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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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Library thanks  
community
Editor:

The Alameda Free Library’s 
2013 Summer Reading Program 
was a huge success. With more 
than 3,000 kids, teens and adults 
participating in the Reading is So 
Delicious program, this year’s 
number of participants exceeded 
all expectations.

 We couldn’t have had this 
level of success without the help 
of our amazing sponsors. Many 
thanks for the generosity of the 
Friends of the Alameda Free Li-
brary. We wouldn’t have special 
programming at the library at all 
without their help and financial 
support. 

Thanks also to local Alameda 
businesses that made some of 
our prizes possible: Tucker’s Su-
per-Creamed Ice Cream, Alameda 
Natural Grocery, Encinal Market, 
Feel Good Bakery, Nob Hill, Safe-
way and Trader Joe’s.

We’d also like to thank the 
Alameda Recreation and Park De-
partment and the San Francisco 
Ferry. By providing prizes for our 
summer reading programs, all 
these businesses and organiza-
tions provide the incentive many 
kids need to keep reading, learn-
ing, and growing all summer long 
and they help remind teens and 
adults that reading is fun.

— Eva Volin, Children’s  
Services Librarian,  

Matthew Conciatori,  
Teen Services Librarian

Cosette Ratliff, 
Adult Services Librarian

City not paying  
fair share
Editor,

The City of Alameda receives 
funds from quarterly public edu-
cation grants allowed by the 2006 
Digital Infrastructure and Video 
Competition Act (DIVCA). This 
money should be used to allow 
the public to watch local televi-
sion shows on TV.

These events are shown by 
independent producers through 
Chabot College media center. 
The City of Alameda has received 
more than $200,000 in public edu-
cation grants under DIVCA, but 
has not made any contribution to 
benefit broadcasting the work of 
Alameda producers.

For 12 years, I created televi-
sion programs of ethnic cultural 
groups and artists under-repre-

sented in commercial television. 
Each program is a cultural and edu-
cational treasure from the 1970s 
and ‘80s.   I produced these shows 
with volunteer production crews, 
trained when Alameda had public 
access stations.

Chabot College now acts as a re-
gional center and is the only institu-
tion I know of with a three-quarter 
tape deck. This deck is needed to 
convert tapes into DVDs for broad-
cast on Chabot’s educational chan-
nels 27 and 28. Chabot’s center 
serves the city of Alameda. An in-
tern at Chabot’s media center was 
converting these tapes for broad-
cast, but is no longer there due 
to the lack of funds for the media 
center. The college should have re-
ceived these funds, which are chan-
neled through the city of Alameda.  

As an artist-producer, who de-
voted many years of public service 
for these shows, this is extremely 
frustrating to me personally. I feel it 
is unjust to Alameda producers, and 
gravely unfair to students desiring a 
communications education, for the 
city to not give from these funds to 
Chabot College.

I am joining others in asking is 
that a portion of DIVCA’s public edu-
cation grants be granted to Chabot 
College without further delay.

— Mary Rudge

Food bank says ‘thanks’
Editor:

The Alameda Food Bank whole-
heartedly expresses its apprecia-
tion for the support of the many 
contributions made to this year’s 
Spring Challenge. With the help 
of 238 private donors and 23 local 
businesses, the food bank raised 
$39,930 and receive 19,519 pounds 
of fresh, nutritious food, a phenom-
enal outcome.  

The food bank’s mission is to 
provide nutritious food to the low-
income residents of the city of 
Alameda on a non-discriminating 
basis. The Alameda Food Bank is a 
private agency overseen by a board 
of directors composed of commu-
nity volunteers. It is run by two paid 
staff members and more than 150 
volunteers run the food bank’s day-
to-day operation.

The community’s wide-spread 
acceptance and support of the Al-
ameda Food Bank’s mission is evi-
dent in the continuing and generous 
donations we receive and the com-
mitment of community volunteers. 
Though started on a shoestring, the 
food bank has become one of Alam-
eda’s primary social service organi-
zations.

Again, on behalf of the Alameda 
community, we thank you.

— Troy Gilbert, Alameda Food 
Bank, Board of Directors

More beggars equal  
less business
Editor:

I’ve noticed a big increase in the 
amount of beggars on Park Street 
and in our shopping centers lately. 
If you want an example of what beg-
gars can do to a business district, 
you can take a walk down Telegraph 
Avenue near UC Berkeley to count 
the percentage of empty shops for 
lease. Just like pigeons, if you feed 
them (financially), more will follow.

— Abby Halliday

Put low-income housing 
on the Gold Coast 
Editor:

Critics of reducing low-income 
housing are right. There are cer-
tain areas of Alameda that are 
not diverse enough. Increase low 
income housing in the Gold Coast 
so that it is more financially diverse. 

There are several houses up 
for sale right now that the city of 
Alameda can buy and divide into 
low income apartments. When our 
city leaders speak of the need for 
diversity, they mean in your neigh-
borhood, not in theirs.

— Cyrus Taylor

More family-friendly 
food chains needed here
Editor:

I’m surprised that so many peo-
ple are against chain restaurants 
coming to Alameda. I wonder how 
many people complaining have actu-
ally gone out to dinner and found a 
good place they actually enjoy. 

Alameda is full of a lot of medio-
cre restaurants. Perhaps there is 
a handful that I would frequent 
again, but the majority of them are 
just not that good. Perhaps having 
a Sizzler, Black Angus, Fudruckers 
and Fresh Choice might make our 
existing restaurants raise the bar 
and serve better food. Instead of 
trying to keep competition out of 
town, let it in and let existing busi-
nesses see if they have what it takes 
to really compete. We will end up 
having better food choices through 
competition.

— Steve Martinez

Supplementing General 
Fund with traffic tickets
Editor:

I am amazed at the growing num-
ber of drivers in a hurry while driv-
ing through our city. I have been 

Jeffrey R. Smith
Recently the Alameda Unified 

School District (AUSD) reported 
its STAR results for academic year 
2012-2013. One of the golden rules 
of public speaking is “never start 
out with an apology;” it precondi-
tions your audience to have low 
expectations and it taints their per-
ceptions of what follows.

AUSD prefaced its STAR synopsis 
by reminding taxpayers that the re-
sults in general were accomplished 
“over several years in the midst of 
extremely difficult budget times.”

Really? Is this a variant of the 
blame game? Is it those tight-fisted 
taxpayers who are hobbling educa-
tion in Alameda? Given the record-
high pay-and-perks package slath-
ered out at AUSD headquarters, 
the $250,000 spent on the seismic 
shrapnel fence at Historic Alameda 
High School and the $30,000 being 
spent monthly on new administra-
tive digs in Marina Village, I would 
have thought that money was only 
a sideshow of a sideshow.

Budgetary priorities aside, one 
thing that always remains a nagging 
mystery is: Why do the test scores 
of white students serve as a base-
line from which to measure minor-
ity achievement? According to the 
2010 census, whites in Alameda 
account for just 50 percent of the 
population; they would be better 
termed the largest minority in Al-

ameda rather than a clear majority.
Within Alameda schools, whites 

accounted for 1,972 of 6,770 of the 
total STAR test takers; this consti-
tutes 29.1 percent of all STAR test 
takers. Asians accounted for 2,226 
of 6,770 of the STAR test takers; this 
amounts to 32.9 percent overall.

Given the demographics of 
AUSD, it seems incongruous that 
“district officials noted the overall 
achievement gap between minority 
and white students.”

How did whites become the 
measure of all things academic? Be-
cause whites are the dominant cul-
ture? Using whites as the baseline 
or golden mean could be setting 
expectations too low and masking 
some disturbing statistics.

While high-school whites mar-
ginally out-performed Asians in 
English language arts (75.2 percent 
for whites compared to 72.4 per-
cent for Asians), it should be re-
membered that Asians largely come 
from bilingual homes where English 
is often a second language.

In high school algebra I, 51 per-
cent of Asians scored proficient 
or better while only 30 percent 
of whites scored as well. In high-
school geometry, Asians nudged 
out the whites 25.6 percent to 21.7 
percent. In algebra II, 46 percent of 
Asians achieved proficient or better 
while only 34 percent of whites ac-
complished the same feat.

In summative high-school math-
ematics 62 percent of Asians scored 
proficient or better while 50 per-

The current ethnocentric system 
implies that any group that scores 
higher than whites is over-achieving 
and any group that scores lower 
than whites is under-achieving.

School District Using Off-Color Baseline

For example, African Ameri-
cans accounted for less than 4 
percent of the physics classes, 
yet they account for 10 percent 
of all test takers; this is evidence 

cent of whites did the same. By now 
you’re thinking, “It’s the Asian math 
genes!” An easy out; but Asians were 
nearly neck-and-neck on the world 
history exam: 68 percent for Asians 
versus 69 percent for whites.

In the sciences scores were pret-
ty much a wash, including physics, 
except the demographics of phys-
ics classes does not match the de-
mographics of the schools. Asians 
and whites combined accounted for 
98 of the students tested in physics; 
yet of this total, only 25 were white. 
Had enrollment in physics matched 
AUSD demographics, 46 whites 
should have taken physics instead 
of the meager 25 that did.

Where were they instead? Whites 
were also significantly underrepre-
sented in algebra II, chemistry and 
earth science. As an aside, remem-
ber that The Economist warns: “Sci-
ence and math are the strongest pre-
dictors of future earnings.”

A secondary achievement gap in-
volves the demographics of rigorous 
courses; ethnic groups underrepre-
sented in high-end math, science or 
Advanced Placement courses are ex-
periencing an achievement gap even 
if their test scores are equal to the 
other ethnicities in the same course.
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Tongue in Cheek

Frank Matarrese 
The recent call for comments 

on the Town Center at Alameda 
Point is the perfect opportunity 
to look at planning at Alameda 
Point. The notion of creating a 
“Town Center” at Alameda Point 
is not a surprising approach, but 
considering this is on the edge 
of the Island gives pause and 
hopefully a chance discusses 
alternative plans that take the 
entire City into account.

While there is the current 
concept and many possible 
alternatives, consider the fol-
lowing. 

n Abandon the notion of 
any Town Center at Alameda 
Point and recognize that this 
destination already exists on 
Webster Street. 

n Focus on job creation. 
Jobs have been created over 
the years at Alameda Point, 
but many more can be had by 
building on the maritime, envi-
ronmental cleanup, specialty 
beverage maker sectors and the 
collection of small businesses 
that are current mainstays at Al-
ameda Point. 

n Task the city’s Economic 
Development Commission to up-
date the Economic Development 
Strategic Plan with how to grow 
these sectors into a diverse eco-
nomic zone. Plans to attract new 

businesses and solidify current 
businesses could even include 
options to for the city to sell the 
land for commercial use with 
the proceeds solely to fund in-
frastructure.

n Restore wetlands and part-
ner with East Bay Regional Parks 
District (EBRPD) for shoreline 
trail and park development. The 
EBRPD has millions of dollars 
earmarked for park develop-
ment. Federal custodians of the 
habitat are likely to have some 
funding. Working with these 
agencies is another source for 
much needed infrastructure at 
Alameda Point.

n Rethink the approach to 
housing at Alameda Point. Here 
and at many other former mili-
tary bases, development has 
been allowed to be driven by 
residential construction. The 
houses and condos go up and 
profits are made. (Recall devel-
oper’s internal rates of return in 
the 20-percent range.) 

Cities are then left to strug-
gle with traffic, transporta-
tion and all the other services 
needed for often outsized de-
velopment. An alternate plan 
could emphasize improvement 
and preservation of the current 
historic homes and the needed 
residential units of Alameda 
Point Collaborative.

The plan should connect this 
housing with the rest of Alam-
eda. Bolster the exiting bus and 
Main Street ferry service as part 
of the connection. If additional 
units are wanted, the alternate 
plan could include one excep-
tion: re-use of the historic bach-
elor enlisted and officer quar-
ters. Otherwise, cap the number 
of units at what exists today. 

What has been described 
here is not an easy or quick ap-
proach; they do not constitute 
the only alternative. As with all 
the potential choices, it is im-
portant to go back to base re-use 
goals. Recognize the strengths 
that have been built over the 
years and work with the con-
straints of this unique property 
to shape this part of Alameda.  

Frank Matarrese is a former 
city councilmember. 

Rethink Approach 
to Point Planning
Former city councilman weighs in on ‘Town Center’

Commentary

Abandon any 
Town Center at 
Alameda Point; 
recognize that 
this destination 
already exists on 
Webster Street. 
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