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From: Buff Whitman-Bradley 
Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 12:49 PM
To: Regional Housing Need Allocation
Subject: regarding RINA appeals in Marin and Sonoma counties

*External Email*

Dear ABAG: 
I know many, many people have sent you letters opposing the appeals filed by communities in Marin and Sonoma 
counties.  You have all the information and the arguments in front of you.  I join those urging you to reject those 
appeals.  I am a resident of Fairfax, in Marin County, and I cannot understand how so many local jurisdictions have been 
so successful for so long in keeping affordable housing out of their towns.  It is shameful and now we have a chance to 
right that wrong.  Please deny the appeals. 
Sincerely, 
Arthur Whitman‐Bradley 

 





 
 

 
 

I support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough 

affordable housing to white, affluent jurisdictions that have a history of opposing 

affordable housing development in the Bay Area. The new RHNA methodology, which 

includes the equity adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for these cities and 

counties to address the inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted 

allocations will allow jurisdictions to meet state legal requirements to affirmatively 

further fair housing in their communities.  

 

The equity adjustment is critical to address racial segregation in the Bay Area, including 

in Marin County. Since the Fair Housing Act of 1968 barred exclusion on the basis of 

race, wealthier and largely white municipalities throughout California, including in 

Marin, passed exclusionary land use and zoning regulations such as large-lot zoning, 

prohibitions on multi-family housing, parking requirements, and more to limit the 

development of affordable housing and exclude low-income people of color. 

 

Today, exclusionary zoning and community opposition in neighborhoods with well-

funded schools and public amenities are major barriers to developing affordable housing. 

It’s because of this that Marin County is dramatically more segregated today than almost 

any other area in the region. We need the RHNA allocations to address the impacts of our 

historical inequitable land use policies.  

 

When we exclude affordable homes, communities who need that affordability, 

particularly people of color and those with disabilities who work in the community, are 

forced to live elsewhere, far from their work or in overcrowded homes. Many lower-

income communities of color are now facing displacement yet again as suburban 

expenses quickly outstrip their incomes. The equity adjustment helps increase 

affordability, ensuring that everyone can live in neighborhoods of their choice based on 

individual and family needs rather than based on historic patterns of segregation. 

 

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the disparities and inequities in our region, 

exposing a housing system that is failing low-income people and BIPOC communities. 

We must all work together to ensure everyone has a choice to stay and thrive in their 

communities or move closer to their jobs and other needs.  

 

I urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, 

expand opportunities in high-resource communities, particularly for African-American 

and Latinx community members, and deny their appeals.  

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Sincerely, 

David Levin 
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From: Debra 
Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 7:59 AM
To: Regional Housing Need Allocation
Subject: Housing

*External Email*

RE: Comment on RHNA allocation appeals filed by the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte 
Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of Marin and Sonoma 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I am writing to you concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from jurisdictions in Marin and Sonoma 
counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and 
Windsor, and the counties of Marin and Sonoma. 

As an over 25 year resident of San Rafael, I continue to see our community as vocal supporters for diversity and 
equity.  However, the actions taken by our communities in Marin and Sonoma counties need to support the advocacy 
that is preached. 

Many of the jurisdictions listed above have increased tenant protections and housing affordability for the people who 
live and work in the jurisdiction – such as through recent ordinances, including just cause for eviction protections for 
renters, Covid‐19 related eviction moratoriums, and source of income protections for people with rental subsidies. 
These are all positive actions. 

However, I am concerned that the appeal of the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) allocations sends a negative 
signal by promoting exclusion and reinforcing the segregation of low‐ income, disabled, and BIPOC communities.   

I understand that the Executive Board of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) adopted the RHNA equity 
adjustment to ensure that all jurisdictions exhibiting above‐average levels of racial and economic exclusion take on their 
fair share of low‐ and very‐low‐income RHNA units. 

I support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough affordable housing to white, 
affluent jurisdictions that have a history of opposing affordable housing development in the Bay Area. The new RHNA 
methodology, which includes the equity adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for these cities and counties to 
address the inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted allocations will allow jurisdictions to meet 
state legal requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in their communities. 

The equity adjustment is critical to address racial segregation in the Bay Area, including in Marin and Sonoma counties. 
Since the Fair Housing Act of 1968 barred exclusion on the basis of race, wealthier and largely white municipalities 
throughout California, including in these two counties, passed exclusionary land use and zoning regulations such as 
large‐lot zoning, prohibitions on multi‐family housing, parking requirements, and more to limit the development of 
affordable housing and exclude low‐income people of color. 
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Today, exclusionary zoning and community opposition in neighborhoods with well‐funded schools and public amenities 
are major barriers to developing affordable housing. It’s because of this that Marin and Sonoma counties are 
dramatically more segregated today than four decades ago. We need the RHNA allocations to address the impacts of our 
historical inequitable land use policies. 
  
I understand the concerns expressed about fire safety, drought, and lack of developable land.  However, these concerns 
need not exclude the need for equity and inclusion. 
  
When we exclude affordable homes, communities who need that affordability, particularly people of color and those 
with disabilities who work in the community, are forced to live elsewhere, far from their work or in overcrowded homes. 
Many lower‐income communities of color are now facing displacement yet again as suburban expenses quickly outstrip 
their incomes. The equity adjustment helps increase affordability, ensuring that everyone can live in neighborhoods of 
their choice based on individual and family needs rather than based on historic patterns of segregation. 
  
The COVID‐19 pandemic has highlighted the disparities and inequities in our region, exposing a housing system that is 
failing low‐income people and BIPOC communities. We must all work together to ensure everyone has a choice to stay 
and thrive in their communities or move closer to their jobs and other needs. 
  
I urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, expand opportunities in high‐
resource communities, particularly for Latinx community members, and deny their appeals. 
  
Thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
Debra Taube 









August 30, 2021 
Associated Bay Area Governments 
RHNA@bayareametro.gov 
 
 

RE: Comment on RHNA allocation appeals filed by the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill 
Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and 
the counties of Marin and Sonoma 

 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing to you concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from jurisdictions in Marin 
and Sonoma counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, 
San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of Marin and Sonoma.  
 
I urge you to deny the appeals. We retired to Sausalito and now Mill Valley 5 years ago from New York 
City where we lived for many years in highly integrated buildings.  Priced from $3 million purchase to 
$3,000/mo. – subsidy rent, each floor of each building had residents from a wide economic and racial 
background.  Marinites claim progressivness but it only shows up in voting and attitudes pertaining to 
areas outside their own communities. 
 
Just cause for eviction protections for renters, Covid-19 related eviction moratoriums, and source of income 
protections for people with rental subsidies are all positive actions, however, the appeal of the Regional 
Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) allocations promotes exclusion and reinforcing the segregation of low- 
income, disabled, and BIPOC communities. 
 
Previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough affordable housing to white, affluent jurisdictions that have a 
history of opposing affordable housing development in the Bay Area. The new RHNA methodology, which 
includes the equity adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for these cities and counties to address the 
inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted allocations will allow jurisdictions to meet state 
legal requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in their communities.  
 
It is time for Marin to get used to living in neighborhoods that contain people from a wide variety of income, 
education, religion and racial backgrounds.  Such communities are more safe, vibrant and productive and do not 
reduce property values. 
 
I urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, expand opportunities in 
high-resource communities, particularly for Latinx community members, and deny their appeals.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Frank Shinneman & Cindy Knoebel 
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From: Jenny Silva 
Sent: Sunday, July 25, 2021 9:03 AM
To: Regional Housing Need Allocation
Subject: Marin County jurisdiction appeals of RHNA numbeers

*External Email*

Dear ABAG,  

I am writing to oppose the Marin County jurisdiction appeals of RHNA numbers, especially the appeals for Sausalito 
, Marin unincorporated   and San Anselmo. Marin jurisdictions are using their special 

exemption for reduced numbers from last cycle as justification for low numbers again. This is not OK. 

Overall, the jurisdictions in Marin are continuing to try to opt out of providing the very necessary housing for California 
residents. In my town of Sausalito, 94% of workers commute in. This is terrible for workers, businesses and the 
environment. The only ones that benefit are the homeowners fortunate to own real estate there. Most of these 
homeowners would not be able to purchase their houses today if they were buying on the market. Housing in California 
has reached a crisis state in Marin needs to be part of the solution. 

I happened to attend a planning commission meeting in San Anselmo during which the planning staff noted that the 
town has the capacity to handle the large increase in RHNA numbers. This makes their appeal all the more cynical and 
disheartening. San Anselmo planning staff knows how to meet the numbers. They should not be permitted to opt out for 
political convenience.  

Thank you for your consideration, 

Jennifer Silva 
 



August 28, 2021 

 

Associated Bay Area Governments 

RHNA@bayareametro.gov 

 

  

RE: Comment on RHNA allocation appeals filed by the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill 

Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the 

counties of Marin and Sonoma 

 

To Whom It May Concern, 

 

I am writing to you concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from 

jurisdictions in Marin and Sonoma counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, 

Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of 

Marin and Sonoma.  

 

I urge you to deny the appeals. As a 40 year resident of Fairfax and San Anselmo, I continue to 

see our community as vocal supporters for diversity and equity.  However, the actions taken by 

our communities in Marin and Sonoma counties need to support the advocacy that is preached. 

 

Many of the jurisdictions listed above have increased tenant protections and housing 

affordability for the people who live and work in the jurisdiction – such as through recent 

ordinances, including just cause for eviction protections for renters, Covid-19 related eviction 

moratoriums, and source of income protections for people with rental subsidies. These are all 

positive actions. 

 

However, I am concerned that the appeal of the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) 

allocations sends a negative signal by promoting exclusion and reinforcing the segregation of 

low- income, disabled, and BIPOC communities.   

 

I understand that the Executive Board of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) 

adopted the RHNA equity adjustment to ensure that all jurisdictions exhibiting above-average 

levels of racial and economic exclusion take on their fair share of low- and very-low-income 

RHNA units.  

 

I support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough 

affordable housing to white, affluent jurisdictions that have a history of opposing affordable 

housing development in the Bay Area. The new RHNA methodology, which includes the equity 

adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for these cities and counties to address the 

inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted allocations will allow 

jurisdictions to meet state legal requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in their 

communities.  

 

The equity adjustment is critical to address racial segregation in the Bay Area, including in 

Marin and Sonoma counties. Since the Fair Housing Act of 1968 barred exclusion on the basis of 



race, wealthier and largely white municipalities throughout California, including in these two 

counties, passed exclusionary land use and zoning regulations such as large-lot zoning, 

prohibitions on multi-family housing, parking requirements, and more to limit the development 

of affordable housing and exclude low-income people of color. 

 

Today, exclusionary zoning and community opposition in neighborhoods with well-funded 

schools and public amenities are major barriers to developing affordable housing. It’s because of 

this that Marin and Sonoma counties are dramatically more segregated today than four decades 

ago. We need the RHNA allocations to address the impacts of our historical inequitable land use 

policies.  

 

I understand the concerns expressed about fire safety, drought, and lack of developable land.  

The actual appeal made by the Town of Fairfax, for example, focuses on these three items.  

However, Fairfax’s appeal does not make any argument against the need for inclusion, equity or 

diversity within our community, which is the basis of the equity adjustment. 

 

When we exclude affordable homes, communities who need that affordability, particularly 

people of color and those with disabilities who work in the community, are forced to live 

elsewhere, far from their work or in overcrowded homes. Many lower-income communities of 

color are now facing displacement yet again as suburban expenses quickly outstrip their 

incomes. The equity adjustment helps increase affordability, ensuring that everyone can live in 

neighborhoods of their choice based on individual and family needs rather than based on historic 

patterns of segregation. 

 

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the disparities and inequities in our region, exposing a 

housing system that is failing low-income people and BIPOC communities. We must all work 

together to ensure everyone has a choice to stay and thrive in their communities or move closer 

to their jobs and other needs.  

 

I urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, expand 

opportunities in high-resource communities, particularly for Latinx community members, and 

deny their appeals.  

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Lisa Mennucci 
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From:
Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 1:25 PM
To: Regional Housing Need Allocation
Subject: Comment on RHNA allocation appeals

*External Email*

Associated Bay Area Governments 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I have lived in Marin County for 50 years and have never been happy with the lack of diversity in 
our County.  

I am writing now concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from jurisdictions 
in Marin and Sonoma counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte 
Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of Marin and 
Sonoma. 

I hope to hear that you deny the appeals. I support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs 
have failed to allocate enough affordable housing to white, affluent jurisdictions that have a history 
of opposing affordable housing development in the Bay Area. 

Sincerely 

Marilyn Price 
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From: Stephen Bingham 
Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 3:04 PM
To: Regional Housing Need Allocation
Subject: RHNA allocation appeals filed by the Marin County and various cities in the County

*External Email*

August 30, 2021 

Executive Board 
Associated Bay Area Governments 
RHNA@bayareametro.gov 

RE:     Comment on RHNA allocation appeals filed by the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill 
Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and 
the counties of Marin and Sonoma 

Dear Members of the ABAG Executive Board: 

I am writing to you concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from jurisdictions in Marin 
and Sonoma counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, 
San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of Marin and Sonoma.  

I urge you to deny the appeals. I live in San Rafael and have fought for years for more affordable housing 
in San Rafael and Marin County.  While San Rafael and Novato have taken some positive steps in the 
right direction, the County and the cities filing the current RHNA appeals have approved virtually no 
affordable housing in the over 25 years my wife and I have lived in Marin.  This has resulted in a huge 
lack of diversity of populations in the County and horrific traffic during commute hours because those 
who work in Marin can’t afford to live here.  [ 

Many of the jurisdictions listed above have increased tenant protections and housing affordability for the people 
who live and work in the jurisdiction – such as through recent ordinances, including just cause for eviction 
protections for renters, Covid-19 related eviction moratoriums, and source of income protections for people 
with rental subsidies. These are all positive actions. 

However, I am concerned that the appeal of the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) allocations sends 
a negative signal by promoting exclusion and reinforcing the segregation of low- income, disabled, and BIPOC 
communities.   

I understand that the Executive Board of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) adopted the 
RHNA equity adjustment to ensure that all jurisdictions exhibiting above-average levels of racial and economic 
exclusion take on their fair share of low- and very-low-income RHNA units.  
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I support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough affordable housing to 
white, affluent jurisdictions that have a history of opposing affordable housing development in the Bay Area. 
The new RHNA methodology, which includes the equity adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for 
these cities and counties to address the inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted 
allocations will allow jurisdictions to meet state legal requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in their 
communities.  
 
The equity adjustment is critical to address racial segregation in the Bay Area, including in Marin and Sonoma 
counties. Since the Fair Housing Act of 1968 barred exclusion on the basis of race, wealthier and largely white 
municipalities throughout California, including in these two counties, passed exclusionary land use and zoning 
regulations such as large-lot zoning, prohibitions on multi-family housing, parking requirements, and more to 
limit the development of affordable housing and exclude low-income people of color. 
 
Today, exclusionary zoning and community opposition in neighborhoods with well-funded schools and public 
amenities are major barriers to developing affordable housing. It’s because of this that Marin and Sonoma 
counties are dramatically more segregated today than four decades ago. We need the RHNA allocations to 
address the impacts of our historical inequitable land use policies.  
 
I understand the concerns expressed about fire safety, drought, and lack of developable land.  However, the 
appeals don’t argue against the need for inclusion, equity or diversity within our community, which is the basis 
of the equity adjustment. 
 
When we exclude affordable homes, communities who need that affordability, particularly people of color and 
those with disabilities who work in the community, are forced to live elsewhere, far from their work or in 
overcrowded homes. Many lower-income communities of color are now facing displacement yet again as 
suburban expenses quickly outstrip their incomes. The equity adjustment helps increase affordability, ensuring 
that everyone can live in neighborhoods of their choice based on individual and family needs rather than based 
on historic patterns of segregation. 
 
The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the disparities and inequities in our region, exposing a housing 
system that is failing low-income people and BIPOC communities. We must all work together to ensure 
everyone has a choice to stay and thrive in their communities or move closer to their jobs and other needs.  
 
I urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, expand opportunities in 
high-resource communities, particularly for Latinx community members, and deny their appeals.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stephen Bingham 
 
Stephen Bingham 

 
 



August 31, 2021 

 

Associated Bay Area Governments 

RHNA@bayareametro.gov 

 

  

RE: Comment on RHNA allocation appeals filed by the cities of Belvedere, 

Larkspur, Mill Valley, Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, 

Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of Marin and Sonoma 

 

To Whom It May Concern, 

 

We are writing to you concerning the RHNA allocation appeals that have been filed from 

jurisdictions in Marin and Sonoma counties: the cities of Belvedere, Larkspur, Mill Valley, 

Sausalito, Corte Madera, Fairfax, Ross, San Anselmo, Tiburon, and Windsor, and the counties of 

Marin and Sonoma.  

 

We urge you to deny the appeals.  We see a lot of lip service paid to diversity, equity and 

inclusion in our community but when it comes to housing, the conversation changes to then 

deflect and disregard the deep-seated systemic racism behind the resistance to more 

housing in Marin.  

 

Many of the jurisdictions listed above have increased tenant protections and housing 

affordability for the people who live and work in the jurisdiction – such as through recent 

ordinances, including just cause for eviction protections for renters, Covid-19 related eviction 

moratoriums, and source of income protections for people with rental subsidies. These are all 

positive actions. 

 

However, we are concerned that the appeal of the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) 

allocations sends a negative signal by promoting exclusion and reinforcing the segregation of 

low- income, disabled, and BIPOC communities.   

 

We understand that the Executive Board of the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) 

adopted the RHNA equity adjustment to ensure that all jurisdictions exhibiting above-average 

levels of racial and economic exclusion take on their fair share of low- and very-low-income 

RHNA units.  

 

We support the equity adjustment because previous RHNAs have failed to allocate enough 

affordable housing to white, affluent jurisdictions that have a history of opposing affordable 

housing development in the Bay Area. The new RHNA methodology, which includes the equity 

adjustment, provides a meaningful opportunity for these cities and counties to address the 

inequitable allocations of the recent past. Keeping the adjusted allocations will allow 

jurisdictions to meet state legal requirements to affirmatively further fair housing in their 

communities.  

 



The equity adjustment is critical to address racial segregation in the Bay Area, including in 

Marin and Sonoma counties. Since the Fair Housing Act of 1968 barred exclusion on the basis of 

race, wealthier and largely white municipalities throughout California, including in these two 

counties, passed exclusionary land use and zoning regulations such as large-lot zoning, 

prohibitions on multi-family housing, parking requirements, and more to limit the development 

of affordable housing and exclude low-income people of color. 

 

Today, exclusionary zoning and community opposition in neighborhoods with well-funded 

schools and public amenities are major barriers to developing affordable housing. It’s because of 

this that Marin and Sonoma counties are dramatically more segregated today than four decades 

ago. We need the RHNA allocations to address the impacts of our historical inequitable land use 

policies.  

 

We understand the concerns expressed about fire safety, drought, and lack of developable land.  

The actual appeal made by the Town of Fairfax, for example, focuses on these three items.  

However, Fairfax’s appeal does not make any argument against the need for inclusion, equity or 

diversity within our community, which is the basis of the equity adjustment.  And these 

environmental concerns tend to overlook the current, creative solutions which will ensure better 

environmental outcomes for all of us.    

 

When we exclude affordable homes, communities who need that affordability, particularly 

people of color and those with disabilities who work in the community, are forced to live 

elsewhere, far from their work or in overcrowded homes. Many lower-income communities of 

color are now facing displacement yet again as suburban expenses quickly outstrip their 

incomes. The equity adjustment helps increase affordability, ensuring that everyone can live in 

neighborhoods of their choice based on individual and family needs rather than based on historic 

patterns of segregation. 

 

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the disparities and inequities in our region, exposing a 

housing system that is failing low-income people and BIPOC communities. We must all work 

together to ensure everyone has a choice to stay and thrive in their communities or move closer 

to their jobs and other needs.  

 

We urge you to require that these jurisdictions meet their assigned regional housing needs, 

expand opportunities in high-resource communities, particularly for Latinx community 

members, and deny their appeals.  

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

SURJ Marin (Showing Up for Racial Justice) 

https://surjmarin.org/ 

 

https://surjmarin.org/
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