
From: Antonio Garcia 

Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 8:22 AM 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Short Term Rental Taskforce Meeting - Wednesday, November 15th @ 

8:30am-October 2017 STR Study 

 

Michael: 
 
Good Morning. 
 
I am in agreement with the observations made in Cullen's e-mail.  
 
In addition, several Taskforce members have indicated that the Type 2 concerns that 
neighborhoods have expressed are purely "anecdotal" .....with no data to back up the 
concerns. 
 
Please see the attached https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3006832  
STR study which confirms a trend that is occurring across cities in the U.S.  The 
negative impact of Type 2 STRs on affordable housing  
in " tourist" cities is now becoming noticeable as noted in this study. We would believe 
that this continuing trend would be contrary to the SA Comprehensive Plan's  push for 
affordable housing. The more reason to regulate the growth of Type 2 STRs  in the 
inner city neighborhoods.  Please share this study with other City officials and Taskforce 
members as you wish and/or place on the City website as a future reference.  
 
A housekeeping note: Should "bed and breakfast " be removed from Section 35-399.06 
Item (i) page 11? 
 
Thank You 
 
Tony Garcia 
Monte Vista Historical Association 
 

 
From: Cullen Jones  
Sent: Saturday, November 11, 2017 8:08 PM 
Subject: Re: Short Term Rental Taskforce Meeting - Wednesday, November 15th @ 8:30am 
 
Michael, 
 
As a representative of Dignowity Hill's STR Task Force, we have strong concerns about 
the updated version, Michael, and I'm hopeful our concerns are due to a simple 
oversight or a clerical error.  For figure 371-4 to simply, and quietly, disappear from the 
proposed ordinance troubles us on multiple levels.   
 
The first, and most obvious, concern addresses protecting the neighborhoods.  Omitting 
the chart not only leaves a neighborhood exposed now but also ignores protecting 
its future.  As I pointed out at the most recent meeting, the past 6 months reveal a 68% 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3006832


increase of Type 2's in Dignowity Hill alone.  Neighborhoods such as ours are "low 
hanging fruit" for this business model. Coupled with affordable housing becoming 
scarcer each year, I'm sure the image is clear--the unique characteristics of our 
neighborhoods will succumb without City intervention. Much of the carefully thought 
out ordinance, much of the "push and pull" proposed by the neighborhoods hinges on 
the Type 2 following Figure 371-4.       
 
Secondly, and on a more professional level, omitting Figure 371-4 without any 
compromise or even acknowledgement of doing so undermines the 
conversations/purpose of the STR Task Force's mission.       
 
Thirdly, and a few operators hinted at this at the last meeting, the Type 2 operator and 
his/her business model deserves guidance and protection from City as well.  There is a 
way for the neighborhoods, the Type 2, and City to all benefit from the ordinance; 
Figure 371-4 instructs just that.   
 
Please confirm that omitting Figure 371-4 from the proposed draft was an accident and 
that a draft including it will be sent out in time for all to review. 
 
Thank you and I look forward to your response. 
 
Cullen Jones     
 


