﬁfﬁhﬁigaﬁl?
July 8, 1987 JUL.091987

John M. Porter

Roberts and Morgan

Attorneys at Law

5015 Canyon Crest Drive

P. O. Box 5980

Riverside, California 92507

R. Michael Walters

Walters & Ward

A Professional Corporation
11665 Avena Place

Suite 203

George R. Ryskamp
Ryskamp and Robinson
Attorneys at Law

Lakeview Building
Rancho Bernardo,
San Diego, California

A Professional Corporation 92128-2403
6608 Palm Avenue
Riverside, California 92506

Re: Valley Mobile Home Rent Review
Beaumont, California

Gentlemen:

I have received Mr., Ryskamp's letter dated June 23, 1987,
and Mr. Walters' letter dated July 1, 1987, regarding the above-
mentioned matter. I have discussed one portion of this matter by
telephone with Mr. Ryskamp on June 25, 1987, and Mr. Porter on
July 8, 1987. I want to set forth this one matter in writing for
each of you.

Mr. Ryskamp states in his letter of June 23, 1987, that
the pending repeal of the rent review ordinance "does not in any
way effect these (arbitration) proceedings." I strongly disagree.
While we could procedurally conduct an arbitration hearing if the
ordinance is repealed I cannot see any practical positive effect.
If the arbitrator were to decide in favor of the renters, Mr. Farr
could obliterate that decision by simply giving a sixty day notice
of rent increase to whatever sum he arbitrarily decides. Under
those circumstances, to borrow a cliche, my clients would most
definitely "win the battle and lose the war." :

Apparently the Beaumont City Council will vote sometime
this month on the repeal of the rent review ordinance. I strongly
urge and request that no date for arbitration be set until after
the fate of the rent review ordinance is known. T believe a date
no later than August 15, 1987, for arbitration is unrealistic. I
have noted Mr. Walters scheduling conflicts set forth in his



John M., Porter
George R. Ryskamp
R. Michael Walters
July 8, 1987 ’
Page 2

letter and T also concur with his statements regarding preparation
for an arbitration hearing. Further, if the ordinance is
repealed, T would have great difficulty in preparing for an
arbitration hearing which could not possibly result in any
practical benefits for my clients.

Yours very truly,

/// Sl LA rprror

JOHN ROBFRT WILLIAMS
Attorney at Law

JRW/sm
cc: Allan HBacker
Valley Mobile Home Owners
and Renters Association
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