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Introduction 
On June 6, 2024, the FPPC responded to an advice request from Richmond Senior Assistant City 

Attorney James J. Atencio regarding City Council member Doria Robinson (FPPC File No. A-24-

033). 

The question posed was: 

Does the Act or Section 1090 prohibit City of Richmond (“City”) Councilmember Doria 

Robinson from participating in governmental decisions regarding contracts and grant funding 

provided to Councilmember Robinson’s employer Urban Tilth, a 501(c)(3) organization? 

Further, if Councilmember Robinson is prohibited from taking part in the decisions under 

Section 1090, does the “remote interest” exception apply and allow City Council to still take 

part in any such decision? 

It is unclear whether the request was at the behest of Councilmember Robinson or was initiated by Mr. 

Atencio, and it is also unclear whether the facts on which the FPPC response was based were provided 

by Councilmember Robinson or were obtained by Mr. Atencio from other sources. 

In any event, the facts provided by Mr. Atencio were: 

Richmond City Councilmember Doria Robinson is the Executive Director of Urban Tilth, 

an organization that regularly applies for and enters into grant agreements with the City 

and you seek advice as to whether this is a conflict under the Act or Section 1090. 

Urban Tilth is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit corporation that is involved in various programs and is a 

party to grant applications and grant agreements with the City of Richmond. Urban Tilth is a co- 

applicant with the City for a State grant of approximately $35 million dollars that was awarded 

to the City and co-applicants by the California Strategic Growth Council (“SGC”) for several 

projects termed “Richmond Rising.” The City is the lead grantee and Urban Tilth is one of five 

co- applicants to the grant. The City recently began implementing the grant-funded projects by 

entering contracts with its co-applicants and other entities. The Grant Master Agreement entered 

between the City and SGC provides for program regulations that continue to be refined and the 

grantees are expected to sign agreements and amendments to implement program regulations on 

an ongoing basis as the projects are implemented. 

Councilmember Robinson is a salaried employee of Urban Tilth in the role of Executive 

Director and seeks formal advice as to whether she should recuse herself from decisions 

surrounding contracts and/or amendments made by the City with Urban Tilth and further, if she 

does recuse, whether the City may still enter such contracts. We note that you state in your 

request that Councilmember Robinson has already recused herself from decisions on contracts 

involving the City and Urban Tilth and any matter involving the City and the Richmond Rising 

Grant. 

Additionally, Urban Tilth has secured a grant that will directly fund Councilmember Robinson’s 

position that is not tied to Richmond Rising or any other City grant funding. Furthermore, 

Councilmember Robinson is not involved in any decision-making process on behalf of Urban 

Tilth that relates to the use of Richmond Rising or any other City grant. We cannot provide 

advice on any past conduct therefore the advice in this letter is provided solely for future 

decisions regarding contracts between the City and Urban Tilth. 

The facts provided to the FPPC and cited in the advice letter were significantly and materially 
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incomplete to the extent that they likely affected the FPPC analysis and conclusion in a significant 

way. 

This complaint takes issue with the advice provided by Mr. Atencio in FPPC File No. A-24-033, and 

it maintains that Councilmember Doria Robinson has undisclosed conflicts of interest in violation of 

Section 1090, and the City should be prohibited from contracting with Urban Tilth and Urban Tilth 

Fiscal Sponsor of Rich City Rides. 

Doria Robinson is, as the advice letter stated, “a salaried employee of Urban Tilth in the role of 

Executive Director,” but she is also a member of the board of directors of Urban Tilth (not 

mentioned in the FPPC advice letter), which places her in a policy-making role as well as an 

administrative role, bringing into question to what extent she has been or will continue to be 

involved in “the contracting process … in her professional capacities.” We are unaware of any 

evidence supporting the “fact” that Councilmember Robinson, “…is not involved in any decision-

making process on behalf of Urban Tilth that relates to the use of Richmond Rising or any other 

City grant.” There is actually more evidence supporting the contrary. 

The FPPC advice letter included, “We note that you state in your request that Councilmember 

Robinson has already recused herself from decisions on contracts involving the City and Urban 

Tilth and any matter involving the City and the Richmond Rising Grant.’ 

I submit that while Councilmember Robinson did, in fact, recuse herself from the vote on the award 

of the California Strategic Growth Council contract through the City to Urban Tilth and Urban Tilth 

Fiscal Sponsor of Rich City Rides, she did not do so in the legally required manner, thus rendering 

her recusal improper in a way that left the public uninformed as to the actual basis for her recusal. 

I further submit that Section 1091(b)(1) that was relied on to conclude Councilmember Robinson 

had only a remote interest was improperly applied due to facts not provided. While 1091(b)(1) may 

have plausibly applied with respect to Councilmember Robinson’s involvement in the Urban Tilth 

grant, it would not have applied with respect to her involvement in the Urban Tilth Fiscal Sponsor 

of Rich City Rides. Rich City Rides is not a 501(c)3 organization, and Councilmember Robinson 

has a significant personal and business relationship with Najari Smith, who for all practical 

purposes is Rich City Rides. 

Perhaps it is beyond the custom and practice of the FPPC to venture further than what the law minimally 

allows, but it is worth noting that the California attorney general has stated that Government Code 

section 1090 is a codification of the common wisdom that a person cannot serve two masters 

simultaneously, and that even well-meaning people may be influenced when their personal economic 

interests are at stake in an official board transaction. The attorney general observed that an important 

purpose of Section 1090 is to avoid even the appearance of impropriety in government transactions. As a 

result, Section 1090 is construed broadly (People v. Honig, 48 Cal.App.4th 289, 314-15 (1996). 

Doria Robinson is a highly paid salaried employee and board member of Urban Tilth in two leadership 

positions. Regardless of the statutory prohibitions of conflict of interest, there is the issue of the optics 

of a perceived conflict of interest, which erodes public confidence in government. Being both a City 

Council member and the highly compensated executive director of an organization having millions of 

dollars of active contracts with the City of Richmond as well as having a personal and business 

relationship with a subgrantee just doesn’t pass the smell test. 

There are numerous other illegal acts involving Najari Smith, Rich City Rides, Doria Robinson and 
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Urban Tilth, some of which are the subject of ongoing litigation, but they are beyond the 

jurisdiction of the FPPC. I have attached “Urban Tilth Web of Nonprofits,” and “Urban Tilth Chart” 

that provide additional information. 

The FPPC advice letter cites GC Section 1091(b)(1) in finding that Councilmember Robinson has a 

remote interest in the Urban Tilth contract and requires her to both disclose her interest and “abstain 

from the contracting process in both her governmental and professional capacities” and that she “may 

not attempt to influence any member of the board to enter the contract (Section 1091(c).” 

Considering solely Urban Tilth, the finding of a remote interest might be plausible, but considering 

Urban Tilth in its role as a fiscal sponsor of Rich City Rides puts the question in a whole different 

context. Fiscal sponsorship is not just passing through or banking funds. The City of Richmond 

contracted with Urban Tilth for the Rich City Rides component of the $3,680,656.75 Transformative 

Climate Communities grant. A fiscal sponsor, in this case Urban Tilth, takes on the sponsored project, in 

this case Rich City Rides, as an internal project and becomes the contracting party for outside funds.  

Witnesses 
I have provided contact information for several potential witnesses: 

Felonte Roshni (“Taye’”) McGee 
Felonte (Taye”) McGee can confirm many details about the relationship of Smith and Robinson, the co-

mingling of funds among Urban Tilth and the various personalities of Rich City Rides, and the 

questionable use of Urban Tilth funds to pay for benefits for Najari Smith. 

Gus Kramer 
Contra Costa County Assessor Gus Kramer can confirm that Urban Tilth and Rich City underpaid the 

real estate transfer tax for multiple properties purchased by Urban Tilth and sold to Rich City. 

Nicolas Traylor 
City of Richmond Rent Program Director Nicolas Traylor can confirm that Urban Tilth rented the 

premises at 801 Marina Way South and illegally used them as a residence for Najari Smith. 
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The Strategic Growth Council Grant 
The Contract 
On October 3, 2023, the Richmond City Council approved agreements (Agenda Item V.3) with Urban 

Tilth and Urban Tilth as Fiscal Sponsor of Rich City Rides for Transformative Climate Communities 

(TCC) grants of $7,042,833.41 and $3,680,656.75, respectively. 

 

Figure 1 - Page 1 of Contract between the City of Richmond and "Urban Tilth Fiscal Sponsor of Rich City Rides 
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Councilmember Robinson’s “Recusal” 
The Minutes of the October 3, 2024, City Council meeting show the following for Item V.3: 

 

Following is an excerpt from the official transcript of the October 3, 2023, meeting when Councilmember 

Robinson announced her recusal:1 

02:12:15.620 --> 02:12:19.539 

: Next item, next item is statement of conflict of interest. Are there any 

68 

02:12:19.790 --> 02:12:29.049 

: now I have a conflict of interest with item v. 3, a. And we'll be removing myself from the room 

when 

that's being 

69 

02:12:29.230 --> 02:12:30.140 

 
1 

https://docs.google.com/gview?url=https%3A%2F%2Frichmond.granicus.com%2FDocumentViewer.php%3Ffile%

3Drichmond_72051f2927d9e2f23c9bfb3d7078f979.pdf%26view%3D1&embedded=true 

https://docs.google.com/gview?url=https%3A%2F%2Frichmond.granicus.com%2FDocumentViewer.php%3Ffile%3Drichmond_72051f2927d9e2f23c9bfb3d7078f979.pdf%26view%3D1&embedded=true
https://docs.google.com/gview?url=https%3A%2F%2Frichmond.granicus.com%2FDocumentViewer.php%3Ffile%3Drichmond_72051f2927d9e2f23c9bfb3d7078f979.pdf%26view%3D1&embedded=true
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: considered. 

70 

02:12:31.310 --> 02:12:31.980 

Ok. 

Councilmember Robinson did not state specifically what her conflict of interest was. She did not even 

mention Urban Tilth, for which she serves as both executive director and board member. What is more 

troubling is that she did not mention Rich City Rides, the sub-recipient of one of the grants, under the 

fiscal sponsorship of Urban Tilth and also personified by Najari Smith, with whom she had and still has 

an intimate personal and business relationship. 

The FPPC has clear guidelines about the recusal process for a public official:2 

IX. Disqualification Requirements 

Section 87105 governs the recusal of a public official specified in Section 87200 from a 

decision from which the official has been disqualified. Subdivisions (a)(1)-(3) of that 

section require the disqualified official to: identify the potential conflict of interest to 

publicly identify the official’s financial interest or interests at issue; recuse from voting, 

discussing or attempting to influence the matter; and leave the room until after the 

matter is concluded. Subdivision (a)(4) excludes members of the Legislature from these 

recusal requirements. 

 

Regulation 18707 provides further direction and guidance on the recusal requirements 

applicable to a public official specified in Section 87200 who is disqualified from a 

decision relating to an agenda item noticed for consideration at a public meeting subject 

to open meeting laws (i.e. the Bagley-Keene Act (Section 11120 et seq.) or the Brown 

Act (Section 54950 et seq.)). 

 

Form and Content of Public Identification: The disqualified official must publicly 

identify each type of financial interest, identified in Section 87103, held by the official 

that gives rise to the disqualifying conflict of interest. (Regulation 18707(a)(1).) The 

identification must be oral and part of the public record (Regulation 18707(a)(1)(B)), and 

provide the following information, as applicable: 

 

• For a business interest: the name of the business, a general description of its 

activities, and any position held by the official. (Regulation 18707(a)(1)(A)(i).) 

• For a real property interest: the property’s address, assessor’s number, or 

identification that the property is the official’s personal residence. (Regulation 

18707(a)(1)(A)(ii).) 

• For a source of income interest: the name of the source of income. (Regulation 

18707(a)(1)(A)(iii).) 

• For a source of gift interest: the name of the source of gift. (Regulation 

18707(a)(1)(A)(iv).) 

• For all interests: the nature of the expense, liability, asset, or income affected. 

(Regulation 18707(a)(1)(A)(v).) 

 

Timing: The public identification required by Regulation 18707(a)(1) must be made 

immediately prior to consideration of the agenda item. (Regulation 18707(a)(2).) 

• Partial absence from a meeting does not excuse the disqualified official’s public 

 
2 https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-

Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf 

https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf
https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf
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identification requirement. (Ibid.) 

• If the official leaves a meeting in advance of an agenda item from which the 

official is disqualified, the official must provide the public identification required by 

Regulation 18707(a)(1) prior to leaving the meeting. (Regulation 18707(a)(2).) 

• If the official first joins a meeting after consideration of the agenda item, the 

official must provide the public identification immediately upon joining the 

meeting. (Ibid.) 

 

Recusal and Leaving the Room: The disqualified official must recuse, leave the room 

after the public identification required by Regulation 18707(a)(1), and refrain from 

participation in the decision. (Regulation 18707(a)(3).) The disqualified official does not 

count toward achieving a quorum while the item is discussed. (Ibid.) 

• For an agenda item on a consent calendar (uncontested items), the official may 

remain in the room during the consent calendar. (Regulation 18707(a)(3)(A).) 

• If the official has a “personal interest” in the agenda item, as defined in 

Regulation 18704(d)(2) and wishes to speak or appear as a member of the 

general public, the official may leave the dais and speak or observe from the 

area reserved for members of the public after making the public identification 

required by Regulation 18707(a)(1) and recusing. (Regulation 18707(a)(3)(B).)3 

By not identifying the source of her conflict and the type of financial interest involved, Councilmember 

Robinson was in violation of Section 87200 and Regulation 18707 (Section 11120 et seq.) as well as the 

Bagley-Keene Act (Section 11120 et seq.) and the Brown Act (Section 54950 et seq.). 

What is “fiscal sponsorship? The American Bar Association defines fiscal sponsorship as follows: 

Fiscal sponsorship is a contractual relationship that allows a person or organization that is not tax-

exempt to advance charitable or otherwise exempt activities with the benefit of the tax-exempt 

status of a sponsor organization that is exempt from federal income tax under Internal Revenue 

Code (IRC) Section 501(c)(3). When done correctly, fiscal sponsorship can be a great tool for 

fulfilling a client’s charitable goals without necessarily requiring the formation a new nonprofit 

entity, application for tax-exempt status, or compliance with ongoing filing and registration 

requirements. However, when fiscal sponsorship is done incorrectly, the Internal Revenue Service 

(IRS) can view it as a mere conduit relationship. This can lead to problems for both the sponsor 

organization and the sponsored project, as well as for donors.4 

Fiscal sponsorship is more than simply a monetary transaction. The sponsoring organization, in this case, 

Urban Tilth, with Doria Robinson as its executive director, takes on a responsibility to see that the funds 

are properly used and accounted for. 

Further, The relationship between Urban Tilth and Rich City Rides, and exactly who Rich City Rides is 

for the purpose of the grant remains murky and has never been disclosed publicly, unusual for a public 

grant contract involving millions of dollars. What we do know is that Rich City Rides, in all of its 

multiple incarnations, is essentially Najari Smith. There are multiple “Rich City Rides,” including at least 

(1) Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc., (2) Rich City, (3) Rich City Rides, a program of Urban Tilth, and 

(4) Najari Smith Bike shop. 

 
3 https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-

Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf  

4 https://www.americanbar.org/groups/business_law/resources/business-law-today/2015-may/fiscal-sponsorship-

what-you-should-know/ 

https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf
https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-Documents/TAD/Campaign%20Documents/Conflicts%20Guide%202022.pdf
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The funds for these four entities have been co-mingled for years. Roshni Felonte McGee can testify that 

when he assumed he was working for Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc., a cooperative corporation of 

which he was technically a co-owner and officer, he was being paid by Urban Tilth. 

He found that revenue from the bike shop operations was not being deposited into the account of Rich 

City Rides Cooperative, Inc.; it was being deposited into Najari Smith’s personal account for Najari 

Smith’s Bike Shop. 

There are multiple documents evidencing the chronic co-mingling of funds among the various 

incarnations of Rich City Rides, Najari Smith, and Urban Tilth. 

 

Figure 2 - Trying to sort out various accounts 
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In June 2021, Najari Smith submitted an insurance application to the Marsh & McLennan Insurance 

Agency for CGL coverage for "Najari Smith dba Najari Smith's Bike Shop". The bank account for Rich 

City Rides was under the same name. On the insurance application he claimed 5 employees for Najari's 

Bike Shop (paid by Urban Tilth's HR department), $224,080.35 in annual receipts - which included 

$171,940.03 in "bike sales" and $52,140.32 for repairs. 

 

Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc. 
Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc. - a for-profit cooperative corporation for which Najari Kio Smith is 

listed with the Secretary of State as “Secretary, Chief Financial Officer” and “Agent.” 
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Figure 3 - From California Secretary of State Business Search 
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Figure 4 - Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc. Statement of Information 2/20/24 

Rich City Rides 
Rich City Rides, a program under the fiscal sponsorship of Urban Tilth. There is no public information 

defining what this relationship actually is other than a listing on Urban Tilth’s Form 990 and a listing on 

Urban Tilth’s Net Assets with Donor Restrictions in the Audited Financial Statement for 2020, 2021 and 

2022. 
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Figure 5 - Excerpt from Urban Tilth Form 990 
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Figure 6 - Excerpt from Urban Tilth Audited Financial Statements for 2020, 2021 and 2022, listing donor restricted funds for 
“Rich City Rides” 

Rich City 
Rich City, allegedly. a nonprofit corporation listed with the Secretary of State with Najari Smith listed 

as “Chief Executive Officer” and “Agent.” Rich City is not listed by the IRS as a tax exempt 
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organization nor is it listed with the State of California Registry of Charitable Trusts, meaning it 

cannot legally solicit or accept charitable contributions. The confusion is exacerbated by Rich City 

calling itself “Rich City Rides,” with the website  www.richcityrides.org explaining: 

 
Over the past decade, operating as RICH CITY Rides under fiscal sponsorship has been a 

privilege. Now, as we transition into an independent nonprofit, we’re excited to unveil our new 

identity as RICH CITY—a beacon of community development. While our roots lie in transit 

advocacy, our vision now extends beyond, encompassing the creation of vibrant community hubs. 

This evolution underscores our unwavering commitment to advancing transit equity and 

catalyzing holistic community growth. 

 

 
Figure 7 - Rich City not listed by the IRS as a tax exempt organization 

http://www.richcityrides.org/
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Figure 8 - Statement of Information for Rich City 

 



Complaint to FPPC Regarding Richmond City Council Member Doria Robinson Narrative, 

Evidence and Exhibits 

 

Page 18 of 53 

 

 

Figure 9 - From California Secretary of State Business Search 
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Najari Smith’s Bike Shop 
There is no public record of a business named “Najari Smith’s Bike Shop.” Najari Smith took out 

business license #40049555 for 1500 Macdonald Avenue on February 1, 2018, and it expired on 

December 31, 2022. 

On the same date, he took out business license # 40056560 for Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc., which 

also expired on December 31, 2022. 

 

 

Figure 11 – Najari Smith:  City of Richmond Business License Search 

 

 

Figure 10 – Rich City is not listed on the Register of Charitable Trusts 
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Figure 12 – Najari Smith: City of Richmond Business License Search 
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Figure 13 - Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc.: City of Richmond Business License Search 
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Figure 14 – A wire transfer from the Cooperation Richmond (Urban Tilth) loan fund to Najari Smith Bike Shop. Cooperation 
Richmond I another fiscally sponsored program of Urban Tilth. Cooperation Richmond files a Statement of Information 
with the Secretary of State in 2018, listed Doria Robinson as the chief executive officer and Najari Smith as secretary. It 

was suspended by the secretary of state in 2020. 
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Figure 15 - Credit Card Account for Najari Smith Bike Shop 

 

Figure 16 - Email regarding sales tax due. Note indication of ""changing which bank account you have payments come out 
of." 
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Doria Robinson and Najari Smith 
The relationship between Councilmember Doria Robinson and Rich City Rides’ Najari Smith is far more 

than just Doria Robinson as executive director and board member of Urban Tilth and Najari Smith as sub-

grantee Rich City Rides. Robinson and Smith are, at least, romantically involved, and according to Smith, 

married. They cohabitate a residence that they own together, meaning they not only share a personal 

relationship but a business relationship as well. 

Personal Relationship 
 

 

 

Figure 17 - From State of California Department of Justice Registry of Charitable Trusts 

Figure 18 - Facebook posts by Najari Smith 
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On the Rich City website, Najari Smith states:website, he states: 

The Butt’s and their followers, like former Richmond City Council contender Oscar Garcia, have 

no interest in the truth, only in how they can spin information in a self-interested effort to use this 

painful situation to mount a baseless political attack against Councilmember Robinson (Mr. 

Smith’s spouse).5 

 
5 Rich City Rides Bike Skate Shop  

Figure 19 - Facebook post by Najari Smith referring to Doria Robinson as his 
"spouse" 

https://richcityridesbikeskateshop.com/
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Business Relationship 

Residence Co-ownership 

Doria Robinson and Najari Smith c-own the residence where they live. 

 

Figure 20 - Residence jointly owned by Doria Robinson and Najari Smith -  
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Figure 21 - Doria Robinson at 234 S. 12th Street 
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Figure 22 - Najari Smith at 234 S. 12th Street 
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Figure 23 - California Secretary of State Business Search for Rich City Rides Cooperative, Inc. When Rich City Rides 
Cooperative, Inc. filed its Statement of Information with the Secretary of State in 2019, the Entity Mailing Address was 
listed as “234 S 12th Street, Richmond CA 94804,” the residence where Najari Smith was living with Doria Robinson. 
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Figure 24 - Doria Robinson and Najari Smith purchased the residence at 234 South 12th Street in Richmond from the 
Robinson Family Trust on February 17, 2022 (Source: Parcel Quest Lite through Contra Costa County Assessor) 

801 Marina Way South 
On August 1, 2017, “Najari Smith C/O Rich City Rides C/O Urban Tilth 501(c)3” leased the premises at 

801 Marina Way South #2 from Charles Patterson. Although the agreement specified that the premised 

would be used for a “non-profit bike ride meeting location Rich City Rides extension and print shop.” all 
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parties were aware that the premises would be illegally used as a residence. At first, Najari Smith used the 

premises as his residence,  
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Figure 25 - Lease Agreement for 801 Marina Way South 
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On or about August 5, 2019, Najari Smith left 801 Marina Way South to move in with Doria Robinson, 

and he sub-leased the premises to Roshni McGee. 
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Figure 26 - Najari Smith sublets 801 Marina Way South to Roshni McGee 

McGee moved into 801 Marina Way South, #2, but the next year Najari Smith fraudulently 

claimed it as his residence when filing to run for City Council in District 5.  
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In May of 2023, Najari Smith and Doria Robinson evicted McGee from 801 Marina Way South. 

Because Urban Tilth and Najari Smith failed to maintain the premises in a livable condition and 

because of McGee’s complaints, Robinson and Smith began engaging in a pattern of harassment 

and intimidation towards McGee which included, but was not limited to, the following: entering 

Plaintiff’s unit without notice; refusing to repair substantial habitability defects, demanding that 

McGee hide the fact the unit was not zoned for residential use when the premises was 

investigated by the Richmond Rent Program in 2020, telling him his kids needed to stay inside 

or he would get in trouble, gaslighting, and defamation of character.  

 

McGee believes that Robinson and Smith engaged in neglect, retaliation, harassment and 

intimidation, to make his life as uncomfortable as possible such that he would agree to take a 

relocation fee and move-out so Robinson and Smith could complete a property transaction 

involving the premises. Ultimately, this campaign of neglect, harassment and intimidation did 

force McGee out. 

 

McGee was paid a total of $16,000 by Urban Tilth to cover his relocation expenses. 
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Figure 27 - Eviction Notice 
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Figure 28 - Checks totaling $16,000 from Urban Tilth to McGee 

Additional Real Estate Transactions 
In addition to co-ownership of their residence, Najari Smith and Councilmember Robinson6 entered into a 

real estate transaction wherein Urban Tilth purchased six properties in 2023 for $4,350,0007 and 

subsequently transferred them to Rich City several months later for a price of $2,075,366, less than half of 

what Urban Tilth paid for them. 

During 2023, the Organization purchased new properties for a total consideration of $8,850,000. 

Certain of these properties were purchased on behalf of an affiliated organization8 and were 

subsequently sold to that organization for $2,075,366 under a bridge loan of the same amount with 

the properties secured as collateral.9 

 
6 Doria Robinson signed to deed to Rich City on October 11, 2023 
7 Based on the Contra Costa County transfer tax paid of $4,784 and a tax rate of 0.0011, the amount paid was 

$4,350,000. 
8 Affiliated organization refers to Rich City 
9 Ibid. 
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There is no explanation why Urban Tilth sold the property to Rich City for less than half the purchase 

price. This was not an “arms-length” transaction. The sole person listed in state filings associated with 

Rich City is Najari Smith, and the grant deed to Rich City was signed by Doria Robinson.  

When the real estate transfer tax for the second transaction to Rich City was paid, it was calculated using 

the figure of $2,075,366. Real estate transfer taxes are required to be based on the value, not the 

transaction price. 

The Contra Costa County Assessor, Gus Kramer, later determined that this was not an arm’s length 

transaction, that the actual value was the $4,350,000 of the initial transaction and that Urban Tilth avoided 

substantial costs by underpaying the transfer tax. 
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Figure 29 - Grant Deed, Patterson to Urban Tilth 
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Figure 30 - Legal description from initial transaction 
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Figure 31 - Grant deed, Urban Tilth to Rich City 
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Figure 32 - Grant Deed executed by Doria Robinson 
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Figure 33 - Notary Seal 
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Figure 34 - Property description from Grant deed 
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Figure 35 - Urban Tilth's Secretary's certificate 
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Conclusion 
The relationships of Doria Robinson, Urban Tilth, and Rich City Rides in its multiple incarnations needs 

to be reexamined by the FPPC. We believe there is sufficient evidence, including testimony from listed 

witnesses that there are multiple violations of conflict of interest statutes. 

 

 

 

 


