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I am appealing all 3 decisions made by the hearing officer in Section “IX Decision” on page 9 of the Notice of Decision:

1. The lawful monthly Base Rent for Petitioners' Space 203 is $3,595.00; and
2. The current legal monthly rent is $3,774.75; and
3. Neither Petitioners nor Respondents are ordered to make any payments to the other party.

Reasons for the appeal are detailed in the attached document.
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Proof of Service of Request for Appeal of Petition Hearing Decision 

 

I declare that I am over eighteen years of age, and that I served one copy of the attached Appeal of Petition Hearing 
Decision on the affected party(ies) listed below by: 

 Personal Service 

 Delivering the documents in person on the ____ day of ____________, 20____, at the address(es) or location(s) 
above to the following individual(s). 

 Mail 

 Placing the documents, enclosed in a sealed envelope with First-Class Postage fully paid, into a U.S. Postal 
Service Mailbox on the ____ day of ____________, 20____, addressed as follows to the following individual(s).  

 Email 

 Emailing the documents on the ____ day of ____________, 20____, at the email address(es) as follows to the 
following individual(s).  

 

Respondents 

RESPONDENT NAME 

RESPONDENT ADDRESS 

RESPONDENT EMAIL 

 

 

 
  

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct: 

 Executed on this _____ day of __________________, 20_______ 

 Signature:  

 Print Name:  

 Address:  

   
 
 

31 May 23

✔

31 May 23

Elie Sfeir

1075 Space Park Way Spc 203 Mountain View, CA, 94043









The decision made by the hearing officer to use the pre-concession rent as the
base rent for tenancies that started before March 16, 2021:

A. Will greatly disadvantage and heavily penalize existing Mountain view
residents that had leases prior to March 16th 2021.

B. Runs counter to the spirit and intent of the MHRSO which was to create
stability, fairness and predictability in the market.

C. Is Discriminatory against residents with leases prior March 16th 2021.
D. Limits the MHRSO to only protect a minority of Mountain View renters, as

the residents with leases starting after March 16th 2021 inevitably
constitute a smaller portion compared the ones with leases prior to March
16th 2021

Using the pre-concession rent as the base rent is contrary to the MHRSO. As the
the MHRSO should:

A. Not disadvantage nor penalize existing Mountain view residents that had
leases prior to March 16th 2021.

B. Create stability, fairness and predictability in the market.
C. Not discriminate against residents with leases prior March 16th 2021.
D. Not be limited to only protect a minority of Mountain View renters.

Therefore the RHC should reverse the Petition Hearing Decision so base
rent is not set as the pre-concession rent.












