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Item Number:
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To:

Honorable Mayor & City Council

From:

James R. Latta, Human Services Administrator

Nestor Otazu, Code Enforcement Manager
Nancy Hunt-Coffey, Director of Community Services
Susan Healy Keene, Director of Community Development
Raj Patel, Assistant Director of Community Development/Building
Official
Subject:

A. AN URGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS
AMENDING THE BEVERLY HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE TO
ESTABLISH THE REQUIREMENT TO PAY RELOCATION FEES TO
TENANTS WHO ARE EVICTED FROM CERTAIN APARTMENT
UNITS, TO INCREASE THE AMOUNTS OF THE RELOCATION FEES
THAT MUST BE PAID TO TENANTS, TO DECREASE THE 10%
AMOUNT BY WHICH CERTAIN RENTS CAN BE INCREASED, TO
ESTABLISH A RENT INCREASE APPLICATION PROCESS, TO
REQUIRE A REGISTRATION OF RENTAL UNITS, TO REPEAL
ORDINANCE NO. 17-0-2725 AND DECLARING THE URGENCY
THEREOF; AND
B. AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS AMENDING
THE BEVERLY HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE TO ESTABLISH THE
REQUIREMENT TO PAY RELOCATION FEES TO TENANTS WHO
ARE EVICTED FROM CERTAIN APARTMENT UNITS, TO INCREASE
THE AMOUNTS OF THE RELOCATION FEES THAT MUST BE PAID
TO TENANTS, TO DECREASE THE 10% AMOUNT BY WHICH
CERTAIN RENTS CAN BE INCREASED, TO ESTABLISH A RENT
INCREASE APPLICATION PROCESS, TO REQUIRE A
REGISTRATION OF RENTAL UNITS, AND TO REPEAL ORDINANCE
NO. 17-0-2725
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Attachments:

1. Urgency Ordinance
2. Non-urgency Ordinance
3. Letter Sent to the Community Regarding Rent Stabilization
Urgency Ordinance Information and FAQ
4. Human Relations Commission Community Feedback from
Meeting of February 3, 2017 and Meeting of February 16, 2017
5. Community Feedback Letters and E-mails Received From
Various Community Members
6. City of Los Angeles 2017 Rent Registry Form
7. Studies that Document the High Housing Costs in California and
Los Angeles County in Particular
—

—

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the City Council read by title only, waive further reading and
adopt the urgency ordinance entitled AN URGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
BEVERLY HILLS AMENDING THE BEVERLY HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE TO
ESTABLISH THE REQUIREMENT TO PAY RELOCATION FEES TO TENANTS WHO
ARE EVICTED FROM CERTAIN APARTMENT UNITS, TO INCREASE THE AMOUNTS
OF THE RELOCATION FEES THAT MUST BE PAID TO TENANTS, TO DECREASE
THE 10% AMOUNT BY WHICH CERTAIN RENTS CAN BE INCREASED, TO
ESTABLISH A RENT INCREASE APPLICATION PROCESS, TO REQUIRE A
REGISTRATION OF RENTAL UNITS, TO REPEAL ORDINANCE NO. 17-0-2725 AND
DECLARING THE URGENCY THEREOF (Attachment 1) and read by title only, waive
further reading and introduce the ordinance entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
BEVERLY HILLS AMENDING THE BEVERLY HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE TO
ESTABLISH THE REQUIREMENT TO PAY RELOCATION FEES TO TENANTS WHO
ARE EVICTED FROM CERTAIN APARTMENT UNITS, TO INCREASE THE AMOUNTS
OF THE RELOCATION FEES THAT MUST BE PAID TO TENANTS, TO DECREASE
THE 10% AMOUNT BY WHICH CERTAIN RENTS CAN BE INCREASED, TO
ESTABLISH A RENT INCREASE APPLICATION PROCESS, TO REQUIRE A
REGISTRATION OF RENTAL UNITS, AND TO REPEAL ORDINANCE NO. 17-0-2725
(Attachment 2).
INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this report is to provide an update on Council’s direction provided to staff
during the regular council meeting of January 24, 2017, and to present revised
ordinances to the City Council that implement the City Council’s direction. On January
24”, the City Council provided the following direction to staff:
1) Create a database for the approximately 8600 Multi-family units (duplex and
above);
2) Utilize the database to establish a Rental Registry Program in the City of Beverly
Hills;
3) Change the current No-Cause Termination ordinance (Chapter 6) to include
relocation fees equal to the City of Santa Monica; and
4) Reduce the maximum annual rent increases allowed for Chapter 6 units from
10% to 3%.
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At the January 24, 2017 meeting, the City Attorney stated that he anticipated providing
more robust ordinances to the City Council at this meeting that would implement the City
Council’s direction. The adoption of the revised ordinances is recommended because
they establish additional procedures to implement a rent increase application process,
and they contain revised relocation fees that are based on current data regarding the
cost of renting and relocating to another apartment unit in the City of Beverly Hills. The
reduction of the amount of the annual rent increase that is allowed for units that are
subject to Chapter 6 from 10% to 3% is set to expire on February 25, 2017. Rather than
amending and extending that ordinance and the identical non-urgency ordinance, it is
recommended that the ordinances that are being presented to the City Council be
adopted and introduced instead, subject to additional direction from the City Council at
the February 21, 2017 Formal City Council Meeting.
DISCUSSION
Input from Human Relations Commission (HRC) meetings:

At the conclusion of the January 24, 2017 Council Meeting, Council directed the HRC to
hold public meetings where landlords and tenants could come together to share their
ideas, concerns and solutions regarding the items outlined in the Urgency Ordinance.
To notify all landlords and tenants of record, staff sent out a letter regarding the rent
stabilization Urgency Ordinance, and frequently asked questions (Attachment 3). The
HRC held a Special Meeting on Friday, February 3, 2017, and held a second meeting at
their regularly scheduled Commission meeting on Thursday, February 16, 2017.
Forty members of the community participated at the February 3, 2017 HRC Special
Meeting. Out of the 40 participants, 27 came and spoke in person at the meeting. Of the
speakers, 16 were landlords, nine were tenants, and two did not fall into either category.
The remainder of participants sent in comments by e-mail. Three of the e-mails were
from landlords, nine were from tenants and one was neither a tenant nor a landlord.
Seventy-six members of the community participated at the February 16, 2017 HRC
Regular Meeting. Out of the 76 participants, 35 came and spoke in person at the
meeting. Of the speakers, 23 were landlords and 12 were tenants. The remainder of
participants sent in comments by email. Eight of the emails were from landlords and 33
were from tenants.
There was a large disparity between the opinions of the tenants and the landlords
(Attachment 4). Tenants showed overwhelming support of the items in the Urgency
Ordinance (3% cap on rent increases and the addition of relocation fees when serving a
no-cause termination notice), while the Landlords were in great opposition to the 3% rent
increase cap, and less vocal regarding the relocation fees. In general, both tenants and
landlords showed support for a database and a rental registry. However, both groups
shared concern about the privacy issues that might arise with personal information and
rental amounts available to the public on the internet.
In addition to their support of the items covered in the Urgency Ordinance, several
common themes emerged from tenants’ comments including the affordability of staying
in the City due to the high annual rent increases, and fear of retaliation by their
landlords. Tenants with children in the Beverly Hills School Unified District system stated
that they moved to the City for the schools, but with the rising rent increases, they would
be forced to move out of the City, and to move their children out of the district. Long-term
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tenants on fixed-incomes also shared their concern of being forced to move out of the
City to due to 10% annual rent increases. Regardless of their rent increases, tenants
complained that they could not get basic repairs completed without fear of retaliation by
their landlords. Lastly, several tenants stated that they would like to see an evening or
weekend meeting in the future since the times of the two HRC meetings were during the
work day, and that many renters could not miss work.1
Landlords also shared several common concerns regarding the Urgency Ordinance.
Landlords, especially “mom and pop” operators, expressed concern that with the rising
costs of utilities, taxes, the rising minimum wage, and the current 3% cap on rent
increases, that they would not be able to continue to make routine repairs to their
tenants’ units and to their building. In addition, landlords were concerned that they
would also not be able to make capital improvements without the ability to pass these
fees along to their tenants. Landlords also stated that even though they did not generally
raise their tenants’ rents as high as 10%, they wanted to have the flexibility to do so.
Lastly, landlords expressed alarm that they felt that the Urgency Ordinance was put into
effect without the proper amount of research, and asked that the Council allow more
time for study before they enacted a permanent ordinance.
Maximum Allowable Rent Increase:
At their January 24th meeting, City Council supported an amendment to reduce the
annual maximum allowable rent increase for Chapter 6 units from 10% to 3%. Tenants
at the City Council meeting and at HRC meetings stated that their rents have been
increased sometimes yearly at the maximum allowable 10%. This increase is most
impactful to those on a limited income, especially seniors. However, as was also noted
in multiple meetings, there is no data regarding the number of properties where the rents
were increased either to the maximum amount or some other lesser amount.
Staff researched other cities with a rent stabilization program and found that those cities
established either Annual General Adjustments to rents or the Maximum Allowable Rent
for each year. Rent increases are also monitored and capped, which require in some
instances approval from a rent control board or commission before they can be passed
to the tenant. The Annual General Adjustments, as they are referred to, are primarily
based on a percentage (set by the board or commission) of the increases in the
Consumer Price Index for all Urban Consumers (CPI-U). There are also other annual
allowable rent increases which require the approval of a board. These temporary
increases or surcharges include expenditures due to a capital improvement program,
and renovation and rehabilitation of the property. This component of the program
requires continuous monitoring and administration by both staff and the board with a
continuous involvement with both tenant and landlord.

Currently, there is a shortage of affordable housing that is available to all segments of the community both
within the County of Los Angeles and specifically within the City of Beverly Hills. The increased cost of
constructing and purchasing housing within the Southern California region has caused an increase in the
rents that are being charged for apartment units. Studies, which were presented to the City Council and are
part of the record regarding the adoption of this ordinance (Attachment 7), have shown that there is a
shortage of the number of apartment units that are available for rent and that the rents that are being
charged for apartment units are increasing dramatically, especially within Southern California and within
the City of Beverly Hills.
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Other cities with rent control provisions vary in the amount of the rent increase allowed
annually. The Table I below identifies the Maximum Allowable Rent increases based on
CPI and the capped percentage for each city:
Table I
City
West Hollywood

Santa Monica
Los Angeles

Rent Cap CPI
75% of the CPI-U
Annual General Adjustment
75% of the CPI-U
Annual General Adjustment
100% CPI-U
Annual General Adjustment

Allows CPI
Increases
Yes

—

=

0.75%

Yes
=

1.3%

=

3-8%

Yes

Oakland

Yes

Berkeley

100% of avg. CPI-U and CPI rent
65% of CPI-U

Yes

San Francisco

60% of CPI-U

Yes

Richmond

100% of CPI-U

Yes

Included in the 80 e-mails received by staff, Fred Sutton of the Apartment Association of
Greater Los Angeles (AAGLA) submitted a letter (Attachment 5) on February 10th
expressing concern regarding the 3% maximum allowable rent increase. Mr. Sutton
notes that 65% of renters in Beverly Hills live in buildings over 55 years old, and these
buildings have greater maintenance costs than newer buildings. There is concern that
property owners will not be able to properly maintain these buildings if they are unable to
have greater flexibility in the amount of the annual rent increase. Mr. Sutton also notes
that the Consumer Price Index is not a good benchmark as there are costs incurred by
landlords, such as real estate tax, the City’s business tax, utilities, and other
maintenance costs that are not included as part of the CPI.
The city’s revised ordinance provides for a minimum three percent increase annually
unless the CPI exceeds three percent. In that case, the CPI would control. This revision
is proposed so that the amount of the annual increase of the rents will keep pace with
inflation, if the CPI were to exceed 3%. (See Section 7 of the ordinance, which amends
Code Section 4-6-3 B.)
Rent Increase Application Process:

If a landlord desires more than the three percent or CPI increase, the landlord may make
an application to a hearing officer. The hearing officer will use the net operating income
for the year 2016 as a base for determining whether or not the landlord is receiving a
reasonable rate of return (Net operating income means the gross income minus
operating expenses.) Therefore, if the landlord has an increase in operating expenses
(e.g., building improvements, or major repairs) the landlord may be entitled to a rent
increase in order to maintain the same rate of return that he had in 2016. (See Section
11, which adds new Section 4-6-13 to Chapter 6.)
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The landlord also has the opportunity to show that 2016 did not represent a fair return on
his investment. The hearing officer will review the landlord’s application and if the
hearing officer finds that: (i) the landlord’s operating and maintenance expenses in the
base year were unusually high or low in comparison to other years or (ii) the rent in the
base year was disproportionately low due to the fact that it was not established in an
atm’s-length transaction or due to other peculiar circumstances, then the hearing officer
may adjust the base year accordingly.
The ordinance currently provides for a hearing officer to make these decisions. If the
Council wishes to appoint a commission or rent control board to make these decisions
the Council may do so. However, appointing a new commission or board will likely take
several months. Therefore, staff recommends leaving the hearing officer in place and
changing the ordinance at a later time.2
Relocation Fees:
At the direction of City Council, a relocation fee was added to Chapter 6 to provide
relocation funds to tenants evicted for no cause. Relocation fees are based on expected
costs tenants will incur at the time of eviction. Based on the survey conducted by staff,
relocation fees are based on the following: number of bedrooms, households regardless
of unit size, first and last month’s rent, security deposit, moving and packing expenses,
dislocation and housing costs. Of the three neighboring jurisdictions, Los Angeles, Santa
Monica, and West Hollywood, each jurisdiction requires a relocation fee paid to qualified
tenants.
The information in Table 2 of the next page, compares the relocation fees in these
jurisdictions for tenants being evicted through no fault of their own and what is included
into the relocation fee so as to mitigate the financial impacts to the tenant:

2

From 1979-1988, there was a Rent Adjustments Commission in place, which heard applications from
landlords to increase rents for Chapter 5 units. The Commission was disbanded by the City Council, since
the number of units that were subject to Chapter 5 had declined significantly, and it was less costly to have
a hearing examiner hold hearings and make determinations than having the Commission make those
determinations.
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Table 2
City
West
Hollywood

Apartment Size
0
1
2
3

Relocation Fees

Bed
Bed
Bedroom
or more bedrooms

$6,455
$9,114
$12,277
$16,202

Qualified Tenants
Lower Income Tenant

$17,087
$21,517

Relocation Fees Include
.
First and fast
month’s rent
•
Securitydeposit
•
Moving & packing
expenses
• Dislocation &
housing costs
•

Santa Monica

Studio
1 Bed
2 or more bedrooms
Qualified Tenants
Qualified Tenants
Qualified Tenants

—

—

—

$8,650
$13,300
$18,050
Studio
1 bed
2 + bed

$16,359
$15,350
$20,750

•
.

•
•
Less than 3 yeats
Eligible tenant
Qualified Tenant
Los Angeles

•

$7,600
$16,650

•
.

Tenants with 3 or more years
Eligible Tenant
Qualified Tenant

$10,400
$19,700

Lower Income Tenant1
Eligible tenant
Qualified Tenant

$10,400
$19,700

Mom & Pop Properties2
Eligible Tenant
Qualified Tenant

$7,600
$15,300

•

Differential between
the average
Maximum Allowable
Rent & the average
market rent (36
months disparity)
Security deposit (2X
market rent)
Moving expenses
Utility start-up costs
An additional $1,000
for Qualified Tenant
First and last
month’s rent
Security deposit
Utility connection
charges
Moving expenses

Income Below 80% of Area Median Income.
2Mom & Pop landlords may own no more than 4 residential units, provision to evict only applies if
landlord or immediate family moves into unit.
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Relocation Fee Methodology
Staff has conducted a survey of the components that are being considered as part of the
Beverly Hills relocation fees. The amount of current Average Market Rate of rent in
Beverly Hills was obtained from Westside Rentals. They provided the Suggested Price
Range, which is based on the highest concentration of prices in the range for the three
zip codes in Beverly Hills. The listings, which were part of the survey, are from February
1, 2017 to February 14, 2017. The market rate average cost for each unit type was
estimated and is identified in Table 3 as follows:
Table 3
Calculation Factors
Current Average Market Rate in
Beverly Hills
First and Last Month’s Rent + Security
Deposit (3 times market rate)
Moving Expenses Local Area (20-30 miles)
Utility Start-up Costs (Gas, Electricity,
Phone, TV/Internet)
Total Estimated Relocation Fees

Amount
Studio
$1 ,600
1 Bedroom
$2,585
2 Bedrooms $3,667
Studio
1 Bedroom
2 Bedrooms

$4,800
$7,755
$11,001

$1 1 161
,

$2772

Studio
$6,193
1 Bedroom
$9,148
2 or more Bedrooms $12,394

1

Staff contacted 5 moving companies, the average hourly rate is $124; the average amount of
hours needed to move a 2 bedroom apartment is 9 hours.
2 Includes $132 for electricity service, $45 for gas service, $9.99 for basic phone service, and
$89.99 for TV/Internet service, regardless of unit size when services are transferred.

Staff’s analysis of the factors that were taken into account by other cities in establishing
their relocation fees (Table 2) demonstrates that the methodology that was used by

Santa Monica, which was based the difference in rents between rent control units and
market units, is not applicable to Beverly Hills proposed relocation fees, because
Chapter 6 units in Beverly Hills have not been kept artificially low due to rent control.
Staff’s survey of current rent levels and moving costs that are set forth in Table 3 result
in relocation fees that are similar to the relocation fees established by its neighbor, the
City of West Hollywood. Staff has used these numbers to develop an appropriate
relocation fee. To prevent the City’s relocation fees from becoming outdated, staff also
has included an annual CPI adjustment to the amounts of relocation fees to reflect
increase in the CPI. Also in recognition of the additional moving costs experienced by
qualified tenants, such tenants have been given an additional two thousand dollars.
Relocation fees are intended to provide tenants who are given no cause eviction notices
sufficient resources to secure alternative housing. Tenants may not have anticipated or
planned for the need to move, however those tenants with a lease agreement would
know the end of that contract lease. Another perspective to consider is to not provide
relocation fees for tenants who are noticed to vacate at the end of lease term since
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tenants would have been aware of the tenancy terms with sufficient notice that the lease
term is ending.
Other Provisions of the Ordinance

Section 1 of the ordinance adds a new provision to Chapter 5 that requires the rental unit
to be the primary residence of the tenant. This has been a complaint heard from some
landlords. A definition of primary residence, which is any unit that is occupied by a tenant
for at least nine months out of every calendar year, also has been added to Chapter 5.
Section 10 of the ordinance adds a new provision to Chapter 6 (Section 4-6-1 1), which is
similar to an existing provision of Chapter 5, that allows a landlord to pass through to the
tenants the cost of any improvement mandated by any government statute, rule, or
regulation that became effective on or after January 1, 2017, unless otherwise provided
by law. The pass-through is allocated among all the dwelling units of the building based
on the square footage of the apartment units and annualized in accordance with the
straight-line depreciation schedules.
Section 15 of the ordinance incorporates existing remedies and penalties from Chapter 5
into new Section 4-6-15 of Chapter 6, including a provision that makes it unlawful for a
landlord to reduce housing services that are provided to the tenants (see Paragraph B),
which could become an issue as a result of the substantial reduction of the 10% annual
adjustment that was allowed previously for Chapter 6 units.
Program Implementation

As noted, in order to limit annual rent increases and to provide relocation fees, it is
necessary to understand the universe of apartments in Beverly Hills. Staff is working
toward the development of a database as directed by Council. Staff from IT, Community
Development and Human Services are working together in this initial process and
anticipate that the database can be prepared within a few weeks. While the database is
being developed, staff will be working on developing the online rental registry program.
Staff will return to City Council at a later date with further details on this program. Council
also requested that Los Angeles’ rental registry paperwork be used as an example when
creating the City’s registration forms. A copy of the City of Los Angeles 2017 Annual
Rent Registry form is attached for reference, (Attachment 6).
Although the reasons for registration vary by jurisdiction, the primary purpose of
requiting the registration of rental units is to assist the city in proactively monitoring
compliance with the adopted rent stabilization ordinance. Each city that uses either a
unit and/or tent registration process collects the specific information it deems necessary
to administer their program.
Both the unit and rent registration programs typically collect property, building, and
owner information. In addition, rent registration programs require landlords to provide the
date of tenancies, rental amounts, and file notices related to vacancies and evictions.
The type of information collected through registration of rental units can allow a city to
track the appropriate collection of city fees, verify that rents being charged are within the
limits of the maximum allowable rent, and track evictions. The registration process may
also assist cities to manage property conditions. Pursuant to the City Council’s direction,
the ordinance includes rent registration requirements for both Chapter 5 and Chapter 6
units. (See Section 4, which amends Chapter 5 to add a new registration process in
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Section 4-5-801 and Section 9, which amends Chapter 6 to add a new registration
process in Section 4-6-10.)
Cities with registration programs that require owners to provide the amount of rent
charged for each unit (rent registration) have an additional responsibility to comply with
California Civil Code Section 1947.8, also known as the Petris Act. The Petris Act
requires a city to provide a certificate stating the permissible rent amount for each unit.
The Petris Act requires that all rents be certified within one year of the date when the
ordinance is adopted.
The ordinance also must include an administrative process by which a landlord or a
tenant may appeal the amount of the certified rent level, and all determinations and
appeals must be concluded within the one-year period. Accordingly, by requiring
landlords to register rents, the City must be prepared to administer the staff-intensive
rent certification process in accordance with the requirements of the Petris Act.
Resources Required

Components of rent stabilization programs can include requiring owners to provide
ongoing information on their rental units including rental dates and amounts, limiting
maximum allowable annual rent increases, verifying property maintenance, and
providing relocation assistance. Cities can choose from a range of elements that best
address the specific needs of their constituencies. Staff has reached to neighboring
cities to understand the resources necessary to facilitate a program such as this.
As noted below in Table 4 (page 11), there is a need for significant personnel and
budget that is required to facilitate such program:
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TABLE 4
Survey of Active Rent Stabilization Programs

Jurisdictions
West Hollywood

16,832

Santa Monica

E

$3.6M

13

24,542

$5M

25.9

Las Angeles

631,000

$24.5M

105

Oakland

66,000

$2.95M

20.41

Berkeley

20,000

$4.5M

25.9

San Francisco

173,000

$6.9M

31.51

Richmond

10,000

E

$1.6M $2.2M
-

N/Ass

Beverly Hills

8,853

lJ

N/A

N/A

E
E

E
E

E

have to meet requirements of California Civil Code Section 1947.8— Petns Act.
Program is still in its interim stages of the implementation process, have not completed the hiring for the program.

5cti

Community Preservation (Code Enforcement) in the Community Development
Department currently addresses tenant/landlord complaints. Moving forward, Community
Development will be the lead in the Rental Registry and will return to City Council with a
more detailed presentation of the program. In the interim, Code Enforcement will
continue with complaint-based approach to tenant/landlord issues.
CEQA Discussion
This ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(3), which is the general rule that CEQA
applies only to projects that have the potential for causing a significant effect on the
environment, and CEQA does not apply where it can be seen with certainty that there is
no possibility that the activity may have a significant effect on the environment. It can be
seen with certainty that the amendments to the City’s tent stabilization regulations to
lower the amount of the rent increase that can be imposed annually on certain rental
units; to require landlords to register certain rental units located within the City; to
establish a process to increase rents pursuant to a hearing; to require landlords who
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evict tenants without cause to pay relocation fees to the tenants, and to increase the
amount of the relocation fees that are required to be paid to tenants will not cause a
significant effect on the environment. In addition, the amendments to Chapters 5 and 6
of Title 4 of the Beverly Hills Municipal Code are not a project that is subject to the
provisions of CEQA, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 1 5378(b)(2) and (b)(5).
FISCAL IMPACT
Some portion of the program can be offset by registration fees, Table 5 below
demonstrates the rent registration fees charged by the cities of West Hollywood, Los
Angeles, and Santa Monica to subsidize the program:
TABLE 5
No. of Rent
Stabilization
Units

Registration Fee Per Unit
Per Year

Budget

No. of
Staff

West Hollywood

16,832

$120*

$3.6M

13

Santa Monica

24,542

$5M

25.9

Los Angeles

631,000

$174.96
$24.51
The City also charges an
additional fee of $43.32 to
fund the proactive inspection
program known as the
Systematic Code
Enforcement Program
(SCEP)

$24.5M

105

City

*Based on new fee study, registration fee will change in July 7, 2077 to $144 per unit per year.

To provide fiscal impact to the City, further research and study is required by staff.
Based on Council recommendations, staff will return to Council with estimated resources
necessary to manage a multi-family unit database and Rental Registry Program with
verification of condition and a means to verify annual rent increases.
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