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Survey of Tenants of Registered Rental lJnits:
April - May 2009

Summary

Berkeley tenants living in units subject to rent stabilization were surveyed by mail in April-
}/4ay 2009. Where the survey results can be compared with other data sources, such as Rent
Board registration records, they are well within the expected margin of eruor. The survey
results apply to the 18,855 units registered at the time of the survey. Postal returns from the
survey mailings indicate a 4.)Yo vacancy rate in April 2009.

The survey results, and comparison of these results with the previous mail survey, conducted
in 1998 just prior to vacancy decontrol, can help answer several important questions:

o What are the characteristics of the long-term tenants who have lived in their homes since
before vacancy decontrol began on January 1,1999?

o What effect has vacancy decontrol had on Berkeley's tenant population?

o What is the condition of Berkeley's rental housing stock and the state of landlord-tenant
relations?

o Do tenants know about the Rent Stabilization Prosram and how do thev feel about its
services?

Berkeley's tenant population can be divided into two or three groups for purposes of analysis.

o Long-term tenancies are those that started before vacancy decontrol on January l,1999.
They make up l9o/o of respondents and include very few students.

. More recent tenancies that started after vacancy decontrol began on January 7, 7999
make up 81% of respondents. This group can be fuither divided into "student" and "non-
student" households

o "Student" households are defined as those entilely composed of adult full-time
students. They make up 29o/o of responding households.

o "Non-student" households are entirely or partially made up of people who are not
full-time students. They make up the remaining 52% of all households.



The 2009 mean monthly contract rent was $1,239. It is substantially lower for pre-1999
households at5745, roughly the same as the mean rent in Portland, Oregon. This is 43%
lower than the mean contract rent of $1,301 for more recent non-student households. The
mean rent is highest for student households at $1,468.

Long-tenn tenant households are quite different from more recent households. Nearly two-
thirds (65%) of the long-tenn tenant households are low-income, with a median income of
$38,300 and 44Yo are very low-income. Their median age is 49. Nearly two-thirds (64%)
live alone and l8o/o are couples. Compared with rnore recent non-student households they
include a higher proportion of extremely low-income tenants (25%) and more are disabled
(21%), elderly (18%),retired (16%), African-American (I4%) and singleparents (9%).
Their demographic profile is similar to that of all non-student tenants in 1998, except that
their incomes are lower after adjusting for inflation. This suggests that lower-income tenants
have been more likely to stay. Their median rent burden is 25o/o of income, the same as it
was for non-student households in 1998. Even so, 42o/o are rent burdened, spending more
than 30o/o of their income for rent and utilitie s and 27o/o are severely rent burdened, paying
over 50Yo of their income for rent and utilities.

Non-student households who moved in since 1999 have higher rent burdens, somewhat
more people per unit and somewhat higher incomes compared with non-student households
in the 1998 survey. More than half (560/o) are low-income and38o/o are very low income.
Their median income is $45,000. Their median age is 30, more are couples (28%),14o/o of
these households include a person with a disability, 3o/o are single parents and,7o/o are
retired. Their median rent burden is 32% of income, up from 25Yo for all non-student
households in 1998. More than one-qu arter (28o/o) are severely rent burdened, paying over
50% of income for rent and utilities.

The proportion of rent stabilized units occupied by students is 29Yo, not noticeably different
from the 30o/o reported in the 1998 survey. But students are alarger proporlion of the total
tenant population because the number of students per unit has increased. Students now make
up approximately 45Yo of the total adult population living in registered rental units. The
continuing strength of the student market is particularly notable in tight of the major
expansion of both University-owned and private housing near campus over the past ten
yeafs.

Building conditions present a mixed picture. The majority of tenants, including long-term
tenants, say that they have never had a disagreement with the building owner or manager. At
the same time, three quarters of all respondents report there is a physical problem in their
building. This is down slightly from 83% in 1998 and the number of problems per building
isdownfroman averageof 3.5perbuildingin 1998 to2.4in2009. Problemswithheat,for
example are reported by i 8o/o of tenants, down from 27o/o in 1998. The only major difference
between long-term and more recent tenants is that 30% of long-term tenants report a
problem with paint, while only l7o/o of more recent tenants report such a problem. Virtually
all tenants with building problems report that they have complained to the landlord or
manager about the matter during the last year. Two-thirds report that at least one complaint
was resolved within 30 days and one-third report that at least one complaint was either not



fixed or only partially fixed. Reports of physical problems in the building were substantially
reduced in the 45o/o of bulldings where the tenant reported that the ov/ner or manager had
conducted an inspection during the past year.

One-third of tenants reporl that they have had a conflict with their current landlord or
property manager at sotne time during their tenancy, with maintenance and repairs being the
most frequent cause, reporled by 20%. This is down from 46Yo reporting a conflict in 1998,
with one third reporting maintenance and repairs as a cause. Very few tenants (16%) report
receiving a safety inspection checklist from the landlord or manager as required under the
Rental Housing Safety Program. In comparison with responses to the 1998 survey there is a
noticeable improvement in maintenance, but less than might be expected given the increase
in rents.

Nearly all long-term tenants recall receiving mailings from the Rent Board and are aware
that their unit is subject to rent control. Among more recent tenants, 85o/o recall receiving
mailings, but only 680/o were awate that their unit is subject to rent control. More than half
of long-term tenants had contact the Rent Board at one time or another for information or
assistance and nearly one-quarter of more recent tenants had done so, most often about legal
rents or getting repairs made. Nearly two-thirds of those who contacted the Rent Board
described the staff as very helpful. Eight percent of long-term tenants said that their landlord
had tried to get them to move out, compared with only two percent of more recent tenants.
Virtually all of these tenants reported that they had contacted the Rent Board for assistance.

Only slightly more than half (56%) of tenants reported adequate recycling containers in their
building, with32o/o reporting that while containers were present they were not big enough
and another 12o/o unaware of containers in their building.

Connection with neighborhood disaster preparedness groups is low, with only 8% reporting
that they are involved or know someone who is involved. This goes up to 74o/o for long-term
tenants.



I. Purpose and Method

a. Purpose of the Survey

This is the fourth suruey of tenants carried out by the Rent Stabilization Program. Previous
surveys were conducted in 1984, in 1988 and in 1998 just prior to vacancy decontrol. The Rent
Program surveys. generate accurate and representative statistics that provide valuable information
for elected officials, staff and the public about the characteristics of the tenants served by the
Rent Stabilization Program, how they perceive the quality of the buildings they live in, their
relations with property owners and managers, and their experience with the Rent Board and other
housing-related agencies.

b. How the Survev Was Conducted

In April and May 2009 the Rent Stabilization Program staff sent a mail survey addressed to
"Tenant" at 1,907 addresses of Berkeley rental units. The survey went to 1,819 registered rental
units and 88 units listed as temporarily exempt because the tenant was said to be in the Section 8
or Shelter Plus Care rental assistance programs. The list that was sampled had20,775 unit
addresses, of which 18,855 were registered and 1,320 were listed as temporarily exempt because
the tenants receive rental assistance.

The sampling universe includes almost all housing units curently rented or available for rent in
properties with two units or more that were built prior to 1980. These units are about 73% of
Berkeley's rental housing stock. Units built after 1980 and most single-family and condominium
units are permanently exempt from registration. Units that are owner-occupied or vacant but not
available for rent at any time during the fiscal year are exempt until they are rented again. About
270 rental units in owner-occupied duplexes that were owner-occupied in 1980 are also exempt.
Section 8 units were included because the Rent Board records on participation in that program
were out of date and many of these units were no longer occupied by subsidized tenants. (The
Rent Board is in the process of updating its records.)

Table: April2009 Tenant Survey

Universe Sample
Total Units 20,1.75 1,901
Registqred Pre-1999 Tenancy 4,215 843 one n five
RegisteredPost-1998Tenancy 74,640 976 .one n fifteen
Total Resistered I R  R 5 5 1 , 8 1 9
Section 8 1,320 88 one in fifteen



The survey went to two sampling groups. A one-in-fifteen sample of 1,064 addresses was drawn
from 1 5,960 units where the Rent Board records showed a tenancy that began on or after January
7,1999 or a temporarily exempt unit where the tenant was receiving a rent subsidy. A one-in-
f,rve sample of 843 addresses was drawn from 4,215 units where no change in tenancy was
indicated since 1999. According to Rent Board records, the newer tenancies represent 78o/o of all
registered units and the older tenancies represent 22%. The oversample of long-term tenants
reflects a decision to focus additional attention on the units that are receiving the largest
discounts from market rents and on the characteristics of the tenants who occupy them.

This survey, like.those in 1988 and 1998, used the "Total Design Method" developed by Prof.
Don A. Dillman.l Three separate mailings went to all survey,rnits an April 6tl'introductory
letter, an April 1Otl' letter containing the survey, and an Apil 17tl' postcaid reminder. Three
weeks later, in early May, a final letter with a replacement copy of the survey was sent to all
households that had not already returned a completed survey. Since mail surveys typically
receive a higher rate of responses from better educated and higher income households, an effort
was made to increase responses from low-income households by offering a $5 gift card to a local
store for each completed survey.

Survey respondents were promised confidentiality. When addresses were selected from the Rent
Board database to be included in the survey additional data on the unit was brought over from
the Rent Board database: the number of bedrooms, the number of units in the property, market
area and legal rent ceiling rounded to the nearest $10. This helps check the accuracy of both the
survey and the Rent Board database but is not specific enough to use to identify a particular unit.
Whether the building was on the City list of soft-story buildings was also added from the
Planning Department soft-story address listing. After the gift cards were sent, the individual
addresses were removed from the data base.

c. Response Rate

A total of 7 66 completed surveys were return ed, 366 from the one in five sample and 400 from
the one in fifteen sample. The Post Office returned at least one of these three mailings from94
different addresses. Of the 94 addresses with returns, 66 were returned with labels indicating that
they were vacant or likely vacant, including "vacant", "unclaimed", "unable to forward", "box
full". The other 28 not counted as vacant were considered undeliverable, either because of
incorrect addresses in the Rent Board database or postal error, with labels such as "no such
number". There were also five returned surveys that were incomplete or not sent by a tenant.
These 99 units are removed from the base sample in computing the response rate.

' Do.t A. Dillman, Mail ønd Telephone Surtteys That Ilork. The Totøl Design Method,John Wiley & Sons, 1978.
Don A. Dillman, "Mail and Other SelÊAdministered Questionnaires", in Peter Rossi, James Wright, Andy

Anderson (editors), Handbook of Sut vey Research, Academic Press, 1983.
Priscilla Salant & Don A. Dillman, Hoyv to Conduct Your Own Survey,Wiley, 1994.



Table: Survey Response Rate

Sent PO Return Completed Response Rate'
]15 sample of pre-1999 tenancies: 843 28 366 45%
1/15 sample of post-1998 tenancies: 1,064 66 400 40%
Total t,901 94 766 42%
Weighted average: NA NA NA 4I%

The postal returns from the suryey can be used to estimate the vacancy rate for April 2009,
which comes out to 4o/o. This is during a period in which there is relatively less turnover, the
month prior to final examinations at the end of the school year. (See separate vacanay report.)

For purposes of generating citywide statistics applicable to all tenants in the two sample groups
the responses from each group must be given different weights so that each response represents
the same number of tenants. The 366 responses from members of the i/5 sample represent one
response for every 1 1.5 households in the universe of pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies. The 400
responses from members of the 1/15 sample of post-vacancy decontrol tenancies and temporarily
exempt tenancies represent one response for every 39.9 households in this group. Each response
from the l/15 sample represents3.4T times as many tenants as a response from the ll5 sample,
so they must be weighted accordingly in order to provide cityr;vide statistics.i

Once the data was entered, we separated out those households that reported that they received
monthly rental assistance. This left 346 useable responses in the 1 in 5 sample and 357 responses
in the 1 in 15 sample. We then separated the 1 in 5 sample into two groups, 296 responses from
tenants who reported moving in before 1999 and 51 responses from tenants who reported moving
in during or after 1999. (This means that l5o/o of the units that the Rent Board records showed as
being pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies had actually changed status. In some cases the change was
very recent but in many cases the owner had simply not reported the new tenancy and had not
registered the new rent.) The responses from post-vacancy decontrol tenancies in the 1 in 5
sample were then weighted as equal to I 13 .47tt' of the responses in the 1 in 1 5 sample of post-
vacancy decontrol tenancies for purposes ofreporting results for all post-vacancy decontrol
tenancies.

There were also a very small number of responses (under 3%) within the 1 in 15 sample where
the tenant reported moving into the unit prior to 1999. These responses were kept in the 1999 to
2009 tenancies group because Rent Board records indicated that the unit had recorded a new rent
after avacancy. There are various scenarios under which atenantmight report having lived in a
unit prior to 1999 and yet the unit would have received a vacancy increase. These include
situations where a tenant sublet prior to 1999 without the landlord's knowledge, where an
original pre-1996 tenant moved out leaving behind a tenant who began sharing the rental during
the years 1996-98, and where a tenant moved out and back in to the same unit. The purpose of

' Response rate is (surveys completed/(surveys sent - postal retums)).
' If the response rate and postal rehrrn rate had been the same for both groups, then each of the lin 5 sample
responses would have been weighted at 7l3rd of the 1 in 15 sample responses.



the pre-1999 tenancies group is to look specif,rcally at the characteristics and experience of
residents ofunits that have never received a vacancv increase.

d. Survey Accuracy

The results of surveys of this size will generally be accurate to within * or - 5o/o at the 95o/o
confidence level. This means, for example, that when 5I% of all tenants report that they found
their housing through Craigslist or another web site, the chances are 79 out of 20 that between
46Yo and 560/o of all tenants in units subject to rent stabilization found their housing through
Craigslist or another web site. This survey had 40 questions plus some follow-ups, so there are
likely to be a couple sets of responses with some greater degree of inaccuracy.

The confidence interval is based on the assumption that there are no sources of bias built into the
survey procedure, so that the responses are truly a random sample of the universe of people
being surveyed. In reality all survey procedures generate some degree of bias in the response
rate. Mail surveys generally get a lower response rate from less literate people and those with
limited English. There is no way of knowing how much this response bias may have affected the
survey. The letters contained a summary in Spanish and a number to call for translation, but only
two people called back to that number. A couple of survey responses contained comrnents
written in Spanish.

As part of the analysis we will compare the survey results with the Rent Board's own database
on rents, number of bedrooms in each unit, and number of units in each property. We can also
compare the results with data on Berkeley tenants from the U.S. Census Bureau's most recent
2006-2008 American Community Survey (ACS). The ACS are themselves surveys with some
significant inaccuracies and comparability issues because the ACS includes all tenants, not iust
those in units subject to rent stabilization.

Broadly speaking, the survey results match up well with other data sources. The median rent
reported by rent-stabllized tenants in the survey is $1,125, while the median rent according to the
Rent Board records is $ 1 , 1 40, a difference of only 1 .3%. The distribution of units by bedroom
size matches the Rent Board records almost exactly (see section on Building Characteristics).
The median tenant income reported in the suruey is S32,800, while the 2006-8 American
Community Survey reports 534,493, a difference of 5o/o. The comparison between the Rent
Board survey and the ACS is cornplicated by the fact that the ACS covers all tenants including
those in exempt units. There is a slight under-representation of responses from the University-
Downtown market area, which could indicate a somewhat lower response rate from students.

e. Comparison With Previous Surveys

This mail survey followed a process nearly identical to the process followed in two previous mail
surveys conducted for the Rent Board by Bay Area Economics in 1998 and 1988. While the
2009 surwey used a somewhat different set of questions and updated some response categories, it
left many questions unchanged in order to facilitate comparisons. Comparisons with previous

1 0



results should be meaningful, since any bias resulting from use of the mail survey technique
should be similar in all three surveys. The previous survey was conducted immediately prior to
vacancy decontrol in 1998, so the comparison should be particularly useful in understanding the
effects of vacancy decontrol.

There are two main differences in procedure between the 2009 suruey and the 1998 and 1988
surveys. First, the 1998 and 1988 surveys did not oversample long-term tenancies. Instead, they
oversampled market areas with fewer rental units - the Rent Board uses five distinct market
areas within Berkeley for the purpose of analyzing various issues. In all three surueys the results
are then weighted in order to provide citywide statistics. Second, the earlier surveys did not offer
a gift card. The 1 998 survey was conducted during the month of May and receive d 7 52 valid
responses for a39o/o response rate. The 1988 survey was conducted during the months of July
and August and received 826 responses îor a 460/o response rate. The timing of the 1988 survey,
during a period when many college students are away, raises some issues for analysis of trends in
student occupancy. The first tenant survey done for the Rent Board was carried out in 1984.
This survey used telephone and personal interviews to interview 503 tenants and had a75o/o
response rate within its sample. The different method and response rate makes it more difficult
to use this survey for comparisons.

f. Staff

The survey and survey analysis has been carried out under the direction of Dr. Stephen Barton.
Darcy Jojola generated the sample to be surveyed from Rent Board registration records. Be Tran
and Aimee Mueller carried out the mail survey. Aimee Mueller did the majority of the data entry
and produced the marginals and cross-tabulations shown in the Appendix.
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II. Building Characteristics

Responses on building size and number of bedrooms per unit match up very well with both the
Rent Board's own records and the 1998 tenant survey. The only substantial difference between
the 2009 and 1998 survey's is the lower number of single-family houses, which is to be expected
since after 1998 one-unit properties become permanently exempt from rent stabilization as the
tenants move out. Most of those remaining are single-family cottages that are on a property
along with other residential buildings.

Table: Units by Building Size

2009 Rent Board Records 2009 Survey 1998 Survev
(by properly rather than building)

l unit T % 4% 9%
2 units 6% 13% 10%
3-4uni ts 18% r9% 1 7 %
5-9un i t s  24% 2 t % r8%
l0 - 19 units 22% 20% 22%
20 - 49 units 23% r 8 % I8%
50+ units 6% s% 7%

Table: Units by Number of Bedrooms

2009 Rent Board records 2009 Survey 1998 Survev

Studio or Room 20% r9% r9%
1 Bedroom 42% 43% 42%
2 Bedrooms 3 r % 30% J  J 7 0

3 Bedrooms 5% 5% 4%
4+ Bedrooms 2o/o 3 % z%

The match is not quite as good when looked at by location. There are somewhat fewer responses
from the University-Downtown areathan there should be. This may indicate a lower response
rate from students, who are the majority of the tenants in that area. In the 1998 survey the
response rate from this area was almost exactly at the average response rate for all market areas
and response rates were lowest from West and South Berkeley.
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Table: Units by Market Area

Area 2009 Rent Board records 2009 Survev

Hil ls (1) 8% 9%
Central Berkeley (2) 18% 22%
University-Downtown (3) 53% 44%-West 

Berkeley (4) 4% 4%
South Berkeley (5) 17% 20%

Area I is census tracts 1 1, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, l7 , 38
Area 2 is census tracts I 8, 19 , 22, 23 , 30, 31
Area 3 is census tracts24,25,27,28,29,36,37
Area4 is census trac|s20,2l ,32
Area 5 is census tracts 33, 34,35,39,40
AII Berkeley census tracts begin with 42, so for example most of downtown is in tract 4229 .
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III. Demographics

a. Pre- and Post-Vacancy Decontrol Tenancies

The survey results indicate that 19Yo of tenancies in registered units began prior to 1999 and the
units they live in have not had their base rent reset by avacancy increase. Rent Board records in
April2009 indicated that22o/o of registered units were pre-1999 tenancies, but l5% of the
respondents surveyed from those tenancies indicated a later move-in date that had not yet been
reported to the Rent Board by the landlord. This means that at the time of the survey there were
approximately 3,600 pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies among the 18,850 rent-stabilized units
registered with the Rent Board.

b. Student Status

Adult students, mostly attending the University of California, are a major part of Berkeley's
tenant population. Over all, in 29Yo of responding households all of the residents were full-time
students, and in another 16Yo the household included both students and non-students, leaving
55o/o of tenant households with no full-time students. These proportions are basically unchanged
from 1998.

When we look at the number of tenants rather than the number of households, however, we find
that 45Yo of the adult tenant population in the survey is made up of full-time students. Students
are more likely to share housing and have the highest rate of people per houshold. The 45o/o
student share of the adult tenant population is an increase from 39Yo in 1998 and 34% in 1988.
Since the number of students is increasing even though the number of student households is
stable, this suggests that more students are sharing housing and that the average student
household size is increasing.

Among pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies only one percent are all-student households and another
8%o are mixed student and non-student households, withglo/o having no full-time students. In
total, T}Yo of the residents in these units are full-time students and only 3%o attend the University
of California.

Table: Estimated Households in Registered Units by Vacancy Decontrol and Student Status

Zero Students Mixed All Student Total

Pre-vacancy decontrol 3,125 275 50 3.450
Post-vacancy decontrol 7,450 2}50 4,850 74,650
Total registered units 1 0,57 5 2,625 4,900 1 9,100
Based on 18,855 units less 4o/o vacancy rale.
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Among post-vacancy decontrol households 33o/o are all full-time students, another 160/o are
mixed students and non-students and 5TYohave no full-time students. Looking at the total
population among post-vacancy decontrol tenancies however, 51o/o are full+ime students and
45o/o (including a few part-time students) attend the University of Califomia at Berkeley.

In order to make sense of the survey data, particularly where income and rent burden is
concemed, we will need to divide out the student households. Following the way past surveys
were done, we will define student households as those entirely made up of full-time students and
non-student households as all other households. An alternative way to define student and non-
student households would be to define as student households those in which the rnajority of the
residents rather than all residents are full-time students, but less than2o/o of tenant households
fall into this 51% to 99o/o range, so the results would not be very different.

c. Age

The age profile of respondent households in 2009 is not significantly different frorn 1998. At that
time there had been a substantial shift from 1988, with young adults between the ages of l8 and
24 íncreasing from 23o/o to 360/o and a decrease among children and older adults. The 2009
survey ftnds 32%o of the population between 1 8 and 24, slightly lower than in 1998 but within the
margin of error of the survey.

The median age of the residents in pre-1999 tenancies is 49 years old, while the median age in
post-vacancy decontrol tenancies is 27. People over the age of 55 make up 42o/o of residents in
pre-1999 tenancies including 18% who are over 65. Only 6% of residents of post-vacancy
decontrol tenancies are over 55. Among pre-I999 tenancies 81% of the residents are 35 or older
and another 9o/o are children under 18, while among the post-vacancy decontrol tenancies 75Yo
are between the ages of 1 8 and 34 and only 20Yo are older and 5o/o are children under 1 8.

d. Household Size and Type

The average household size in 2009 was 1.88 people per household, up slightly from 1998 and
1988 when it was 1.76 people per household.

There is a substantial difference between pre and post-vacancy decontrol households.

Average Household Size
Pre-7999 tenancies 1.49 people
Post-vacancy decontrol tenancies 1.97 people

Non-student households 1 .92 people
Student households 2.06 people

The number of people per room in2009 was 0.72, up from 0.62 in 1998. For pre-I999 tenancies
the number was 0.49 while for post-l998 tenancies it was 0.78.
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The most common household types are people living alone (44o/o), unrelated adults sharing a unit
(21%) and couples without children (20%). Only 9o/o of household report having children
present. This profile is similar to what it was in 1998, with the main differences being a slight
decline in people living alone from 50% to 44Yo and a slight increase in couples without children
from 1 5o/o to 20Yo. There are substantial differences between different groups among current
tenants, however. Student households, defìned for purposes of this analysis as households in
which all rrembers are full-time students, are almost entirely made up of single-individuals or
gonps of unrelated adults. Long-term tenants, those in place since at least 1998, are prirnarily
single individuals or couples.

Table: Type of Household by Length of Tenancy and Student Status, 2009

Beginning of Tenancy Before 1999 After 1998
Non-student Student

Person livins alone 64% 38% 41%
Couple w thout children r 3 % 28% 9%
Couple w th children 5% 9% 0%
Single parent with children 8% 4% T %
Unrelated adults except couples 6% 1 7 % 40%
Other 4% 4% 9%

The difference between household sizes and types in pre- and post-vacancy decontrol tenancies
is explained by the different ages of the two groups. Within the same age group pre- and post-
vacancy decontrol tenants are equally likely to live alone.

Table: Percent Living Alone by Age and Time of Tenancy

Age Pre-7999 Post- 1998
3 5 - s 4 42% 38%
5 5 - 6 4 s8% 63%
6 5 + 64% 64%

Both the 1988 and 1998 surveys found that the great majority of tenants over the age of 55 were
people living alone, while the majority of young adult respondents between the ages of 18 and 24
lived in shared housing.

There are also a higher proportion of tenants living in shared housing. In the 2009 surve y, 640/o
of the people age 18 to 24lived in households with "unrelated adults other than couples", up
from 53% in 1998, and only I2o/olived alone, down from32o/o in 1998. Among those age 25 to
3429% live with unrelated adults, up from 160/oin i998. The number of units used for shared
housing was unchan ged, 2lo/o in both 2009 and I 998, suggesting that what is happening is that
more students are sharing the same space.
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e. Employment

Just over one-third (35%) of the adult population work full-time, down from 42Yo in 1998;7%
are unemployed and looking for work compared with SYo in 1998; and27%o are working part-
time, down from 34o/o in 1998 and 3o/o are retired. The profiles vary for pre- and post-vacancy
decontrol tenants and by student status. Among long-term tenants 760/o are retired, compared
with only 1% of more recent tenants. In both long-term tenants and more recent non-student
households 47o/o of adults work full time. while onlv 7o/o of the residents of all-student
households work full tirne.

f. Disability

Overall 13% of households report that a resident has a chronic illness or disability, and 4o/o report
that the disability limits walking or clirnbing stairs. The median income of these households in
2008 was $21,000. This is an increase from previous surveys. In 1998 it was 8% of households
reporting a person with a disability, and in 1988 it was 7Yo.

Among pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies, more than one-quarter (L7%) report lhat aperson with a
chronic illness or disability lives in the household. Of these, nearly one-third (8o/o) are also over
the age of 65, while two thirds (19%) are under 65. Slightly less than half (12o/o) reported that the
disability substantially limits ability to walk or climb stairs.

Among post-vacancy decontrol tenancies, 10o/o rcport the presence of a person with a disability
and this goes up to 14Yo of non-student households, of whom2o/o were also elderly. About one
third (4%) reported a mobility limitation. Less than one percent of all-student households
reported the presence of a person with a disability.

The increase in households that include a person with disabilities is mostly the result of the high
proportion of disabled people among the remaining pre-1999 tenancies. People with disabilities
made up only 8.3Yo of 1998 households, so fully 62% of them have remained in their unit after
vacarTcy decontrol in order to become 27o/o of the remaining 1998 tenants. Only 22Yo of other
non-student 1998 tenants have remained in place. This high retention rate likely reflects a
combination of the desirability of Berkeley as a place that has a comparatively high level of
accessibility and services for people with disabilities and the importance of the below-market
rent to people who often have very low incomes.

g. Race

The profile of rent stabilized households today is substantially similar to the profile in 1998. The
results are also comparable with the most recent American Community Survey (ACS), although
the ACS shows somewhat more African-Americans and fewer Asians. The ACS includes all
tenants, not just those in rent stabilized units, and this may account for the difference. The long-
term tenancies include a higher proportion of African-Americans than the post-vacancy
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decontrol tenancies (13% versus 3%) and a smaller proporlion of Asians (14% versus 260/o) with
the same proportion of whites (54%).

h. Income

The median income of $32,800 reported for 2008 was not significantly different from what was
reported for 1,997 ($33,750 in2008 dollars) and 1987 ($33,400 in2008 dollars). This figure
includes student households, however, a group whose 2008 reported median income was under
$ 10,000.

In 2008 the median income for all non-student households was $43,650, while in 1997 the non-
student median was $41,075 in 2008 dollars. The median income for pre-I999 tenancies was
$38,300 and the median income for post-vacancy decontrol non-student households was
$45,000, an 77o/o increase over the 1997 non-student median. (The 1988 survey report does not
provide non-student housêhold income data.)

Nearly two-thirds of the pre-vacancy decontrol tenants in Berkeley are low-income by HUD
standards, with 44o/o very low-income, a level that often makes people eligible for rental
assistance or subsidized housing. This is a noticeably higher proportion of very low-income
tenants than were found among the non-student households in 1998. The likely reason for this is
that higher-income tenants are more likely to rnove out to better rental housing or to buy a home,
while the major rent increases that followed vacancy decontrol have made it harder for very low-
income tenants to frnd new places they can afford to move to.

Table: Changes in Race, 1988 to 2009

2009 2009long-term 2006-8 ACS 1998 1988
Asian 24% 14% 20% 26% 19%
Black 5% 13% r 1 % 6% 13%
Hispanic 10% 8% r r % 8% 4%
white 54% 54% 55% s3% 62%
Other 7% 12% 3 % 8% 2%
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Table: HUD Income Categories for Alameda & Contra Costa Counties

FY ?008 lncome Lîmits Summary
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Comparing the 1998 non-student tenancies with the post-vacancy decontrol non-student
tenancies does not show substantial differences by HUD income category.

Table: 2009 Non-Student Tenant Households by HUD Income Category

2009 Survey 1998 Survev
Start of Tenancv Pre-1999 Post-1998 NA

Þxtremely Low (up Io 30o/o AMI) 25% 20% NA

Very Low (up to 50% AMI) 44% 38% 33%
Low (51-80% AMI) 21% r8% 20%
Moderate (81-120% AMÐ 19% 24% 32o/o
Above Moderate (over 720o/o AMI) 16% 20% r5%

HUD categories are based on Area Median Income (AMI) adjusted by household size. The
Alameda County AMI increased by 3%o from 1997 to 2008 after adjusting for inflation.
Very Low Income total includes Extremely Low Income.
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i. Year Moved In and Turnover Rate

Nearly two-fifths (38%) of respondents have been at their current address for less than sixteen
months, moving into their unit in 2008 or 2009. There is also alarge intermediate group, with
37o/o takingup residence in the previous four years, 2004-2007. There may be a reduction in the
proportion of tenants who remain longer than five years among the post-vaeancy decontrol
tenants. The decline from 11o/o to 6Yowho have lived in their home for six to ten years is
substantial, but not definitive given the survey margin of error. There is also a noticeable
increase in long-term tenancies, with20o/o reporting that they moved in more than 10 years ago
compared wtth l4o/o in2009. Overall, the pattern for Berkeley tenants in rent stabilized housing
is not very different from the patterns for the United States as a whole as reported in the 2000
Census except for the somewhat higher proporlion of long-term tenants.

Table: Tenure

Time in residence 2009 Survey 1998 Survey 2000 Census
Berkeley Berkeley Berkeley United States

15 months or less 38% 34% 32% 39%
1-5 years 37% 41% 40% 37%
6-10 years 6% r r% 13% 12%
11-20 years 12% 9% 9% 7%
More than 20 years 8% 5% 6% 5%
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IV. Rents and Rent Burden

a. Contract Rent Levels

The median monthly contract rent reported by the survey respondents was $ 1,725, only 7Yo
different from the Rent Board's reported median of $ 1 ,140 for March 31, 2009. The 1 998
survey reported a median rent of $650, compared with a median of $643 reported frorn the Rent
Board's records, also a 7Yo difference. The Írean reported 2009 monthly contract rent was
91,239, compared with $1 ,240 reported in the Rent Board's records for March 31, 2009. The
1998 survey reported a mean rent of $695 compared with $720 reported from the Rent Board
records for 1998. a3.5o/o difference.

Rent levels are quite different for tenants who moved in before and after vacancy decontrol. For
tenants who moved in after January I, 7999 the median rent is $1,227 and the mean rent is
$1,357. Looking separately at student and non-student households arnong the post-vacancy
decontrol tenancies, the mean student rent is reported at $ 1,468 and the mean non-student rent is
$  1 , 3 0 1 .

For tenants who moved in prior to 1999 the rnedian 2009 rent is $697 and the mean rent is 5745,
roughly equivalent to the 2008 mean rent of $737 in Portland, Oregon.* This is 43Yolower than
the mean rent for non-student households who moved in after vacancy decontrol. The pre-1999
tenancies are generally in units that had lower than average rents prior to vacancy decontrol. If
we back out the allowable annual general adjustments their average rent would be lower than the
average reported in the 1998 survey. This has two likely explanations. First, these are non-
student tenants. The 1998 survey found that the aveÍage rent was higher in the
Campus/Downtown area where most units are rented to students. Second, the pre-1999 tenants
are also a somewhat lower income group than were all non-student tenants in 1998, and may
have chosen somewhat lower rent units to live in.

If we look at the range of rents for the pre- and post-vacancy decontrol tenancies, the 25tl'
percentile rent for long-term tenancies is. $615 and the 75"' percentile rent is $835, while among
post-vacancy decontrol tenancies the 25"'percentile is $980 and the 75"'percentile is $1,590.

b. Rent and Legal Rent Ceiling

There is very little reported difference between the Legal Rent Ceiling for each unit and the
reported rent. Amongpre-I999 tenants 7o/o reported a rent that was 5o/o or more above the legal
rent ceiling. Among tenants who moved in between 1999 and2007 5% reported a rent that was
5o/o or more above the ceiling. (The percentage is higher among tenants who moved in during
2008 and 2009 because of delays in reporting the new rent.)

o Bureau of the Census,2006-8 American Community Survey, City of Porlland, Oregon.
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In comparison, the recent survey of tenants in Los Angeles, which does not require rent
registration, found that 27o/o of tenants reporled rents 5olo or more above the allowable level.s

It seems unlikely that most of Berkeley's reported variance represents overcharges. Some are
clearly effoneous responses, as in the cases where the respondent apparently reported the rent for
an entire building rather than their own unit. In other cases the tenant may consider charges for
additional services, such as parking or storage space, to be parl of the rent because they are paid
for with the same check. Separate charges are sufficiently widespread to account for all or most
of the remaining cases where the reporled rent is over the legal rent ceiling.

In addition, 74o/o of post-vacancy decontrol tenants reported a rent that was at least 5% under the
rent ceiling for the unit, and so did 13% of the long-term pre-vacancy decontrol tenants.

c. Rent Burden

Rent burden is the percentage of a household's income that is spent on gross rent, the monthly
contract rent plus the cost of utilities. The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
uses a standard of 30o/o of income as the basis for its subsidy programs. The standard was
previously set at 25o/o of income, but in 1981 it was raised to 30o/o to reduce program costs.
Tenants paying over 30Yo of income for rent and utilities are considered rent burdened and those
paying over 50Yo of income are considered extremely rent burdened, because this leaves little
income for the other necessities of life.

Our estimate of rent burden is necessarily only approximate. The survey obtained exact
information on rents and utility costs, but incomes were given within arange. For purposes of
this analysis incomes were assumed to be in the middle of the stated rangq except that for
incomes under $10,000 the income was assumed to be S7,500. Analysis of the two previous mail
surveys also used the middle of the range.

The 1998 survey report separated out non-student households and reanalyzed the 1988 survey
data to provide a comparison, so we can use this to track the rent burdens of the non-student
households over time. In 1988 the median rent burden for non-student households was 22o/o.
This increased to 25o/o tn 1998 and, while it remains at that level for pre-vacancy decontrol
tenants, for more recent non-student tenants the median rent burden is now 32o/o.

In2009 26% of all non-student tenant households reported paying over 50% of their income for
rent and utilities, compared with20o/o in 1998 and l4o/o in 1988. This projects to approximately
3,400 households that are severely rent burdened.

' Economic Roundtable, Economic Study of the Rent Stabilizcttion Ordinance (RSO) and the Los Angeles Housing
Market, Los Angeles Housing Department, 2009 , p.127 .

22



Table: Rent Burden of Non-Student Households: 1988, 1998,2009

Survey Year I  988 I  998 2009
Alt Pre-7999 Post- 1998

IJp to 30% income l1o/o 59% 50% 58% 47%
More than 30% 29% 4I% 50% 42% 53%

More than 50% 14% 20% 26% 2I% 28%

Among post-vacancy decontrol non-student households the median rent burden is 32o/o, with
53% of households paying over 30o/o of income for rent and utilities and28o/o of them paying
over 50olo of their income in gross rent. This projects out to a total of 5,000 rent burdened
households in this group, including about 2,650 households that are severely rent burdened.

For pre-vacancy decontrol tenancies the median rent burden is 25o/o, with 58% paying no more
than30o/o of income for rent and utilities and 42o/o paying over 30o/o, with half of those (2I%)
paying over 50o/o of income in gross rent. There are approximately 3,500 pre-vacancy decontrol
tenancies in Berkeley, so this indicates that approximately 1,500 households are overpaying for
rent despite the benefits of continued strong rent controls, and about 7 50 are severely
overpaying. The rent burden of these long-term non-student tenants remains basically the same
as it was for all tenants in 1998.

If rent controls were eliminated the rents of long-term tenants would be increased by at least
50%. Such a rent increase would raise the median rent burden for this group to 360/o of income.
The proportion of households paying over 30Yo of income for rent would increase to 59%o, with
more than half of those (36%) paying over 50o/o of income for rent.
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V. Building Conditions

a. Unit Conditions

Overall, unit conditions are described as being somewhat better than in 1998, with 61Yo saying
their unit is in excellent or good condition, compared with 47o/o in 1998 and 52Yo in 1988. This
mostly reflects an increase in the proportion describing their unit as in "good" rather than "fair"
condition. The proportion describing their unit as being in poor condition (8%) is not much
changed from9Yo in 1998 andII%o in 1988.

b. Building Problems

Even though a majority of units are described as being in good condition, 7 5o/o of respondents
report that there is a physical problem in their building. The most frequently listed are "doors or
windows" at 38o/o, "plumbing" at 30o/o and "mold" at 260/o and "heat" at 78o/o. In addition , 25yo
reporl problems with "noise or other tenants". This is slightly better than in 1998, when 83%
reported having one or more problems in their building. In addition, the number of problems in
each building has declined from an average of 3.5 per building with problems to 2.4 per building
with problerns.

Table: Problems Reported in Building

2009 1998 Decrease

Doors/Windows 38% 4s% -t%
Plumbing 30% 37% -7%
Mold/Mildew 26% 46% -20%
Paint 19% 38% -19%
Heat 18% 27% -9%
Security/Lghting 16% 36% -20%
Secure Ma lboxes 16% NA NA
Appliances 15% 24% -9%
Roof 9 %  2 0 %  - 1 1 %
Stairs/Porch 9% t6% -s%
Elevator 6% NA NA

There are not clear differences between pre- and post-vacancy decontrol tenants. Pre-vacancy
decontrol tenants are somewhat more likely to describe their unit as being in"fair" rather than
"good" condition, but they are somewhat less likely to report physical problems with their
building. The only substantial difference between the two groups is that 30Yo of pre-vacancy
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decontrol tenants report problems with paint compared wtth 7lo/o of post-vacancy decontrol
tenants. One quarter of the respondents also said there were problems with "noise or other
tenants", but this was not counted among the physical building problems.

c. Preventive Safefy Inspections

Slightly less than half of all tenants (45%) reported that the owner or manager had inspected the
unit in the last year. A similar percentage said there had been no inspection, and the rest didn't
know. There is a substantial difference in quality of maintenance between buildings where there
are regular inspections and those where there are not regular inspections. In buildings where the
tenant reports that the owner or manager inspected the unit in the last year 33o/o of tenants report
no physical problems and those who did reported an average of 1.7 problems per building.
Among those tenants who responded that no inspection was done in the last year only 13o/o rcport
no physical problems in the building and in those buildings with problems there were an average
of 2.9 problems per building.

Only 160/o of all tenants reported that the landlord or manager had given them a safety checklist
and certified that the unit was in good condition as required by the Rental Housing Safety
Ordinance.

d. Smoke Detectors

Only 2Yo of respondents say that there are no smoke detectors in their unit, however 25%o say that
they have not been checked in the past year to ensure that they are in working condition, and
another 25o/o don't know whether thev have been checked.

e. Recycling

We asked whether the building has recycling containers and whether they are adequate. A small
majority of respondents repofi that there are adequate recycling containers in their building, but
one third report that they are often not big enough and filled to overflowing, and 72o/o don't
know whether there are recycling bins in their building or report that there are none. There is
some tendency for larger buildings to be less likely to report adequate recycling, but the
difference is not major.

Table: Presence and Adequacy of Recycling containers

YES - Biq enouqh YES - Not biq enouoh NO or Don't Know Total
1 to 4 units 63% 29o/o oo/^ 100%
5 to 9 units 53o/o 39o/o 8o/o 100%

10 or more units 51% 33o/o 16% 100o/o
56%ALL 32% 12o/o 100o/o
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VI. Tþnant Knowledge and Tenant-Landlord Relations

a. Finding the Unit

The means by which tenants learn about available units have changed dramatically over the
years. In 1988 the most frequently mentioned methods were from the former tenant (32%),by
from knowing the landlord (15%) and other word of mouth (15%).In 1998 use of a rental agency
was rnost frequently mentioned (32%), followed by the former tenant (24%) and other word of
mouth (10%). In2009 630/o of the post-vacancy decontrol tenants found the unit through
Craigslist or another web site, and 13o/o from a former tenant. Pre-vacancy decontrol tenants
mostly found their units in the ways that were most frequent in previous surveys.

b. Expectations for the Future

In light of the high turnover rate and student population, it is not surprising that 44o/o of tenants
reported that they expected to move again within one or two years and only 14o/o reported that
they expected to stay where they are for more than five years. Among long-term, pre-vacancy
decontrol tenants 4lo/o said that they expected to stay more than 5 years, compared with only 7o/o
of post-decontrol tenants. There is clearly a high level of uncertainty among long-term tenants,
however, with35%o saying that they don't know whether they will move or stay.

Asked whether they expected to become homeowners during the next ten years, 42Yo said they
did not know, 37%o expected to own, and 20o/o expeated to continue renting. Among the long-
term tenants 37Yo expected to continue renting and l9o/o expected to own, while among more
recent tenants 42o/o expected to own and onlv 160/o to continue renting.

c. Knowledge of Rent Stabilization

There are substantial differences in knowledge between long-term and more recent tenants.
Long-term tenants were mostly quite aware of their situation. Fully 97% were aware that their
unit was covered by rent control, with only 3%o sayrngthey didn't know. Half (50%) responded
that their rent was much lower than current market rents on sirnilar units nearby and another 27o/o
that it was somewhat lower. Most of the rest said that they didn't know and onlv 6Yo said it was
the same or higher.

Among post-1999 tenants, one third (32%) did not know that their unit was subject to rent
control. Looked at by move-in date, 45o/o of tenants who had moved into their unit during 2008
or 2009, within the past 16 months, did not know and25%o of those who moved in between 2004
and 2007 did not know. Almost all tenants who had been in place since 2003 or before knew
that their unit was rent controlled.
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One third (32%) of post-vacancy decontrol tenants thought their rent was somewhat or much
lower than current market, another third (32%) said it was about the same, 15% said it was
higher and the rest didn't know.

Asked what they would be most likely to do first if their landlord asked them to move out in 60
days,9Io/o of long-tenn tenants said that they would look into whether they had a right to stay
and only 9o/o said they would starl looking for another place to live. Among more recent tenants,
39% would start looking for another place to live.

d. Landlord Responsiveness to Complaints

In light of the large percentage of tenants reporting problems in their building, it is not surprising
that160/o of tenants have complained to the landlord or building manager. Among those with
complaints , 7 0o/o reported that the owner or manager responded quickly, 260/o said that they
responded after repeated complaints, and l2o/o reported that there was a complaint that the owner
or manager did not respond to. Two-thirds (65%) reported getting a problem fixed in less than 30
days and another 12o/o got the problem fixed in more than 30 days. One third repofted a problem
either only partially fixed or not fixed, including 79o/o reporling a problem was not fixed. (These
fìgures add up to more than 100% because respondents could pick more than one type of
response and more than one type of outcome.)

e. Sources of Conflict

Two thirds of the respondents have never had a disagreement with their current landlord or
manager, a modest improvement over the 54o/o who said the same in 1998. The figure is 5lo/o for
long-term tenants, who have had a much longer time in which to have disagreements. The main
source of disagreement, as in previous surveys, is over maintenance and repairs. One fifth (20%)
reported such a disagreement, again an improvement over the34o/o in i998. Eight percent of pre-
1999 tenants reported "being told to move" as a source of disagreement, compared with only 2o/o
of more recent tenants.

f. Tenant Resources

Among the one-third of tenants who have had a disagreement with their current landlord the
major sources of advice or assistance were family and füends (35%), the Rent Board (32o/o),
other tenants Q %) and legal assistance (14%). Long-term tenants were much more likely to
contact the Rent Board (48%), as well as to call on legal assistance (24%), other tenants (31%)
and City inspectors (17%). More than one quarter of respondents (28o/o\ said that they did not
contact anyone for assistance.

Fully 98% of long-term tenants reported receiving mailings from the Berkeley Rent Board and
85% of more recent tenants did as well. More than one quarter (25%) of all tenants reported
contact with the Rent Board for information or assistance, with 51o/o of long-term tenants and
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23Yo of more recent tenants reporting such contact. The rnain subjects of the contact were the
legal rent (39%), getting something fixed (29%o) and a landlord request that the tenant move out
(14%). Nearly two-thirds (63%) found the Rent Board staff very helpful and only 9% said they
were not helpful.

Contact with the City's housing inspection program was less frequent, totaling 8%, but reaching
160/o among long-term tenants. The majority (55%) found the inspection staff very helpful and
only 9o/o found them not helpful.

g. Tenant Involvement in Neighborhood Preparedness

Participation in or knowing someone who participates in neighborhood disaster preparedness or
crime watch groups is reported by only 11o/o of all tenants, with 8% having contact with disaster
preparedness and 5Yo with crime watch. The figures are somewhat higher for the long-term
tenants, with 14Yo having contact with disaster preparedness and 8% with crime watch.

Approximately 10o/o of respondents live in buildings that are on the City's list of soft-story
buildings that have not yet undergone seismic safety work. Only one-tenth of these respondents
report participation in or knowing a participant in neighborhood disaster preparedness, no higher
than the proportion in the tenant population generally.
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Appendix 1: Survey Responses

The 2009 Tenant Survey is actually two surveys, a one-in-five sample of tenancies shown in the
Rent Roard database as having begun prior to vacancy decontrol on January 1, 1999 and a one-
in-fifteen sample of tenancies that began on or after that data.

In order to bring the two samples together and provide city-wide statistics representative of all
tenants in registered rental units the responses from the one-in-five sample were weighted to be
equal to 113.46"' (0.289) of each response from the one-in-fifteen sample. This weighting takes
into account both the proportionately larger number of tenants surveyed by the one-in-five
sample and their somewhat higher response rate. This generates percentages that are accurate for
all tenancies in registered rental units in April-May 2009.

Along with the percentages, the attached listing of responses shows a number of responses. This
may be somewhat confusing, because it is a synthetic number that adds together the responses
from the one-in-fifteen sample, valued at 1.0 each, and responses from the one-in-five sample
valued at 0.289 each. The repofis on the 1988 and 1998 surveys provide only percentages and
did not provide the number of responses, which avoids any confusion over the rneaning of
response numbers. We have chosen to provide them because they give a sense of the variation in
level of response from question to question, since some questions such as income typically
receive a lower response rate than other questions.

All results shown for long-term, pre-1999 tenancies are from the one-in-five sample.

The responses for 1999 - 2009 tenancies are primarily from the one-in-fifteen sample but also
include some responses from the one-in-five sample. Approximately I5o/o of the responses from
the one-in-five sample indicated that the tenant had moved in during or after 1999 and that there
was no other tenant in the unit who had moved in prior to 7999. These responses were weighted
using the procedure described above. For purposes of generalizingthe results to all 1999 - 2009
tenants in registered rental units, all responses from the one-in-fifteen sample are weighted as 1.0
each and all responses from the one-in-five sample are weighted as 0.289 each.
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41%
3B%
12%

e s m

urldrn

., ,.:No, of
Responses

ALL TENANTS

oke detectors been checked

77
1 2 2
90

'1ai0ìs/;l

6B%
4%

29%
0%

3B
198
1 0 9
26

'%'of ALL
Respondents

1

27%
42%
31%

n c

334
1 4

1 0 8
0

176
59
50

R

10%
53%
29%
7%

to make sure thev work

293

Ãn

258
o¿

73%
3%

24%
0%

60%
20%
1 7 %
3%

100%

370

+o
¿,1¿

14.0
36

3 0

14%
70%
17%

161
9B

1 0 2
B

455

1CIo%

10%
51%
31%
B%

370

72
293
BB

44%
27%
27%
2%

lOOo/"

454

Q-Q:.o¿: r"

16%
65%
19%

2 1 2
4 4 É

116
1 1

100%

455

47%
25%
26%
2%

00%



Question 5 - Does
YES
NO

Question 5a
BIG ENOUGH
NOT BIG ENOUGH
iÌ.öf ..,':.'.i.;5

f YES,

Pre-1999 Tenants

Question 6 - In the last

are

YES
NO
DON'T KNOW
ifoïÆèi"'"=

containers that are accessible to the tenants?

a¡i% Gro¡1
Total ,:

or do thev often qet filled to overflowi

Questi

1999-2009 Tenants

rrìì::ìNci. of
Resoonses

YES
NO
DON'T KNOW
lö.ÌñS:,\ 

':lì'... ì¡-,.,:. i:

, has the landlord or

on n the last

T,aoftG@þ.ì,
': :O[tl ,¡,"

171
82

I has the landlord

68%
32%

ALLTENANITS

or manager given you a safety checklist and certified that

,, ó/ìøft ,

Resmndents

rental unit to see if there are a

199
122
320

62Yc
38o/(

62
205
24

æ

210/<
70o/(
Bo/(

250
145

ems that need fixi

395

J I

63%
37%

56
261
52

100o/o

369

rental unit is in
11Tc
710/,

140/,
1

74
320
59

condition with

.'',,',.,453

16%
71%
13%

1



.  - : . , ,  :

.  - . . ^ r  - ..  
'  i . :

' 
. :;,ìì.iì,1i!tìlìÌ:ì. 

' Question &Arsr¡ærs

QuestionS-Arethere
8.4 HEAT
8.8. PLUMBING
8.C. DOORS/WINDOWS
8.D. ROOF
8.E. STAIRS/PORCH
8.F. ELB/ATOR
8.G. SECURry/EXTEROR LIGHTING
8.H. SECURE TVIAILBO)GS
8.I. PAINT
8.J. APPLIANICES
8.K IVîOLD
8.L INSECTS/RODENTS
8.M. NOISSOTHERTEMNTS
8.N. OTHER
LO. AlttY Woblem (8.A - B.N.)

i¡

..:,:ì
¡,:ì

emswithin

È,''ìì.,1.... -,

Resoonses

Pre-1999 Tenants

buildi

8.P. AfiM

with

oz,6:,ÈÍì.ð],,ò.ùþ,
' riotal

NOTE; bttomtotals arefq B.A. - 8.M. only

of the followi

19992009 Tenants

Question I -- Do

excl

YES
NO
T

1501
2701
3301
13o/t
11o/l
501

19%,
16o/t
no/<
150/(
270/
1401
260/(
2201
73o/(
æo/(

1 5
56
47
88
4
BO
42
n
66

217
201

% oi'Gióu6""
Total

recetve

115
1Æ
32
32
23
58
62
63
56
94
81
92
69

293
287

r:= :i:Àfi:',1

Resnonses

ALLTEMNTS

rental assistance

atÆ:AlL

Resoondents

138
176
43
41
27
74
75
88
68

1 1 7
93

114
88

356
u5

1
1
1
1
¿

¿

¿

1

18%
30%
æ%
9%
9%
6%

16%
16%
19%
15%
26%
20%
25%
19%
7B%
75%

J ¿

17,Æ



::: ut::::t: t.
t  . .  t

ì

Question 10 -- Have
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

Questi
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

u recetved matlings ïrom the Berkelev Rent stabilizalion

on 1 1

TOTALS

ave vou or a

Question 11a - lf YES. what was the sub

Pre-1999 Tenants

=l\l.o'ìirðf
Résoonses

11a-4,. The legal rent or a rent increase
11a-8. Gett ing something f ixed in the building
11a-G. Getting back security deposit or interest o
11a-D. Loss of service such as parking or storag
11a-Ê. Landlord asked that l/we move out
11a-F. Other

% of,:@..Éi5,
Totâl' ''

tn

289
J

4

use

Question 11b -- lf YES, was the Rent Board staff

hold

11b.4. VERY HELPFUL
11b-8. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
1Ib.C.  NOT HELPFUL
11b.D. DON'T KNOW

1999-2009 Tenants

': 'No¡¡f,::,::,S

ResBonsesll

296

ever conla

9B%
1 %
1 %

ect of the contact with the Rent Board?

TOTALS

ram, also known as the Berk

4 t r ^

134
1 2

cted the Berkelev R

:Yôr'òÍ:.,G-.¡66
' Total

0a%

296

314
24
32

51%
45%
4%

No-.,ôf ,' '
Rèsoonses

370

ent Board for information or assistancei

ALL TENANTS

6B
44

23
zc
55

100%

85%
7%
9%

r d f
B6

270
1 5

Rent Board

.'r:$..6¡ fi[ '.,

Resoondents

100%

45%
29%
6%

15%
17%
37%

3V1

398
25
33

23%
73%
4%

91
44
1 ?

2

456

2,1

25
1 3

1 1
30

1,A0ek

87%
5%
7%

I

130
308

1 9

61%
29%
9%
1 %

100%

36%
29%
15%
6%

13%
35%

457

J J

28%
68%
4%

56
1 9
7
/1
I

51
37
1 6
1 2
1 B
46

1AA%

86

65%
22%
8%
5%

39%
29%
12%
9%

14%
35%

82
32
1 1

30

63%
25%
9%
4%

70'0%



Question 12 - Have you or anyone in your household ever contacted the City of Berkeley's Housing inspection program for information or
ass¡stance with
YTS
NO
DON'T KNOW

Question 12a - lf YES. was the

::::::::È:.:illiìr:=

12a-4" VERY HELPFUL
12a-8. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
12a-C. NOT HELPFUL
12a-D. DON'T KNOW

Pre-1999 Tenants

Question 13 - Have
YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

7.q=þJ:Sr¡6¡¡.¡
Total' .' ,,

Question 13a : lf YES,

48
237
1 0

1999-2009 Tenants

,I3A.A" VLRY HILPI-.UL
13a-8. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
13a-G. NOT HELPFUL
l3a-D. DON'T KNOW

.,, ö*i:.õi'=''
Resoonses

o r a

16%
80%
3%

t n

%'df'c Þ
,, ' :Totâ|,

1¡,

household

WASthe Hous

20
337
1 1

ever contact

"No^'of ,,
Responses

ALL TENANTS

3'.68

Au

46
221

t c

ed the Berkel

6%
91%
3%

%of  L
Respondents

staff...

16%
78%
5%

100o/o

34
405
1 4

23
1 8
4
1

46 l

Au

453

29
295
24

8%
89%
3%

50%
39%
9%
2o/o

for informat

348

8%
85%
7%

34

cn or assistance?

1 7
o

4
0

1,00%

i,lllitìr.::27

42
359
28

61%
22%
15%
o%

429

1'AAo/o

10%
84%
7%

23
1 1
5
0

100%

4A

58%
28%
13%
1 %



'  . : , . : . . :

Question 14 - What
Before 1970
1970 - 1979
1980 -  1989
1990 -  1995
1996 -  1998
1 999 - 2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009

f I I Onth and

ìt'il

d d id

Pre-1999 Tenants

::':N6Ìlìõi=
Réi¡àÀÈei

ALS

u mov

Question 15 -- l f  someone else in

into thi

l%'' G-,a:!i:
J6f¿¡.',:

s r e

Questi

ntal unit?

FROM A FORMER TENANT IN THIS BUILDING
KNOWING THE LANDLORD
OTHER WORD OF MOUTH
CRAIGSLIST OR OTHER WEB SITE
UNIVERSITY HOUSI NG SERVICES
NEWSPAPER AD
VISITED A RENTAL AGENCY
OTHER

o
40

74
92
57
0
2
2
1
0
0
0

on 16 - How did

9ììr;,.''1U, 
"t 

.,
Responses

1999-2009 Tenants

2%
16%
26%
33%
20%
0%
1 %
1 %
0%
0%
0%
0%

household moved in earlier than

u Ttno Ints re

Tc,otGioup
rr,".T-otalr1 i ' :

f ind thi

0
0
2

25
21
34
43
OJ

131
40

ntal?

:¡$'].,þf-

Resþonses

ALL TENANTS

;ì1ì!i)ìì¡!r¡f:lì

0%
0%
1 %
1 %
1 %
7%
6%
9%

1 2 %
1 7 %
36%
11%

100%

' % of'ALl:
Respondents

91
ó4

1 1
23
36
62

2
1 3
23
30
2 1
25
2 1
35
44
63

131
40

367

31%
11%
12%
1 %
4%
8%

1 2 %
2 1 %

0%
3%
5%
7%
5%
6%
5%
B%

10%
14%
29%
9%

100o/ò

;=,:t= j l

47
23
22

233
7
2
I

24

448

3 5

13%
6%
6%

64%
2%
1 %
¿"/o

7%
ì'',.:'' ,366 ., ,' ",,.-.,1û0'%

1i,00o/o

74
32
33

234
1 0
o

1 B
42

16%
7%
7%

52%
2%
2o/o

4%
9%

452 tai0a/;



Question
BERKELEY
OTHER EAST BAY
OTHER BAY AREA
OUTSIDE BAY AREA

17 - Where did

Question 18 -- What kind of housino unit do
HOUSE
APARTMENT oT FLAT
ROOM (in Boarding House or Residential Hotel)
OTHER

:$.$

. l

ve just before movinq into this renl

i.::.::ì1ìi\öìr:: 
ììri

rResponses

Pre-1999 Tenants

::Y¡.0f'ê-Íö
' T'otal

157
65
32
41

al unit?

1999-2009 Tenants

,-,\lé'i.òi.5
ResoonSes

53%
22%
11%
14%

%.òrìGÈdùÈ
Total

' '10:01/¡

1e
253

€
21

160
62
47
02

.:, 1¡gþ :l

Resoonses

ALL TENANTS

1

5%
85%
2%
7%

370

43%
17%
13%
28%

'%òf,ALL

Respondents

1Ûi0o/o

28
295
1 6
29

205
80
56

114

8%
80%
4%
8%

Æ5

45%
18%
12%
25%

1

32
368
1 7
35

36

:453

7%
81%
4%
8%

1iùAo/o



l:ì:iìr,:=
:::i::iìì'lìì¡
.i.1i\\is:,.ri .,, l

:
!:'r.ìs:f,
:.:::::.:t:::::

Questi

: :

I  unit
2 units
3 units
4 units
5 units
6 units
7 units
B units
9 units
10-14 uni ts
15-19 uni ts
20-24 units
25-29 units
30-39 units
40-49 units
50-59 units
60-74 units
75-99 units
100 or more units

on I -- How manv units are in vour buildin

ia:rìrNÌ5' '-'

,,Resoonses

Pre-1999 Tenants

T

ToicifÇÈùþ
. Totàl

Questi

1 4
22
1 5
47
1 0
1 7
B

23
7

+¿

29
1 2

1 1
o

2
7
o

4

Studio or Room (zero
1 bedroom
2 bedrooms
3 bedrooms
4 bedrooms
5 or more bedrooms

on

1999-2009 Tenants

:¡",:1if r:'::

Responses

20 - -H

5%
B%
5o/o

16%
3%
6%
3%
B%
2%

14%
10%
4%
3%
4%
2%
1 %
2%
2%
1 %

ow ma

TOTALS 
.

bedrooms)

Yiff,GiòùÞ
Total

bedrooms are tn

1 2
50
¿o

39
I R

2 1
4

22
Ã

JO

5U

28
a

23
o

2
2

::a:l:l\|6, þf

Resoonses

ALL TENANTS

3%
14%
8%

11%
5%
6%
1 %
6%
1 %

10%
9%
B%
2%
7%
3%
1 %
2%
1 %
1 %

renla un

o/o''of ,ALL

Respondents

ir?

t o

57
30
Ã Q

2 1
26
7

29
7

48
3B
31
1 1
26
1 1
o
7
4

3B
142
1 0 6

7
2
0

1001o/o',

4%
13%
7%

1 2 %
5%
6%
2%
7%
2%

1 1 o / o

9%
7%
2%
6%
3%
1 %
2%
1 %
1 %

13%
48%
36%
2%
1 %
0%

29s,

34

75
156
107
20
1 0
2

t00

3 7

20%
42%
29%
5%
3%
1 %

369

431

B6
197
1 3 8
22
1 0
2

009/"

100o/p

19%
43%
30%
5%
¿"/o

0%
AEá ßa%



ìì ììr1:
:i.:ir:::::ìi

. . .
_  . , " :  .  :
Question & Answers

Question 21 - How
Zero bathrooms
1 bathroom
1 & 112 bathrooms
2 bathrooms
2 & 112 bathrooms
3 bathrooms
4 or more bathrooms

on m

.  t ì

I. ' . ' . ¡

TOTALS '

bathrooms are In

Question 22 * How
No other rooms
I other room
2 other rooms
3 other rooms
4 or more other rooms

:ì!::Ìtñ,ö:ðT-rl

,-Resoonses

Pre-1999 Tenants

on

rental unit?un

7ò'6f'ê.iÐ
'Total

ITìA other seoarate

;r'ìììii:¡ :i.1.:,.': .

267
h

'16

0
0
1

1999-2009 Tenants
rt¡¡$';l6-ff

Resoonses

rooms are tn

1 %
91%
2%
5%
0%
0%
0%

29$

,', iriGl. Þ
Total

,,,.¡'. :1

ren

Â

328
4

27
0
1
t l

tal unit?
39
60

1 2 1
44
1 8

un l

;,,t.,:NO,:,ôf
Resoonses

ALL TENANTS

2o/o

89%
1 %
7%
0%
0o/o

0%

14o/o
21%
43o/o
160/o
6%

367,,

','.9/o-Af,ALL '

Resoondents

7
405

0

31
0
1
0

84
113
114
33
8

2o/o

90%
1 %
7%
0%
0%
0%

353 i : 1007¡

24%
32%
32%

9o/o

2%

3 8

95
130
149

40

1 3

A0o/¡

4W

22%
30%
34o/o
11o/o
3o/o

100%



::1]iì:.\ÈìiÈ,.:,,:,

ìiì¡iisN

Questi

I

Less than $'100
$100 -  $1ee
$200 - $2e9
$300 - $3ee
$400 - $4ee
$500 - $599
$600 - $6ee
$700 - $7ee
$800 - $Bee
$e00 - $e99
$1000 -$1249
$1250 - $1499
$1 500 - $1 749
$1 750 - $1 999
$2000 - $2249
$2250 - $24ee
$2500 -s2749
$2750 - $2999
$3000 or more

on 23 What

ìr:

IS hetotal monthlv rent Íor vour housinq unit

Pre-1999 Tenants
' ':Noi1ôf=

ResponseÈ
,,:i%òf"Grb'uþ{

Tota [ , - " ' '

0
t l

0
2
o

48
84
5B
25
27
21

1
?

0
0
0
0
1
0

Question "23a" - Rent Burden

To

Up to 30%
31o/o Io 40o/o

41%to 50%
Over 50%

I rent i

;r¡irr:,:.NO. Of :

Resoonses

1999-2009 Tenants

0%
0%
0%
1 %
2%

17%
30%
21%
9%

10%
B%
0%
1 %
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

7ó=òÏGr0
, . ïo ta l . -

all residents combined. but not includi
f l

1
0
0
?

7
o

1 B
23
3B
90
6B
44
24
1 1
1 0
7
1
o

'  
,  Ng' gft t ' ' '

Responses

ALL TENANTS

0%
0%
0%
0%
1 %
2%
2%
5%
6%

10%
25%
19%
12%
7%
3%
3%
2%
0%
2%

,  , * t  
:

) . :

of household income

'.,':"9/o of Att
Respondents

',-]1:.1.j::;:::l

0
1
0
1

21
33
35
30
46
96
6B
45
24
1 1
1 0
7
1

I

anv additional

151
28
26

0%
0%
0%
0%
1 %
5%
7%
8%
7%

10%
22%
15%
10%
5%
2%
2%
2%
0%
2%

2 5 9  
' '

58%
11%
10%
21%

1O0o/o

1

::.ì1iÌ-.iÌiÌ¡!:!:x

1 6
47
32
48

;::..::'ffi
1

34%
14o/o

9%
43%

.  A À '

100%

160
55
40
o¿+

'1$AoJ¿

1
?,4j,9

38%
13%
9%

39%
tAAo/o



t :

Question 24-On
GAS & ELECTRICIry
WATER & SEWER

, l

Question 25 -
MUCH LOWER
SOMEWHAT LOWER
ABOUT THE SAME
HIGHER
DON'T KNOW

¡rìÈ
.: ¡rì

)TALS 
j 

l

-, No''éT'"='
Resooñêes

Pre-1999 Tenants

with the current market rent on similar rentals in this

Question 26 - Do
MOVE IN ONE OR TWO YEARS
MOVE WITHIN FIVE YEARS
STAY MORE THAN FIVE YEARS
DON'T KNOW

lì.ydiìòfi,bid

" TOtAl.' '.'

household

Question 27 -Do

1999-2009 Tenants

ì.':t:ì6u-t.t '

Resoonses

OWN
RENT
DON'T KNOW

month for the followi

149
80
1 4
3

49

-Va,ôf.,G.@
,  i :  Totàl  r : : :

are or move in the next few

291

51%
27%
5%
1o/o

17%

:"ñôrì)df:'íi':r::

Rósoonses

ALL TENANTS

' ,  t ,

, the rent I am pa

own home within the next ten

25
92

118
57
78

' o/;¡ffiEt"
Respondents

7o/c

25o/c

32o/c
15Yc
21Tc

t s .  - .

forthis item

68
115
122
58
92

40

15%
25%
27%
13%
20%

455 10Aolo



i:..1

:::iì::Ì:\.:ììi::ììiril.:=

; ; ; ; ;

Question 28 -- lf the landlord told vou that vou had to move out in 60 davs, which would vou be most
Start looking for another place to live
Look into whether I have a riqht to sti

.S

Qu
1 person
2 people
3 people
4 people
5 or more

est¡on 29 -- lnclud

ì'f: ^t.c t¡r

Pre-1999 Tenants

Question 30 - What tvpe of household are

here

urself. how m

Person living alone
Couple without children
Couple with children
Single parent with children
Related adults other than parents/children
Unrelated adults other than couples
Other

le

26
266

le l ive in this uni

292

ALS

,jtjiì;¡i$¡16-'9,r. ::,

,Rèsponses

1999-2009 Tenants

Question 31 * Includi
YES
NO
w

9%
91%

188
78
1 9
5
4

"/; of'GÈòùÈ
Total

:  :  : ' .  :  l

145
221

64%
27%
6%
2%
1 %

ke

r.',,¡¡þ ìþi..:
Resoonses

self, does a

ALL TENANTS

to do iirst

188
39
1 4
25
4

1 9

1

40%
60%

141
149
44
26
1 1

,: yo,6f'fi ,,.,1

Resoondents

64%
13%
5%
9%
1 %
6%
2%

with a chronic illness or disabi

153
298

2.94

3

38%
40%
12%
7%
3%

145
BO
22
1 1

o

92
1 4

100% 370

100%

34%
66%

195
1 7 1
50
28
1 2

1.ûAo/-;

39%
22%
6%
2.o/^

2%
25%
4%

456

43%
38%
11%
6%
3%

4 1

'199

91
26
,18

7
98
t c

,+gask

100?/a

44%
20%
6%
4%
2%

2 1 %
3%

455 100o/a



. . . , ' ,  ì

Question 31a - lf
YES
NO

&Answers

Questi
Under 5 years old
Sto  17
18to24
25to34
35 to 54
55 to 64
65 and over

does this disabi

on32- ncl

Pre-1999 Tenants

$öTfi,ts,

NO

substantiall

Responses
. o f

Question 33 - Do

how ma

YES
NO

%ì GrouÞ
Total :

Question 34

e t n

1999-2009 Tenants

i¡*.\]i$þ:'61': '

Resoonses

NO
YES, Disaster Preparedness
YES, Crime Watch

use e.

r household are in each of the foll

mailto send and receive

35
1 6
27

167
104
80

7" of'Gioup
Total

o r a

1 %
8%
4%
6%

38%
24%
18%

" ,1¡¡¡:.þf-
Resoonses

4U

ALL TENANTS

know involved with

20
1 9

269
279
106
28
1 2

212
82

at home?

" loõftAÊL
Resoondents

e

a

es?
3%
3%

37%
38%
14%
4%
2o/o

72%
28%

' 733

: ' . , . 1

hborhood disaster preparedness or
239
41
25

305 :

21
29

274
287
1 æ
58
35

341
29

78%
13%
8%

00%

'" 1001

42

2%
3%

32%
33%
18%
7%
4%

92%
8%

338
2a
1 e

858

:::::ti:.:,:.::: :380
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Question 35 - What
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $19,999
$20,000 to $29,999
$30,000 to $39,999
$40,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $59,999
$60,000 to $69,999
$70,000 to $79,999
$80,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 or more
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Question 37 - Includin
Working ful l t ime
Working part time
Full-time student
Part{ime student
Unemployed, looking for work
Retired
Homemaker
Other
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Question 38
UC Berkeley
Berkeley City College
Another school in Berkeley
A school outside Berkelev

" ' No,,of.l¡...iii
Resoonses.,

Pre-1999 Tenants

adults in

TOTALS .

ad

household are currentl

ryffGro,
J61¿l' ' ,-

utr tnI t i

YES
NO
DON'T KNOW

39 - ln the

household i

; ::i\lþ- 6f 
l

Responses

Question 39a - lf YES, someone com

1999-2009 Tenants

39a-4. Responded quickly
39a-8. Responded after repeated complaints

41%
17%
9%
4%
6%

14%
2%
7%

S A S

doin

39a-C. Did not

tudent. where do thev attend

r

each of the followi

r9.o-,o.f'G,.q p
, ,. T.otál '-

233
147
351
26
47
7

1 4
1 9

u o r a n

1 1
1 3
1 7
1 9

- 1  .  r

ïr'i:\ilii:ii.i

, 
'NO'toft"'ttt'

Responses

ALL TENANTS

t n

28%
1 7 %
42%
3%
6%
1 %
2%
2%

1B%
22%
28%
32%

ù L

lained, how soon did the landlord or ma

hool?

nouse

,¡,I.,o[',þf' 1 .,,

Resoondents

206
73
1 6

lold

286
170
362
31
co
25
1 7
28

314
1 5
1 B
38

ained to the landlord or buildin
70%
25%
5%

386

29%
1 7 %
37%
3%
6%
3%
2%
3%

81%
4%
5%

10%

286
o¿+
20

3 1 7
1 9
23
44

44

77%
1 7 %
5%

t'.:r{03

100o/¿

79%
5%
6%

11%

345
85
25

A0o/o

455

76%
19%
5%

lgA¡,%

1O8o/o



, r : : , .  
' : '  

ì

I .
1 . ,

'  j  
t ,  

,

: , i

'Question 
& Answers

Questi
39b-4. Fixed problem in less than 30 days
39b-8. Fixed problem in more than 30 days
39b-C. Fixed part of the problem
39b-D. Did not fix the problem

on 39b -- tf YES

Question 40 -- H

someone com

NO DISAGREEMENTS
MAINTENANCE/REPAIRS
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40a-D. BERKELEY RENT BOARD
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Appendix 2: Additional Cross-tabulations of Survey Responses
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lncome by l-lousêhold b'eföre taxes in

Less than $1 0,000
$10,000 to  $19,999
$20,000 to $29,999
$30,000 to $39,999
$40,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to  $59,999
$60,000 to $69,999
$70,000 to $79,999
$80,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to  $149,999
$150,000 or  more

Income by Household Size --  Al l  Tenants and Student/Non-Student Tenants

1 person

No

IOïJ" 
by Ftoúsèhold before taxes in

Pre-1999 Tenants
of people in household

2 1
+z

¿ T

t o

2 people

¿,5

1 2
1 0
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I
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1

5
Y

1 0

7

3 or more
oeoote

Less than $1 0,000
$10,000 to  $19,999
$20,000 to $29,999
$30,000 to  $39,999
$40,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $59,999
$60,000 to $69,999
$70,000 to $79,999
$80,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to  $149,999
$150,000 or  more
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1
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B
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Å
0

ó

0

1999-2009 Tenants -- Student Households
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3 ¿
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1
0
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0
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Selected Demographics for Non-student Households
(1999-2009 Tenants)

.ìl..]:

Question & Possible Answers

',|999-2009 Tenants
NON-Sfudent H ou sehold s

ALL 1999-2009 Tenants

Quest¡on "23a" - -  Rent  Burden ntaqe of household income
Up to  30%
31o/o lo 40o/o
41o/o T.o 50o/o
Over 50%

1 0 8
38
20
65

47%
16%
9%

28%

1 1 6
47
32

148

34Yo
14%
9%

43%
ITALS, . ,23i 10001" I O0o/'ì

Quest ¡on  29  - -  Inc lud¡no  yourse l f ,  how man le  l ive in  th is  uni t
1 person
2 people
3 people
4 people
5 or  more oeoole

92
1 0 8
2B
t c

5

37%
44%
1 1 %
6Yo
2To

141
149
44
26
1 1

3B%
40%
1 2 %
7%
3%

oTALS :-: 249 
' 

t100yo

areon
Person l iv ing a lone
Couple wi thout  ch i ldren
Couple wi th chi ldren
Single parent  wi th chi ldren
Related adults other than parents/children
Unrelated adults other than couples
Other

92
6B
22
1 0
6

Á 4

.1

38%
28%

9o/o

4o/o

2o/o

1 7 %
1 %

145
BO
22
1 1
6

92
1 4

39%
22%

6%
3%
2o/o

25%
4%

242 1000/o ,370 100%

Quest i What  t of household

Quest ion 31a - -  l f  YES, does th is  d isa

Quest ion 36 - -  Inc lud
Asian
Black/African-Am erica n

Native American
White
Other

YES
NO

household have the ethnic background or heritage?



Q u e s t i o n  3 7  - -  I n c l u d i n g  y o u r s e l f ,  h o w  m a n y  a d u l t s  i n  y o u r  h o u s e h o l d  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  d o i n g  e a c h  o f  t h B  f o l l o w i n g ?o e 1 0
W  o r k i n g  f u l l  t i m  e
W o r k i n g  p a r t  t i m e
F u l l - t i m  e  s t u d e n t
P a r t - t i m  e  s t u d e n t
U  n e m  p l o y e d ,  l o o k i n g  f o r  w o r k
R  e t i r e d
H o m e m a k e r
O t h e r

2 2 4
7 9
72
2 6
3 9

7
1 3
I B

4 7 %
1 7 %
1 5 %
5 %
8 %
1 %
3 %
4 %

2 3 3
4  À 1

3 5 1
z o

4 7

1 4
1 9

28%
1 7 %
42o/o

3 %
6 %
4 0 /
t / o

2 %
a o l
¿ l o

TALS I 100% 843 1 0 0
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Recycling Container Capacity by Unit -- ALL TENANTS

Q-u"tll:n,5 -- Recycling containers &
capàcity by unit

ALL TENANTS

YES - Big
enouqh

1 to 4 units i3.7 97.4
5 to I units i.s 48.0
10 or more units äg.¡ 93.5

5 1



Appendix 3: Selected Tenant Comments

At the end of the questionnaire tenants were asked three broad questions:
Is there anything more you would like to tell us about your experience renting a place to live in
Berkeley?
Are there any additional services you wish that the City of Berkeley or the Berkeley Rent Board
would provide to tenants?
Is there anything else you would like to add?

A number of tenants took the time to write often-lengthy comments. The following pages present
a selection of these comments, with emphasis on longer comments with a clear message the
respondent wished to convey.

There are three sub-sections:
Comments on Rent Board Services and Suggestions for the Rent Board
Comments on Landlord-Tenant Relations and Habitabilitv
Comments on Other City Services
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COMMENTS,
Rent Board Services and Suggestions for lmprovement

Rent Board Services

I am so grateful for rent control .  l t 's helped me as a young person moving to Berkeley when I  was 24.. .when I  was a
c o l l e g e s t u d e n t . . . w h e n l w a s a n e w m o m . . . a n d w h e n l s t a r t e d m y t e a c h i n g c a r e e r a s a s i n g l e m o m .  I ' v e l i v e d i n
great places in great neighborhoods.

Thank God I  l ive here with rent control .  Wlthout controls my bui lding owner would charge approximately what my
monthly pension is and I  would have to move out.

Rent Stabi l izat ion in Berkeley has al lowed me the opportunity to l ive in a safe and fr iendly neighborhood and
continue to walk to and from work.

Despite the limitations of the R.S.O. and Board, I could not have been able to afford to stil l l ive in Berkeley and to
have had legal rights that I could exercise to be able to stay in Berkeley -- especially after becoming a single parenr.
My children have been able to grow up in the stability of one school district; and hopefully I can be able to afford to
stay here when I retire (just turned 60!). Thank God for rent control in Berkeley.

lf you are living in a rent-controlled apartment your rights as a tenant are significantly decreased when you don't fight
for them, or have advocates l ike the Rent Board helping you. Gett ing repairs,  (being) asked to move out,  having
your own privacy, being harassed (to this day) are some of the things that I have fought and stil l have to FIGHT for.
I thank those who support renters and renters riohts.

You do a GREAT job and your work is probably more widely appreciated than you could ever realize. Thank you.

The Rent Board is helpful and keeps Berkeley diversified and affordable. Thank you!

Thankful that Berkeley has rent control and a very active & productive Rent Control Board. I'm very appreciative of
the leadership & resource(s)that the Berkeley Rent Control Board provides. I would hate to be without its
protections. Thank you very much.

One of your counselors was extremely helpful with explaining legal rights I have. I think you guys provide great
support & services for tenantsl

Rent control = wonderful!

Some of the Berkeley Rent Board counselors are very helpful, but others don't know the answers and instead of
going to a colleague for help or answers try to bluff their way through. Empathy would be nice or sympathy, too.
might be a job to them but i t 's a home to a renter.

Rent control  is benef ic ial .  I  l ike my landlord.

I love rent control. I l ike controls on what landlords must do. I tike on site managers. Get some type of control on
people who take from recycle bins and leave trash in front of your building.

This town's over-rated, over-priced. Rent Board is great! Rent control keeps us here!
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I think the Berkeley Rent Board does a fine job advocating for renters. I feel very safe & lucky to have them to turn
to when I have a problem. Thank you for all your work.

Counselor was very helpful  at  the Rent Board. Rent cei l ings should stay as is.

I  think the rent board gives too much r ights to the landlord, i .e.  al lowing the landlord to raise rent fees without
negotiating with the tenant(s) after a contract is signed. I checked the rent board's website and it seems like the
tenant has no right to do anything and can't move out either because of a signed contract. I wish that the Berkeley
Rent Board (would) make sure there are fairness among not only the landlords but the tenants too. l t 's not r ight that
the Rent Board al lows the landlord to do one thing whi le disal lowing the tenant to say/do anything.

I really appreciate the rent control of Berkeley. I don't know how we had gotten through hard time in past without it.
Thank you! And keep (up) the good work.

Having rent control is important to make living in Berkeley affordable.

I am pleased with the resources available to renters here. The few times I have had to call the city or the rent board,
I 've easi ly reached a real and knowledgeable person instead of being lef t  on my own to f igure things out.  This is not
something I  experienced whi le a renter in the previous places I  have l ived (outside CA).

You go BRSBI

I appreciate the newsletters & information I recetve.

I believe the Rent Board is an example for a fair and productive government service both for tenants and owners and
helps to create a better city for all Berkeley citizens.

I  didn' t  know I had r lghts as a renter unt i l  you guys contacted me.

I feel well served and that my rights as a renter are protected by the strong Berkeley Rent Board. Thank you for all
you do.

The Rent Board has done very well - | feel well informed and protected.

Even though the (Rent Board) staff  was helpful  in giving me information, he told me that there was nothing they
could do to help me get interest on my deposit unless I ask the landlord myself. However, as a tenant, I find ¡t
difficult and not of my own interest to ask the landlord myself. I wish that the City can help enforce landlords ro pay
interest on deoosits.

You guys are helpful. Thanks a lot.

l l i ke  Berke ley .  The RentStab i l i za t ion  Board  isgoodwi th  l s tand minor issues .  Good p lace for resources .  Fa i r l y
happy with initial concerns. But often, have needed to go to other departments and required legal assistance.

I  love Berkeley tenant laws. Good job on keeping us informed. I  would just ask that you please keep the mai l ings
comrng.

I love the Berkeley Rent Board. I've called many times and received great advice on how to deal with a cheap,
neglectful landlord. Thanks for your work!

You distribute a lot of information! Thank vou.

I love the Rent Board!
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I  th ink you are doing a great jobl

It's great to have an effective rent control organization. After living in other Bay Area cities, Berkeley's concern for
tenants far surpasses that of  other ci t ies I 've l ived in.  Thanksl

I've contacted the Rent Stabilization Board several times due to conflicts with previous/current landlord over my
parking space (included in my lease) and you've always been extremely helpful & supportive. Thank you.

Just thank you for all your hard work. We appreciate having the "Rent Stabilization Board" available if we ever need
your assistance.

Rent Stabilization Board has really made the effort to show that they care about Berkeley residents! So, thanks!

Thank God for Berkeley rent board. We have a place to go and find out our options.

Yes, I rented for 15 years (1980-1995) @ (address). I left because there was no manager, The roof leaked & water
ran down the wall. No improvement. No one would fix the kitchen faucet. We went to the Rent Board & had a
hearing about rent increase with new owner. Paper work was lost so we lost. Hearing commissioner was "stoned."

Thank God for rent control!

We appreciate that Berkeley does have rent control and that it has a Rent Board. We feel protected as tenants.
Thank you!

Wefeel luckyto have renter 's r ights.  The Rent Board has been very helpful .

I feel well taken care of as a renter in Berkeley. My landlord is mostly OK. I know that the Rent Board is there if I
need them.

Suggesúions for the Rent Board

The R.S.O. stil l has inadequate procedures for written rental contracts settling disputes being registered or otherwise
officially accepted so the computer at the Rent Board reflects rent agreements different from apparent rent. Total
confusion and lack of clarity. Terrifying lack of procedures. Property owners and real estate brokers have just
become more sophisticated about how they can stil l avoid repairs, and try to make more rent.

I wish there was a way to help out young people trying to live on their own for the first time. My 26-year old daughter
had a great deal of difficulty finding a place that she could afford on her salary and in a safe neighborhood. Rent is
higher and young people can't always find affordable places.

All the Berkeley Rent Board materials I have received have stated that my rent is lower than as is stated in my lease.
However, it feels I have no recourse when the same Berkeley Rent Board materials state that their version of my
rent is not legal[y binding. I would like to see material developed on "What to do if your rent is higher than what the
Berkeley Rent Board is aware of?"

Workshops on tenant rights.

A sole company who f ixes problems in a bui lding.

Perhaps lawsiregulations that require the landlord to keep public areas within the building clean (i.e., hallways).
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Can there be a rent advisory especially for students? Some owners charge too much for students.

Require owners to put in decent maintenance of bui ldings. I  have had to sweep excess dust bui ld-up in hal lways &
stairwel ls.

Strict punishment for landlords who are repeat offenders in harassing tenants.

Greater resources for Section B tenants.

More help with preparation of hearings. Help with getting back my parking.

More comprehensive list of renters rights. Still don't know if I have the right to remain after my lease expires.

All controlled rental properties should have tenant committees or boards to represent tenants. Currently landlord
has all power to ignore or delay issues of concern.

Listing of low-cost housing & assistance.

List  of  rentals!  Docent guided tour of bui ldings and avai lable units.  Also, is there a step service: l ike into better
accommodation for long time accociates?

1. Help relocat ing ( including f inancial  assistance).  2.  Help f inding apts. that take Sect ion B and keep up on repairs
& care about tenants. 3. Free internet to tenants (especially disabled & low-income). 4. Less paperwork. 5.
Provide way for tenants to have peace, quiet & rest in their apts.* without calling police (*had to call police 3 times in
last yr.)

One-stop point for all tenant needs. Instead, complaints are forwarded to someone giving us the runaround. An
Ombudsman would work.

Door to Door surveys of neighborhoods with residents who disturb other neighbors. PIus push landlords to come fix
things that are necessitles: windows, electrical, stairways, walkways/all landscape that threatens windows breaking
and wires from ooles.

Could they provide a service where tenants loolking to buy could hook up with others and get a duplex or something?
Even in this economy, N. Berkeley home pr ices are high! Honest ly,  most LL's seem to do the minimum and i t  is
great that you exist to balance the inertia and help tenants assert themselves.

Are there any mechanisms for gett ing rent lowered? |  am paying the "maximum legal rent" and i t  is about $100
more than I  think the place is worth.

Listings of other property available at a website.

Rent control for new tenants, maybe? My apt. for new tenants went to $2800 fr.om $2300.

A d v i c e o n h o m e b u y i n g i n B e r k e l e y - l s t t i m e h o m e b u y e r s c l a s s ( h o w t o p r e p a r e w h a t y o u n e e d , e t c . . . ) .  T h a n k y o u
for supporting the Berkeley rental community.

I am in financial difficulties right now & would like to know what kind of resources are available for me.

More recourse for inter{enant (primary tenant - sub-letter) disputes. l, as a primary tenant, don't have enough power
if my housemates simply refuse to move when it doesn't work out.
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I would suggest the Rent Board make greater use of electronic communication - to reduce cost and waste.

Information about annual average rents for rental units.

I have lived in Berkeley as an owner & now a tenant for over 30 years. lt is a great place to live, but worklng families
(above the FPL) need more assistance. Please provide more affordable housing forfamil ies l iv ing above the FPL.

My current landlord is great, but my previous landlord was difficult. This was because she was a new landlord,
having never rented to anyone before. lt would be good if there were easy-to-access services for new landlords to let
them know what they're allowed to do and what they're not.

An elected official that evaluates the reasonableness of rent being charged at Berkeley facilities who is accessible by
appointment to vis i t  s i tes and make this assessment.

How do (you) go about bringing up that the interest on our deposit was not paid & that our rent is about $25 over the
rent l imit  to our landlord?

Al l  control led rental  pr ices should be onl ine for every rental ,  l ike on Craigsl ist .  Right now, there is no basis for
comparison of rentals and no way of exert influence over prices. Rental prices should also be posted outside the
entrances to rental orooerties.

I  want to purchase & instal l  at  MY expense a nice ( . . . ) .  The owner refuses to al low this -  probably because he
wants me to leave my rent controlled apartment. Can I insist on my right to improve his property? Also, I love this
old '1916 bldg & take care of the smal lgardens. lwould t ike the landlord to let  me have a 5-9 pound dog. Howfar
can I push the owner?

Would prefer to receive notices from the Rent Board via email instead of wasteful paper. For example, the 'apparent

lawful  rent cei l ing'  not ices.

Keep up the annual information you send out. lt 's easy to forget or lose track of what we need to know about our
r ights.  Please include specif ic information for senior & handicapped.

There is NO follow-up or enforcement to the required inspections for repairs. Also, get the law passed in the City
ordinance to protect our health against secondary smoke from other tenants (exterior & interior smoking). And
barbeque smoke needs to be evaluated for solut ions when asthma problems.
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COMMENTS
Landlord-Tenant relations and Habitabilitv

i . r i r , t t ' l

Finding a place to live can be difficult because it is competitive. lt took me months find this place and I feel like
rent is st i l l  very expensive even though I  l ive in a rent control led bui lding. I  am looking into moving again
because my unit  is very smal l  and I  feel  overwhelmed with the cost of  houslng in Berkeley.

I  think my landlord is one of the nicest people I  know. He is responsive, reasonable and genuinely committed to
working with his tenants.

It is very difficult to move to the area from outside of it. Even with a visit to the area housing was not easily
obtained. Also the market is so competitive that landlords can afford to be inattentive and neolectful because it
is difficult to find housing even with Craigslist.

The bui lding I  l ive in needs major repairs i .e.  cei l ing fal l ing down in parts,  plaster coming off  in many spots. I
would assume there's asbestos and lead paint. The son who inherited his fathers rental merely thinks that if we
don't  l ike some of the things about the bui lding, neighbors, wal ls cracking, plaster coming down, we should just
move out.  But landlords should take better care of their  propert ies. My neighbor is verbal ly and physical ly
abusive.

Apartments here at Berkeley are not only expensive but old and rundown.

I  l ike l iv ing in Berkeley but I  feel  unsafe in my bui lding structure i f  an earthquake would hi t .  I  don' t  think my
landlord wants to update electrical systems and plumbing fixtures and this too makes me feel unsafe. Yet it 's
so hard to move and find a home. lt makes it stressful.

We love l iv ing here and are hoping to buy our f i rst  home in Berkeley sometime soon.

Appl icat ion fees should be i l legal.

As mentioned our bui lding (address) is poorly maintained and suffers from abhorrent management.  Other
tenants and I would be highly appreclative if the City of Berkeley or the Berkeley Rent Board was able to
remedy these disparities in some way.

I 've had a wonderful  experience. My bui lding manager is fr iendly,  the bui lding is wel l -maintained, and my unit  is
comfortable.

Thls bui lding wi l l  l ikely burn down because of the bad electr ical  system. The manager and the owner
know...  but haven't  given tenants a plan or f ixed the problem.

I do not know how to go about getting cupboards repaired, etc. for fear of eviction. I have always done my own
repairs & never asked for anything 'for all20+ years -- now I need various repairs. I dare not ask the landlady
for repairs, etc. -- when I asked for reduction of 1 week's rent when there was no waterigas for a week (on &
off) she never complained but then removed laundry services!! Also, threatened with eviction for feeding
outside cat.

I  found this place very "run down" but so convenient for me to walk to campus. I  spent about $15,000.00 with
the former owner to improve the unit so now it is VERY nice.
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I  have a VËRY good landlord & a good relat ionship with him & consider myself  very lucky. We have had an
ongoing rodent problem in the basement (storage area)which I  am told by my landlord's representat ive has
been solved - but I have not yet confirmed it one wav or the other.

Owners of bui lding need to do more to clean, paint,  shampoo carpets in hal lways. This bui lding is a dump --
ugly to look at,  looks dir ty,  plant l i fe not kept up at al l .

I hope that the City of Berkeley or the Berkeley Rent Board will make sure that landlords pay interest on
security deposit. I even told the landlord that he had to pay interest and gave him a copy of the letter the
Berkeley Rent Board sent me about the interest on the security deposit. However, my landlord didn't do
anything st i l l .  I  don' t  want to ask him again since this may damage my good relat ionship with the landlord.

I  LOVE Berkeley in general ,  but bui ldings l ike this are becoming run-down due to neglect by mgmt/ownership.

I love it here but there is a fair bit of petty theft (bicycle stolen yesterday).

lf tenants renew their contracts, I wish the landlord/manager would do yearly inspections on each unit to make
sure everything is funct ioning and clean.

In general  good experience. Landlord does not l ike doing repairs because is always complaining of the low rent
she receives. A lot of time we do the work ourselves unless something major because we have an extreme
problem with the repair  man she uses.

It can be very hard or it can be very easy, the renter just has to be informed. I have experienced discrimination
by new low income rental managers.

It has been a severely stressful experience, and extremely detrimental to my already precarious health.
Something is always col lapsing and causing me to have to use my t ime & energy to try & repair  i t .  My
b a t h r o o m c e i l i n g w a s l e a k i n g f o r 2 y r s . T h e y j u s t c a u l k e d o v e r i t , s o 2 y r s .  l a t e r , t h e y  a h d t o r e p l a c e t h e e n t i r e
tub and the floor under it upstairs. A projected 2-day job took2-112 weeks of constant pounding and
hammering, which they did in front of my apt. I was also subjected to little pieces of broken fiberglass which
made i t  hard for me to breathe; and I  had garbage pi led up in front of  my door for 3 weeksl l  My cei l ing has
completely col lapsed 3 t imes since I  moved in here, subject ing me to being unable to breathe when the mold,
mildew, damaged wood & paint collapsed into my apt. Also, I have been subjected to cockroaches from
another tenant who never cleans anything. My apt.  is extremely cold, even in summer, & |  have been unable to
afford my utility bill ls. There seems to be constant loud noise from ongoing repairs & it is hard enough coping
with people l iv ing above me.

I  think the management at my current residence is excel lent.  I  have had problems in the past (with previous
landlord) and had to get help from your office.

It is hard to find a place in Berkeley that is a good price and good location.

I t  is SO expensive.

I ' veren tedof f&on inBerke leys ince l9S0.  I ' ve l i ved insevend i f fe ren tp laces inBerke ley .  A l lweregreat
except for one: a landlord who entered the apartment without permission, took mail and harmed my dog; my
husband & | were literally afraid for our lives. So, we moved. The guy knew where we worked and so we didn't
f i le a complaint.  But we real ly should have.

My landlord is not interested in energy conservation, the units are energy and water drains. I bought my own
"energy star" fridge when the fridge in the unit broke.
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My manager is a nice guy. The owner is nice. The owner's assistant is nice. But work takes so long to get
done. Months. Over '1 year even!! !  |  don' t  know whose fault  i t  is.  Part ial ly mine because I  should complain to
a city agency that could help. I threatened to call the health department because the leak from the shower of
the upstairs tenant went on for months without getting fixed. I feel I got only excuses and assurances that "they
were on top of it". I felt I was lied to. Other tenants feel the same. Some tenants have talked about organizing.
Anyways.. . the manager is f inal ly doing something about the leak. St i l l . . .nothing f ixed yet.  l t 's been longer than 7
months. Maybe apartment l iv ing is always l ike this and I  complain too much, but I  don' t  think so. Thank you for
the opportunity to give you my opinion.

Never got back interest on security deposit.

Overall, I would say that the standards are a bit higher in apartments in San Francisco compared to Berkeley.
An example of this is scratches on a wal l .  My landlady didn' t  think i t  needed repaint ing but in the City,  i t  would
be repainted.

Rent here seems high - here too -  due to the condit ions & environment in South Berkeley. I  l ike Berketey in
general - but this apt. experience has been the worst I've ever had: slow or no response from police & fire
dept. ;  haphazard or no repairs;  dir t  & trash; undesirables show up & hang out;  mai l  s low & undependable, too.

Rent in Berkeley is very expensive. Although location may justify some of this, the predominant renters in
Berkeley are starving students that are being taken advantage of by greedy renters.

They keep the apts. very clean.

Very overpriced, antiquated 20 watt wiring, only one phone jack; ($)2700/1 100 sq. foot apartment is
nosebleed/rape territory. Moving to SF, cheaper/bigger/better DSL and telecom.

We have a GREAT landlord and also feel that the info. the Rent Stabilization Board provides is very informative.

We NEED a plant debris container & the manager has refused to get one.

We've got great landladles who are very responsive and take obvious pride in the house they own and rent.
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seruces

We recently had some work done on the apt. through the Berkeley Weatherization Program. I received new door
weatherstripping, lighting, digital thermostat, new showerhead AND a new refrigerator. What a fantastic program!
And al l  FREE. Our old fr idge was almost 20 years old and leaked. I  had asked the LL about i t  but didn' t  expect
much. So glad that the great Republ ic of Berkeley came through for us!

A great place to live. An added bonus to living here would be Oxford Street tarmacadamed; at present the concrete
road is very noisy.

I want to mention how responsive, helpful, polite, professional and friendly (City housing inspector) was in
responding to me and the other tenants in our bui lding during a housing inspect ion he conducted in 2005. When the
landlord was very slow to remedy the issues, he (City houslng inspector) helped us get results! Thank you for
having responsive AND proactive departments and staff!

Noise ordinances should be enforced by the City.  BUSD consistent ly fai ls to lock gate on faculty parking lot  result ing
in nuisances and disrupt ions.

I  wish that the City would please put speed bumps on this street so that people & chi ldren would be safe. My car
has been hit by person speeding down this street. People speed all the time on this street because there is no
speed bumps here. Other streets have them. Wy can't we have them on this street?

I very much appreciate the extra trash dumpsters as Cal students depart for the summer; however, these could be
emptied more frequent ly as they f i l l  up & si t  for a whi le.

I w¡sfr the city of Berkeley would give more than 3 weeks to pay a street sweeping violation. I get paid once per
month. I got a street sweeping ticket and had to wait ti l l payday to pay it, which took 3 1/2 weeks. They DOUBLED
the ticket because they have a 3 week deadline! What a scam. Also, I have a non-physical disability ihat
sometimes makes me forget to move my car, but the city has no care of concern for this fact, nor do they care that I
am low income. A $40 street sweeping ticket is a HUGE percentage of my income when compared to wealthy or
middle class people. The tickets themselves are nothing but a regressive tax scheme to raise revenue for the city.
How about the city raise taxes on everyone, instead of making outrageous fines amounts with giant "late fees" for
something paid under a months t ime.

Help with car break-ins. My car has been broken into 2 times in a locked garage.

Trash containers -  not big enough. Also, I  would l ike to compost but that seems to be only for homes?

Parking stinks - new construction should require appropriate garages and permits for street parking should be
l imited.

The City website is very helpful.

Help foreign born tenants understand the need for conservation and recycling. Have City offer rebates for energy
saving upgrades to the units to encourage landlords to participate.

No compost ing.
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I would also like to state my appreciation for the 2008 regulation re: installing new gas heaters. lf only the same
could be done about old refr igerators. My apartment 's unit  has one main door and a smal l f reezer inside- l  think i t 's
from the 1980s and not at all energy efficient. It 'd be nice if there were regulations about energy efficiencyfor large
household appl iances.

Increase Sect ion I  housing. The economic si tuat ion is terr ible for so many people.

We need a FULL SERVICË (read Safeway or Luckys) SUPERMARKET in DOWNTOWN BERKELEY to serve the
needs of al l  the people who l ive here. You don't  have to have a big parking lot  to do this.  See NYC, Boston, D.C. for
examples. (Associated Markets does a fine job, so does C town).

Would like to receive more info. on recycling and where to get blue bins and green bucket for in-home compost (an
info. mai l ing).

Berkeley wi l l fa i l  at  recycl ing unt i l  the City develops a viable program for the smal ler apartment bui ldings. They oo
nothing for us unless in large/huge complexes.

Make recycling mandatory for apartment buildings.

Finding affordable housing for college students in Berkeley is very difficult. Students in college are on a strict budget,
renting out a room at roughly $1,000 a month is way beyond what a college student can afford. The City of Berkeley
should start to offer services for college students; like offering discounted rent rates (especially for students without
f inancial  aid) and help to f ind affordable housing. The City should try to help out col lege students. The Universi ty
sometimes fails to help out students find affordable housing, hopefully the City of Berkeley can help out, especially
students without f inancial  aid.

"Men" group homes should NOT be in the same apartment complex as single women with chi ldren. There should
be a law against that.  There are 2 bui ldings in my complex: (address) now has 2 apartments housing 2 men
groups. I fear about safety since these men have paroleiprobation officers and we don't know what their offense is.
I know for a fact that one employee is a listed sex offender. What or where is my rights.

The blue ones (recycling containers) have mostly been stolen. I called about a year ago and asked for more but
they never arrived.

I love living in Berkeley. I l ike my apartment building but enjoyed it more before the ownership change. I really wish
we would resume recycling. I now recycle by using other bins in the neighborhood. We used to have them
(recycling containers). I have asked for new ones but received no response.

Love Bêrkeley. But rental  in mixed-use distr icts with bad air  qual i ty is a problem.

My car frequently gets broken into due to on-street parking. Couldn't get parking permit b/c just got car & don't have
registration yet.

My husband and I  lef t  the City (S.F.)when our son was born. We rented a house in Oakland which we loved but
then it came time for him to go to school and we did NOT love O.U.S.D. So we specifically moved here for the
B.U.S.D. For the same amount of $ we found this apt.  Houses were several  hundred dol lars more and we could not
afford them. I really miss the yard but oh well.
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Appendix 4: Survey and Letters to Tenant
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Many tenants in Berketey líve ín on apartment, house or room that ís rent controlled,
whích means that the Cíty limits how much the landlord cqn raise rents each year.

1. Is the place where you live rent controtted? (círcte one onswer)

A. YES
B,  NO
C. I DON'T KNOW
D. I/WE DON'T PAY RENT

We want to lesrn about the physical conditíon of rental housing units in Berkeley and
how well they are maintained.

2. How would you rate the overall condition of your housing unit? (circte one)

A. EXCELLENT B. GOOD C. FAIR D. POOR

3. Since you moved in, is the condition of the buitding (círcte one)

A. BETTER B. THE SAME C. WORSE

4. ln the last year, have the smoke detectors been checked to make sure they
work? (circte one)

A. CHECKED B. NOT CHECKED C. DON'T KNOW D. NO SMOKE DETECTORS

5. Does your buitding have recycling containers that are accessible to the
tenants? (círcle one)

A. YES B. NO C. DONT KNOW

5a. If YES, are they big enough or do they often get filted to overflowing?
(cìrcle one)

A. BIG ENOUGH B. NOT BIG ENOUGH

(If no rent is paid for your residence, this suruey does not apply to you.
Please send back the survey so that we can take you off our suruey mailing |ist.)
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6. In the last yeaç has the landlord or manager inspected your rental unit to
see if there are any problems that need fixing? (círcte one)

A. YES B. NO C. DON'T KNOW

7. In the last year, has the landtord or manager given you a safety checklist
and certified that your rental unit is in good condition with no safety
probtems? (círcle one)

A. YES B. NO C. DON'T KNOW

8. Are there problems within your building with any of the fotlowing?
(círcle yes or no tor eøch ítem)

A. HEAT YES NO
B. PLUMBING YES NO
c. D00Rs/wrNDOws YES N0
D. ROOF YES NO
E. STATRS/P0RCH YES N0
F. ELEVATOR YES NO
G. SECURITY/ËXTERIoR LIGHTTNG yËS N0
H. SECURE MAILBOXES YES NO
I. PAINT YES NO
J, APPLIANCES YES NO
K. MOLD YES NO
L. TNSECTS/RODENTS YEs N0
M. NOISE/OTHER TENANTS YES NO

N. OTHER (ptease name)

We aßo want to know whether you have had contact with government agencies that
work to help tenonts.

9. Do you receive monthly rental assistance through the Berkeley Housing
Authority or the City of Berkeley? (círcte one)

A. YES B.  NO



10. Have you received mailings from the Berketey Rent Stabilization Program,
atso known as the Berkeley Rent Board? (círcte one)

A. YES B. NO C. DON'T KNOW

11. Have you or anyone in your househotd ever contacted the Berkeley Rent
Board for information or assistance? (circle one)

A. YES B. NO C. DONT KNOW

tl.a, lÍ YES, what was the subject of the contact with the Rent Board?
(círcle oII thøt dpply)

A. THE LEGAL RENT OR A RENT INCREASE
B. GETÏING SOMETHING FIXED IN THE BUILDING
C. GETTING BACK A SECURITY DEPOSIT OR INTEREST ON A SECURITY DEPOSIT
D. LOSS OF SERVICE SUCH A5 PARKING OR STORAGE
E. LANDLORD ASKED THAT I/WE MOVE OUT

F. OTHER (please specifo)

11b. If YES, was the Rent Board stalf (círcle one)

A. VERY HELPFUL
B. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
C. NOT HELPFUL
D. DONT KNOW

12. Have you or anyone in your household ever contacted the City of Berketey's
housing inspection program for information or assistance with a building
problem? (círcte one)

A. YEs B. NO C. DONT KNOW

t?a. ll YES, was the staff (círcte one)

A. VERY HELPFUL
B. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
C. NOT HELPFUL
D, DON'T KNOW



13. Have you or anyone in your household ever contacted the Berkeley Housing
Authority for information or assistance? (círcte one)

A. YES B. NO C. DON'T KNOW

13a. If YES, was the staff (cìrcte one)

A. VERY HELPFUL
B. SOMEWHAT HELPFUL
C. NOT HELPFUL
D. DON'T KNOW

We would like to ask some questíons about how you found the place you live and the
cho'ices open to you as a renter ín Berkeley.

14. What month and year did you move into this rental unit?

MONTH YEAR

15. If someone else in your househotd moved in eartier than you, what year did
they move in?

YEAR

16. How did you find this rentat? (círcle one)

A. FROM A FORMER TENANT IN THIS BUILDING
B. KNOWING THE LANDLORD
C. OTHER WORD OF MOUTH
D. CRAIGSLIST OR OIHER WEB SITE
E. UNIVERSITY HOUSING SERVICES
F. NEWSPAPER AD
G. VISITED A RENÏAL AGENCY

H. OTHER (ptease exptain)



17. Where did you tive just before moving into this rental.unit? (cìrcte one)
A. BERKELEY
B. OTHER EAST BAY
C. OTHER BAY AREA
D. OUTSIDE BAY AREA

18. What kind of housing unit do you rent? (circle one)

A.  HOUSE
B. APARTMENT OR FLAT
C. R00M (in Boardíng House or ResidentiaL Hotel)

D. OTHER (pl.ease describe)

19. How many units are in your buitding?

UNITS

20. How many bedrooms are in your rentat unit? (A studío or room has 0 bedrooms.)

BEDROOMS

21. How many bathrooms are in your rental unit?

BATHROOMS

22. How many other separate rooms are in your rental unit?

OTHER ROOMS

23. What is the total monthty rent for your housing unit? (Total rent Ìs all rent pøid
by ølI resídents combined, but not íncludíng ony addítíonat charges such as porkíng.)

24. On average, about how much does your household pay every month for the
fotlowing utitity services? (If you do not pay for thís ítem, pleose put a 0 on the !ìne.)

A. GAS AND ELECTRICITY $ -
B. WATËR AND SEWER $



25. Compared with the current market rent on similar rentals in this
neighborhood, the rent I am paying is (círcte one)

A. MUCH LOWER
B. SOMEWHAT LOWER
C. ABOUT THE SAME
D.  HIGHER
E. DONT KNOW

26. Do you expect to stay where you are or move in the next few years?
(círcle one)

A. MOVE IN ONE OR ÏWO YEARS
B. MOVE WITHIN FIVE YEARS
C. SÏAY MORE THAN FIVE YEARS
D. DON'T KNOW

27. Do you expect to own your own home within the next ten years? (círcle one)

A. OWN B. RENT C. DON'T KNOW

28.lf the landlord totd you that you had to move out in 60 days, which woutd
you be most likety to do first? (círcte one)

A, I WOULD START LOOKING FOR ANOTHER PLACE TO LIVE
B. I WOULD LOOK INTO WHETHER I HAVT A RIGHT TO STAY HERE

)ne of the maín reøsons for doíng thís study ís to get ínformatíon on people who are
renters ín Berkeley ond what their housing needs are. Thís next group of questíons asks
about you ond your household.

29. Including yoursetf how many peop[e live in this unit?

PEOPLE



30. What type of household are you? (círcle one)

A. PERSON LIVING ALONE
B. COUPLE WITHOUT CHILDREN
C. COUPLE WITH CHILDREN
D. SINGLE PARENT WITH CHILDREN
E. RELATED ADULTS OTHER THAN PARENTS AND CHILDREN
F. UNRELATED ADULTS OTHER THAN COUPLES

G. OTHER (pl.ease explain)

31. Inctuding yourself, does a person with a chronic illness or disabitity [ive in
your househol.d? (círcte one)

A. YES B. NO

31a. If YES, does this disability substantialty limit walking or climbing stairs?
(círcle one)

A. YES B. NO

32. Inctuding yoursetf, how many peopte in your household are in each of the
fotLowing age categories?
(write the number of people ín eøch cdtegory on the line; il none, wríte 0)

Under 5 years old 35 to 54
5 8 o 1 7  5 5 t o 6 4

65 and over

33. Do you use e-mait to send and receive messages at home?

A. YES B. NO

34. Are you or anyone you know involved with a neighborhood disaster
preparedness or neighborhood crime watch group? (círcte oll that øppty)

A. NO
B. YES, DISASTER PREPAREDNESS
C. YES, CRIME WATCH

t8 to 24
?5 to 34



35. What was the approximate total income for your entire household before
taxes in 2008? (cìrcle one)

A. Less than $10.000 G. $60,000 to $69.999
B. $10,000 to $19,999 H. $70,000 to $79,999
C. $20,000 to $29,999 I .  $80,000 to $99,999
D. $30,00û to $39,999 J. $100,000 to $149,999
E. $40,000 to $49,999 K. $tS0,000 or more
F. $50,000 to $59,999

36. Including yourself, how many members of your househotd have the
fottowing ethnic background or heritage? (One person may have more than one
ethnic background.)
(wríte the number of people ín each category on the líne next to ít; ìl none, wríte 0)

ASIAN
B LACK/AFRICAN -AM ERiCAN
HISPANIC
NATIVE AMERICAN
WHITE
OTHER (specify)

37. Including yoursetf, how many adults in your household are currentty doing
each of the fottowing? (more thon one cotegory møy apply for eøch person)

WORKING FULL ÏIMT
WORKING PART TIME
FULL-TIME STUDENT
PART.ÏIME STUDENT
UNEMPLOYED, LOOKING FOR WORK
REÏIRED
HOMEMAKER
OTHER (please specify)



38. If any adult in your household is a student, where do they attend schoot?
(wríte the number of students at each school on the lìne)

UN]VERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
BERKELEY CITY COLLEGE
ANOTHER SCHOOL IN BERKELEY
A SCHOOL OUTSIDE OF BERKELEY

Finalty, we want to ask some questions about your landlord or buildíng mlnoger.

39. In the last year, have you or anyone in your household complained to the
landlord or buitding manager about any probtems in your buitding? (círcle one)

A. YES B. NO C. DON'T KNOW

39a. If YES, someone complained, how soon did the landlord or manager
respond? (cìrcle ail thot qpply)

A. RESPONDED QUICKLY
B, RESPONDED AFTER REPEATED COMPLAINTS
C. DID NOT RESPOND

39b. If YES, someone complained, what did the tandlord or manager do?
(círcle oll that opply)

A. FIXED THE PROBLEM IN LESS THAN 30 DAYS
B. FIXED THE PROBLEM IN MORE THAN 30 DAYS
C. FIXED PARÏ OF THE PROBLEM
D. DID NOT FIX THE PROBLEM
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40. Have you or anyone in your househotd ever had a disagreement with your
current landtord or manager? (círcte atl that øppty)

A. NO DISAGREEMENTS
B. MAINTENANCE/REPAIRS
C. RENT
D. SECURITY OR SAFETY
E. PARKING
F. BEING TOLD TO MOVE
G. ANOTHER TENANT
H. SOMETHING ELSE (pl.ease describe)

40a. If YES, you had a disagreement with your landlord, did you contact any of
the foltowing for advice or assistance? (círcte att thot appty)

A. FAMILY MEMBER OR FRIEND
B. OTHER TENANTS
c. LAWYER/LEGALASSISTANCE
D. BERKELEY RENT BOARD
E. CITY TNSPECÏOR
F. HOUSING AUTHORITY
G. STUDENT GROUP
H. COMMUNITY GROUP
I. CHURCH/RELTGTOUS GR0UP
J.  NO-ONE
K. OTHER (ptease specify)

41. Thank you very much for contributing to our study. Would you like to
receive a summary of the results? (cìrcte one)

A. YES B. NO

42. The first 400 people to return their compteted survey wílt receive a gift
card for one of the fotlowing Berketey businesses. (círcle the business you prefer)

A. PEETS COFFEE & TEA B. PEGASUS BOOKS

1.1



Is there anything more you woutd like to te[[ us about your experience renting
a place to live in Berkeley?

Are there any additional services you wish that the City of Berkeley or the
Berkeley Rent Board woutd provide to tenants?

Is there anything else you woutd tike to add?

,t¿



Rent Stabilization Board

TENANT
<StNo> <StName> #<UnitNo>
BERKELEY, CA <ZipCode>

Dear Berkeley Tenant:

April 6,2009

In a few days you will receive a request to complete a brief survey. We are mailing it to you in
an effort to learn how Berkeley's rental housing market is workine for tenants like vou.

Your address was randomly selected from a list of Berkeley rentals. Sharing your experience
with us will help Berkeley improve its services to tenants. W.e would greatly appreciate your
taking the few minutes necessary to complete and retum your survey when it arrives. As a small
thank you for completing the survey, the frrst 400 households that return the completed survey will
receive a $5 gift card for Peet's Coffee &.Tea or Pegasus Books.

Para Usted que Hablan Español:

En unos días usted recibirá una petición para que contestje a un breve cuestionario. Estamos
enviándoselo con Ia esperanza de saber como el mercado de vivienda de rentar estafuncionando
en Berkeley para inquilinos como usted. Su domicilio fue seleccionado øl azar de una lista de
unidades de renta en Berkeley. El compartir su experiencia con nosotros nos ayuda a mejorar
los servicios a inquilinos en Berkeley. Como un pequeño agradecimiento por contestar al
cuestionario los primeros 400 inquilinos que respondan al cuestionario y lo regresen recibirán
una tarjeta de regalo de 85 de Peet's Coffee & Tea o de Pegasus Books.

Muchas gracias de antemano por su ayuda.

Thank you in advance for your help.

Sincerely,

Stephen Barton, Ph.D.
Research Coordinator

2125 Milvia Street, Berkeley, California 94704
TEL: (510)981-7368 (981-RENT) ¡ TDD: (510)981-6903 ¡ FAX: (510)981-4910
E-MAIL: rent@ci.berkeley.ca.us o INTERNET: www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/rent



Rent Stabilization Board

TENANT
(StNo) <StName> #<UnitNo>
BERKELEY, CA <ZipCode>

Apri l  10,2009

Dear Berkeley Tenant:

The City of Berkeley has laws intended to make sure that tenants are fairly treated and rental
housing is taken care of. How well are these laws working for tenants like you? Please help us
answer this question by taking a few minutes to complete and retum the enclosed survey in the
stamped envelope provided.

As a small thank you for completing the survey, the f,rrst 400 households that return the completed
survey will receive a $5 gift card for Peet's Coffee &.Teaor Pegasus Books. Yours is one of a
small number of addresses that were randomly selected from a list of rental units in Berkeley.
Your answers will be kept strictly confidential and once the gift cards are mailed out the address
list will be erased.

We would be happy to answer any questions you may have about this survey. You can e-mail me
at sbarton@ci.berkeley.ca.us or call me at 981-4926, or call Aimee Mueller at98l-4932.

Para Usted que Habla Español:
Que tan bien las leyes locales protegen a los inquilinos? Estamos pidiendo a un pequeño numero
de inquilinos seleccionado al azar pqro que nos ayuden a contestar al cuestionario incluido.
Favor de mandarnos el cuestionqrio en el sobre sellado incluido en esta carta. Si Usted prefiere,
puede llamar a Angelina Toscano al (510) 981-4902 para responder por teléfono. Como un
pequeño agradecimiento por contestar al cuestionario, los primeros 400 inquilinos que
respondan al cuestionario y lo regresen recibirán una tarjeta de regalo de 85 de Peet's Coffee &
Tea o de Pegasus Bool<s. Sus respuestas serún mantenidas estrictamente conftdenciales y una
vez lss tarjetøs de regølo seøn enviødas a los inquílinos lø listø de domicilios será eliminøda.
Muchas gracias por su apoyo.

Thank you for taking the time to share your experience with us and help Berkeley improve its services.

Sincerely,

Stephen Barton, Ph.D.
Research Coordinator

P.S. If you would prefer, you can respond to this survey on the web at:
http ://www.ci.berkele),.ca.us/ContentDisplay.aspx?id:3 72 I 4

rEL:(5r0)e8'#å',|'T:Ë":iï:ffii:ä"',,ïJ"'-"riå:i:!^,(sr0)e81-4er0
E-MAIL: rent@ci.berkeley.ca.us ¡ INTERNET: www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/rent



Dear Berkeley Tenant:
Last week, a survey about your experience as a tenant in Berkeley was mailed
to you. Your address was drawn randomly from a list of Berkeley rentals.

If you have already completed and returned the survey to us, please accept our
sincere thanks. If not, please do so today. We are grateful for your help.

If you did not receive a survey, or if it was misplaced, please call me at 981-
4926 or Aimee Mueller at98l-4932 and we will get another one in the mail to
you right away. As a small thank you for completing the survey, the first 400
households that retum the completed survey will receive a $5 gift card for a
local Berkeley business.

Sincerely,
Stephen Barton, Ph.D.
Research Coordinator



Rent Stabilization Boa¡d

Mav 11.2009

Dear Berkeley Tenant:

About three weeks ago we wrote to you seeking your opinions about the rental housing market in
Berkeley. As of today, we have not received your completed survey and we would genuinely
appreciate hearing from you.

The survey is being conducted so that residents like you can affect the housing policies of the
City of Berkeley. Your address was drawn through a scientif,rc sampling process in which every
rental unit had an equal chance of being selected. Your answers are important in order to make
the information from the survey truly representative.

We enclose a replacement copy of the survey and ask that you please take a few minutes to fill it
out and return it to us. As a small thank you for completing the survey, all households that return
the completed survey by May 22¡dwill receive a 55 gift card for Peet's Coffee & Tea or
Pegasus Books. We would be happy to answer any questions you may have about this survey.
You can e-mail me at sbarton@ci.berkeley.ca.us or call me at 98I-4926, or you can call Aimee
Mueller at98I-4932

Para Usted que Habla Español:
Hace aproximadamente tres semanos le escribimos pidiendo sus opiniones sobre el mercado de
vivienda de rentar en Berkeley. Hasta ahora no ha regresado su cuestionario completo o
expresado su opinión por teléfono y nos gustaría mucho escuchar de usted. Por favor tome unos
minutos para responder y regresar su cuestionario. Si usted prefiere, puede llamar a Angelina
Toscano al (510) 981-4902 para contestar por teléfono. Como un pequeño agradecimiento por
contestar el cuestionario, cada inquilino que responda al cuestionario y Io regrese para el 22 de
mayo recibirá una tarjeta de regalo de 85 de Peet's Coffee & Tea o Pegasus Bool<s. Gracias
por tomarse el tiempo de compartir sus experiencias con nosotros y ayudar a Berkeley a mejorar
sus servicios.

Thank you for taking the time to share your experience with us and help Berkeley improve its
services.

Sincerely,

Stephen Barton, Ph.D.
Research Coordinator

P.S. If you would prefer, you can respond to this survey on the web at:
http ://www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/ContentDisplay.aspx?id:3 72 I 4

2L25 Milvia Street, Berkeley, California 94704
TEL: (510)981-7368 (981-RENT) o TDD: (510)981-6903 r FAX: (510)981-4910
E-MAIL: rent@ci.berkeley.ca.us ¡ INTERNET: www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/rent
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