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OPINION
Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

The Alameda Sun is independently owned and operated. The newspaper is supported by its 
advertisers and subscribers. The Sun focuses on just the news that affects the residents of the city 
of Alameda, from the West End to the East End, from Bay Farm to Alameda Point.

Our Letters Policy
Opinions in Letters to the 
Editor are the express views 
of the writers and do not 
necessarily reflect the opin-
ions of the Alameda Sun, its 
advertisers or staff.
Letters to the Editor are wel-
come from the community. 
Letters must include a name 
and phone number for veri-
fication purposes. Unsigned 
letters will not be printed.
Letters are subject to edit-
ing for length, clarification 
and legal considerations. 
Please try to limit letters 
to 250 words.
Mail your letters to Editor, 
Alameda Sun, 3215 J 
Encinal Ave., Alameda, CA 
94501, or e-mail them to 
editor@alamedasun.com.
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AFS says ‘thanks’
Editor:

The Alameda Family Ser-
vices League (AFSL) would like 
to thank the community for 
supporting AFSL’s 43rd annual 
Holiday Home Tour. 

Hundreds of tour-goers en-
joyed tours of five of Alameda’s 
finest homes, a holiday dessert 
tea, a gift boutique, a raffle and a 
gourmet shop with all proceeds 
benefitting Alameda Family Ser-
vices. The 2013 Holiday Home 
Tour was a success thanks to 
many community members and 
business owners who donated 
their time, energy and goods to 
guarantee a fun and festive fun-
draiser.

First and foremost, thank 
you to the generous homeown-
ers who shared their beautiful 
homes, wonderfully decorated 
for the season with tour-goers. 
Home docents and volunteers 
at the tea, gourmet shop, and 
boutique were invaluable in 
the Tour’s success. 

We also thank the donors of 
goodies, gifts and raffle items 
that made the tea, gourmet 
shop and boutique wonderful 
shopping experiences and the 
raffle a plentiful one. The AFSL 
board of directors and staff 
were also invaluable in making 
the tour a success.

Our gratitude goes out to 
the Alameda Elks’ Lodge #1015 
for its hospitality in provid-
ing the location for many of 
the day’s festivities and First 
Presbyterian Church of Alam-
eda for hosting our holiday 
tea. A special thank you to our 
Home Tour sponsors: Farmers’ 
Insurance/Jeffrey Schwalm; 
Harbor Bay Realty; Gallagher 
and Lindsey Realtors; Catel-
lus; Realtors Nancy and Steve 
Brandt; Alain Pinel Realtors 
and all other individuals and 
businesses that advertised in 
the tour booklet.

Finally, to the Alameda 
community: thank you for your 
continued attendance and sup-
port of the AFSL’s Annual Al-
ameda Holiday Home Tour. 

We appreciate and value 
your dedication to ensuring 
the children, individuals and 
families continue to receive 
the invaluable services that Al-
ameda Family Services offers.

— Katie Honegger
President, Alameda Family 

Services League

Alamedans  
concerned, too
Editor:

We Just read the article in the 
Alameda Sun, which implies that 
only Oakland and its Chinatown 
have expressed concern about 
traffic impact from Alameda Point 
development (“Alameda, Oakland 
in Fight over Traffic,” Jan. 9). Thank 
goodness Oakland groups and their 
city are speaking up on this impor-
tant issue. 

Please remember, however,  
that many Alameda residents and 
neighborhood associations have 
also spoken to the City Council 
and written letters raising ques-
tions about the traffic impact from 
the proposed development. We in 
Alameda are just as concerned as 
Oakland. And, as mentioned in the 
article, it is certainly not a solu-
tion to redirect traffic from Webster 
Tube down to the south end of the 
island, through residential commu-
nities. This too, we have protested. 

When we were told, while on the 
bike tour of the proposed develop-
ment, that the solution is, “people 
will not be getting in cars in the 
future” we loved it. But how exactly 
will this happen in the numbers 
required? Is this a realistic plan? 

For example, there is not even 
bus service to the ferry on Alameda 
— it has been discontinued. If we 
can’t even maintain bus service 
to the ferry (note the overflowing 
parking lot there now every day), 
what hope is there that Alameda 
will be proactive with bus, rail, or 
other traffic abatement service in 
the future? 

Most important point: We 
should be busy creating a vision of 
the future of Alameda which would 
maintain and enhance the existing 
wonderful quality of life. Then we 
should plan development around 
that vision, not vice versa. 

We would appreciate a response 
from the city. 

— Ken and Katherine Cameron

Thanks for Christmas 
Tree Lane this year
Editor:

Most importantly, I want to 
thank Christmas Tree Lane this past 
year for all the lighted homes and 
trees. I look forward to it every year. 

Having said that, I would like 
to make a couple of suggestions 
for this coming year. I believe sup-
plying trash cans on both sides of 
Thompson Avenue will help elimi-
nate unnecessary sidewalk trash. 

I also suggest shutting down the 

street to vehicle traffic on week-
end evenings, Christmas Eve and 
Christmas Day to ease traffic con-
trol, and make the experience safer 
for everyone. 

— John Frankel

Leave Harbor Bay Club 
alone, Mr. Cowan
Editor:

What will Ron Cowan and the 
Harbor Bay Isle Associates think 
of next? Never mind, I don’t really 
want to know. I deeply resent their 
sense of entitlement and the power 
plays they have become so well 
known for.  

I trust the City Council will not 
yield to such interests, but instead 
continue to look after the long term 
best interests of the residents of 
Alameda. 

The Harbor Bay Club has from 
the beginning served as an integral 
part of our community’s recreation-
al infrastructure and as such should 
remain right where it is.

— Paul Medved

Further reading,  
higher learning
Editor:

In a recent commentary (“Keep 
the ‘American Dream’ Alive,” Jan. 
9) Jeffrey R. Smith laments the las-
situde of some math students in 
a subject they fail to appreciate.  
These students don’t realize that 
brilliant innovators in any field are 
brilliant because they practice hab-
its of thinking which carry them 
step by step to works of genius.

I wanted to make readers aware 
of an interesting free online course 
which might be helpful to all of 
us.  It is entitled “Effective Thinking 
Through Mathematics” and is 
taught by the entertaining Michael 
Starbird of the University of Texas, 
Austin.

He proposes to teach us “how 
habits of effective thinking and cre-
ativity can be taught and learned 
through mathematics.” The course 
is offered free through edX and 
begins Feb. 18.

Visit: https://www.edx.org/
course/utaustinx/utaustinx-ut 
-9-01x-effective-thinking-1178.

— Jim Manning

Council, stand up for 
Crown Point, voters
Editor:

The current City Council is 
claiming the need to appease the 
State of California by taking the 
land at Crown Point and rezoning it 
residential. This land was promised 
as parks on a ballot measure passed 
by the voters. The council claims 
rezoning is necessary to comply 
with state law. 

Measure A, which restricted 
development and saved our city for 
so long, has been swept under the 
table. But the physical limitations 
Alameda faces have not changed 
since the Army Corps of Engineers 
severed the isthmus that once con-
nected Alameda to Oakland in the 
1900s. Alameda is an island. Every 
egress/ingress to and from our 
city passes through Oakland, or 
over the San Francisco Bay. Even 
with global warming, this will not 
change!

Our elected officials at the 
state level have done little to help 
Alameda maintain the quality of life 
which brings us to, and keeps us 
living in Alameda. Instead they have 
chosen to focus on self-aggrandiz-
ing issues and help their developer 
friends line their pockets with gold. 
Alameda is different from every 
other city in California. It should be 
exempt from development require-
ments that ignore lack of freeway 
access to and from Alameda. 

Plans for freeway hookup direct-
ly to the Island have been disap-
proved by the same state officials 
that repeatedly insist Alameda 
accommodate more traffic. The 
only elected official who seems 
to appreciate Alameda voters is 
Attorney General Kamala Harris. 
She alone, has tried to hold the 
City of Alameda accountable to the 
voters.

Instead of giving in without a 
fight, our elected officials, (yes, this 
includes developer-funded Bonta) 
need to stand up and demand, and 
win, legislation based on our unique 
physical limitations. No more rezon-
ing every possible piece of land for 
developers who will profit from, but 

be exempted from the traffic prob-
lems they create. 

The island of Catalina had very 
effective officials who got special 
legislation passed to protect that 
island. Too bad we are stuck with 
our losers. 

— Barbara Thomas
Former councilwoman

We don’t wants this
Editor:

As a resident of Bay Farm Island 
since 1979 and a neighborhood 
watch captain for Alameda Police 
Department, I know the feelings of 
my many friends and neighbors.

We don’t want 80 homes, 
two-story or otherwise replacing 
Harbor Bay Club and creating a 
traffic nightmare. We don’t want a 
hotel and conference center there 
either, right in a residential com-
munity and adjacent to Earhart 
Elementary School.  

Instead, we’d like to see the 
existing club finally fixed up. 

If they must, they can build 
whatever Cowan wants out at 
the business park. Another club, 
homes, a hotel and convention cen-
ter, whatever; as long as it’s “out 
there” and not negatively impacting 
94502 Bay Farm Island homeown-
ers. 

— Mike Lano

Writing in from  
across the nation
Editor:

We were delighted to read 
news all the way from California 
about the ESU National 
Shakespeare Competition! (“EHS 
Hosts Shakespeare Monologue 
Competition,” Jan. 9) 

The National second-place win-
ner will receive a full scholarship to 
attend the American Shakespeare 
Center Theatre Camp in Staunton, 
Va., home to the world’s only re-
creation of Shakespeare’s indoor 
theatre, the Blackfriars Playhouse. 

We’re sending our best wishes 
to all the Alameda students com-
peting on Feb. 1!

— Kim Newton
American Shakespeare Center

Put up a parking lot
Editor:

Remember when they told us 
that paving over nature was “prog-
ress”? Remember how we were 
told that chemicals were better for 
us than herbs, that violent video 
games had no effect on kids, how 
cigarettes were not bad or addic-
tive, how pesticides would be fine 
for us to eat, that this war would 
end all wars...? 

When I hear people like City 
Manager John Russo change their 
position depending on what they 
think is best for their own career, 
(“Alameda, Oakland in Fight over 
Traffic,” Jan. 9) I know to listen with 
my ears and my eyes. 

Here we have a small island, 
our wee Alameda, poised to have 
imposed upon it as much “develop-
ment” as possible, and tut, tut, you 
annoying little citizens, just shut up 
and let the politicians decide what 
kind of life is good for you. 

The real problem here, beyond 
the foolishness of greedy persons, 
is the absolute lack of creativity. 
With as many artists as Alameda 
has, you’d think they might ask The 
People what to do. But the clock is 
ticking! 

Gosh, sounds a lot like the Feds 
trying to pass a budget, doesn’t it?

— Jaan Carter

Fuzzy math at AUSD
Editor:

Is AUSD practicing “new math”? 
Apparently they cannot compile a 
basic spreadsheet, which took me 
20 minutes to complete, that clear-
ly shows that, coming into 2014, 
Alameda residents still owe more 
than $170 million on the Measure C 
bonds issued in 2004.

The reason so much is owed 
is because AUSD used so-called 
Capital Appreciation Bonds, which 
have caused scandals in Southern 
California, and which the legislature 
tightened controls on in 2013. Using 
these bonds, the $63 million that 
voters approved in 2004 turned into 
over $175 million in debt burden 
for our students, their families and 
residents. That debt isn’t scheduled 
to be paid off until 2036.

Compounding the problem, 
AUSD has never explained how 
the $17 million in state matching 
funds were spent. Rather, they 
prevented the oversight commit-
tee from studying and reporting 
out on those funds.

One consolation is that 
Margie Sherratt, who contrib-
uted to the pro-Measure C cam-
paign in 2004, alongside UBS 
Securities and Piper Jaffray, who 
profited from underwriting this 
questionable bond issue, is now 
on the school board and will 
have to deal with the balloon 
payments which explode this 
year.

Given the circumstance, 
AUSD has no business coming 
back to the voters this year to 
ask them to take on more debt 
and further burden the future of 
our students and their families. 
AUSD has 17 school campuses 
for under 10,000 students — they 
need to reduce and consolidate 
facilities to lower maintenance 
costs before asking for any more 
tax measures.

You can find my version of 
the spreadsheet at www.saveour 
cityalameda.org

— David Howard

Fred Noel
As I was reading the opinion 

piece “Keep the ‘American Dream’ 
Alive,” Jan. 9, I recognized the 
prevalent teacher assumption 
that parents are at fault for much 
of the low achievement in our 
classrooms. I understood the sen-
timent because I held the same 
assumption/excuse for more than 
25 of my 34 years as a teacher and 
administrator.

In this response to the arti-
cle, I am going to ask teachers 
and administrators to suspend 
this excuse and the proposition 
that ‘outside the classroom fac-
tors account for student under-
achievement.’ I request this not 
because they have no validity. I 
ask this because these assump-
tions give us an excuse to not 
improve our teaching craft.

 Teacher conversations that I 
have observed and participated 
in (usually in the staff lunch room, 
but also in faculty meetings) go 
something like this: If only the par-
ents would make the children do 
their home work; if only the par-
ents/administrators would sup-
port me in classroom discipline; 
if only the district would give me 

more supplies; if only the teacher 
at the previous school had done 
their job; if only the state would 
give us more money, etc. What you 
do not hear in these conversations 
is any discussion of craft knowl-
edge, i.e., methods to improve 
classroom teacher performance.

When I went into administra-
tion after 28 years of teaching, my 
real professional education began. 
I was given the job of developing 
a program for students who had 
failed the eighth grade and were 
not promoted into high school. 
Sixty percent of these student were 
in some form of foster care. Nearly 
100 percent were designated 
At-Risk. Reading levels were from 
second to sixth grade for most 
students. Most of our students had 
minimal or no support at home.

It quickly become appar-
ent that traditional assumptions 
regarding student achievement 
would not work for these stu-
dents. They in fact were unsuc-
cessful in traditional school and 
“more of the same” would not be 
effective. We needed to reevaluate 
our assumptions, and our thinking 

about classroom instruction and 
school interventions. 

Our new model needed to 
ignore what we could not directly 
control and concentrate on what 
we could, that is, ‘we had to con-
centrate our energy exclusively 
on what happens in the class-
room and make no excuses.’ My 
staff and I found that rather than 
helping our students, our students 
were helping us build a new para-
digm, a paradigm in which we 
concentrate on what we had the 
power to control and ignore those 
factors over which we had little or 
no control. 

What would accepting this new 
paradigm look like at a tradition-
al high school? First, teachers/
staff would stop participating in 
negative conversations with col-
leagues. 

Second, teachers/staff would 
start investing in their craft by 
going back to school, and/or read-
ing. I recommend Results NOW 
by Mike Schmoker, Classroom 
Instruction that works by Robert 
Marzano, et. al., and The Fifth 
Discipline by Peter Senge. A book 
club would develop and many of 

A New Paradigm
Commentary
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