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santa barbara rental property association 

President’s Message

Betty L. Jeppesen Esq. • Attorney at Law and Real Estate Broker

On October 14, 2025, Councilmembers 
Kristin Sneddon and Wendy Santamaria 
requested that the Council agendize an 
Ordinance Adding Chapter 2.690 to Title 
26 of the Santa Barbara Municipal Code 
related to rent stabilization and the de-
velopment of a work plan to fund and 
administer a Rent Stabilization Program.

What does that mean?

These two members of the city council 
want to start a program to stabilize rents 
in Santa Barbara without concern about 
the rising expenses for the housing pro-
viders here. Our insurance costs are out 
of sight. Labor and materials to keep our 
properties up to code are out of sight. If 
a property is purchased, the prices and 
consequently the property taxes are out 
of sight. Notably, the Housing Authority 
and the properties managed by the City 
are EXEMPT from all of these onerous 
laws. So, it appears that the City Council 
wants to do away with private owner-
ship and have only government owned 
and managed properties.

Rents under these proposed amend-
ments would be limited to 60% of CPI 
for our area. As you know, CPI is the 
Consumer Price Index and relates to 
the cost of living. The proponents of 
these amendments state that they do 
want the housing providers to get a “fair 
rate of return” and so they will be al-
lowed to appeal to the Rent Stabilization 
Board which they want to establish. My 
argument would be that since CPI rep-
resents the cost of living then allowing 
only 60% of that for rent increases can 
NEVER provide a fair rate of return. It 
doesn’t even keep up with the increase 
in the cost of living. In addition, the cost 
of administering such a program is as-

tronomical. Where is this money coming 
from? The housing providers will provide 
it of course.

No other industry is being burdened like 
the housing industry with all of these 
demands, restrictions and rules.

The normal course is for two council 
members to bring forward a proposal 
which is then studied and analyzed by the 
staff. Sneddon and Santamaria claimed 
that they were just trying to save the 
City money and staff time by working up 
the entire amendment with “pro bono” 
attorneys and tenant advocates. Nota-
bly, NO housing providers were involved 
or consulted. This proved too much even 
for tenant advocate herself, Megan Har-
mon, who voted against the amendment 
stating that it lacked transparency.

In response to this proposed amend-
ment, SBRPA and SBAOR jointly drafted 
an opposition letter and submitted it to 
the City Council prior to their meeting on 
the 14th. A copy of this letter begins on 
page 9. The matter will come back again 
for review; so, please stay tuned; stay 
vigilant and make your voices heard. 

Happy Thanksgiving to you all.

Betty L. Jeppesen, President

Betty L. Jeppesen
The Law Offices of 

 21 East Canon Perdido Street, Suite 207
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93101

(805) 450-1789
Jeppesenlaw@gmail.com
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e care deeply about Santa Barbara’s 
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• 
• 

–
• 
• 

rbara has roughly 23,200 rental units (≈ 60% of the city’s 38,500 households). Even a “small” rent board 

• –
• –

• 
• 
• 
• 
• Security Deposits Limited to One Month’s Rent.
• – Added penalties, attorney’s fees, and new enforcement mechanisms.
• 
• 
• 
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–
—especially for local “mom pop” owners who operate just a few 

It’s important to remember that rent control backfires. Rent control is short

• 
operating costs, especially for small local providers who don’t have in

• 

• 

cities’ 
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