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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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Hats off to Brock
Editor:

I read with interest the Aug. 29 
article, “Operation to Clean up the 
Estuary Underway,” followed by the 
Sept. 5 article “Unregistered Boats 
to be Towed at End of Month.”

Having sailed out of Alameda 
for 39 years, starting in 1974 with a 
boat at Alameda Yacht Harbor and 
now a house with a deep-water 
dock on the estuary, I have always 
enjoyed the ambiance of bird and 
sea life, picturesque seascapes 
and simply the joys that come 
with being on or near the water.

Over the years there have been 
dramatic changes: less bird life and 
marine life. The brown pelicans 
and snowy egrets that used to fly 
in abundance are all but gone. The 
thousands of fingerlings swimming 
in the shadows under my dock have 
disappeared. At the same time one 
sees many derelict boats anchored 
illegally in the estuary and some 
docks piled high with used boats 
and other marine paraphernalia, 
such that they look like dumps.

I applaud Brock de Lappe, the Al-
ameda Marina harbormaster, for his 
efforts to bring harbormasters, local 
law enforcement, the Coast Guard, 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission, Alam-
eda County, the Port of Oakland and 
many others together to address the 
problem of estuary cleanup. We will 
all ultimately reap the benefits.

— Robert Bathiany

Confusing appellation
Editor:

Alameda Point is the gift or 
curse that will keep on giving. 
“Town Center?” Geographically? Po-
litically? Economically? This appel-
lation is confusing and will continue 
to distract from the issues at hand.

In counterpoint to a Webster 
Street “destination,” maybe relo-
cating the sleazy bars and liquor 
stores, prostitutes and empty store-
fronts to Alameda Point would help 
the venerable old street. And then 
somebody wants to put a burger 
joint at the Posey Tube. How’s that 
for jobs? No help there! You want 
jobs? Reinforce the schools.

For 1400, Wescafé, Café Jolie, 
and the wonderful Farmers Mar-
ket to thrive, how about a parking 
garage such as the one that enliv-
ened business on Park Street?

There are enough people to 
go around. Movement along the 
length of the Island will ben-
efit from some excitement at the 
Point. Let’s proceed without il-
lusion or false promise. It takes 

critical thinking and hard work for 
Alameda to thrive end to end.

— Ethan Cliffton

Chiropractor in  
attorney’s clothing
Editor:

With all the distinguished legal 
talent at City Hall — Mayor Marie 
Gilmore, Vice Mayor Marilyn Ezzy 
Ashcraft, City Manager John Russo, 
not to mention City Attorney Janet 
Kern — it was somewhat surpris-
ing that it fell to Councilman Stew-
art Chen, D.C., to make the case for 
the General Services Administra-
tion’s (GSA) sale of Neptune Point 
to a real estate developer.  

But it was even more surpris-
ing to read Chen’s admission 
that the threatened eminent 
domain action by to condemn 
McKay Avenue is motivated by 
its “frustration with the East Bay 
Regional Park District (EBRPD)” 
for “interfering with” the sale to 
the developer.”

Statements like that go a long 
way toward showing the contem-
plated taking would lack any legiti-
mate “public purpose” and thus 
would be unconstitutional under 
the Fifth Amendment.  

(See “So’s Your Old Lady,” 
http://alamedamgr.wordpress.
com/2013/09/04/sos-your-old-la-
dy/). The State of California ought 
to put Dr. Chen on its witness list.

— Robert Sullwold

Great article in the Sun
Editor:

Jeff Smith, I hope your year is off 
to a great start. It’s a completely dif-
ferent world out here at St. Perpetua, 
on the other side of the Caldecott 
Tunnel. You wrote a great article in 
the Alameda Sun (“School District 
Using Off-Color Baseline,” Sept. 5); 
some good stuff to think about.

Is there a website that could 
give me this information on the 
CST results, or is it privy to 
Alameda Unified School District 
staff? I’m specifically looking to 
see how freshmen algebra test 
takers did compared to previous 
years.” I found 2012 but not 2013.  
I’m curious about geometry, too.

— Dave Howard  
Math teacher 

Encinal High School, 2012-2013

Way to go!
Editor:

In reference to “Opportunity 
of a Lifetime,” Sept. 5, Way to go, 
Makenna! I’m excited to see more 
girls get interested in science and 

Susan Galleymore
As the proposed residential 

development at Neptune Pointe 
continues to split our commu-
nity, it has become fashionable 
to describe the West End around 
Crab Cove and McKay Avenue as 
a “blight.” 

We hear the area referred to 
as “a blight” and “blighted” in city 
council meetings and we read it in 
various print and online communi-
cations. 

Not only is it described this 
way, but it is implied, the area’s 
redemption into the opposite of 
“blight” depends upon benevo-
lent, community-spirited property 
developer Tim Lewis Communities 
(note the acronym: “TLC”).  

Jeff Cambra wrote about the 
Neptune Beach Community Fes-
tival’s sponsor, TLC, in the event 
program published in the Sept. 12 
Alameda Sun.

“TLC seeks to transform a 
now blighted portion of the 
area... to honor the city’s rich 
heritage while revitalizing Crown 
Beach... to create a plan that sup-
ports the city’s Housing Element 
... increasing its tax base, and 
fully upgrading McKay Avenue,” 
said Cambra.

Sounds very generous doesn’t 
it? I live in this so-called blight-
ed area so let me describe it to 
you. Between my condo patio 
and Crab Cove is a magnificent 
line of oak trees, home to diverse 
feathered creatures from hum-

mingbirds to owls 
and squirrels to the 
occasional raccoon 
family. 

Another magnifi-
cent line of western 
sycamores — a ves-
tige of our Neptune 
Beach heritage — 
dapples shade over 
many families and individuals who 
enjoy the beach and the park’s 
barbecues and lawns. Alamedans 
walk and bike the shoreline paths 
lined with stately cedar trees. 
Groups of children follow Crab 
Cove environmentalists through 
the low tide flats and learn about 
marine critters and how to respect 
our planet as more than an eco-
nomic resource. 

If this is “blight,” give me more!
Besides its lack of veracity, this 

narrative of “blight” arrogantly 
dismisses the many people who 
live in, take pride in, and actively 
create a safe and cohesive com-
munity here. Some of us may not 
be as rich or influential as Alamed-
ans in our city’s un-blighted areas 
— in some cases we are working 
class, or single head-of-household 
families, or young families whose 
only chance of affording a home 
in Alameda is the West End — yet 
we work hard, act responsibly and 
pay federal, state, city and prop-
erty taxes. 

Twenty or 30 years ago, during 
the era of consciousness raising, 
it would have been unthinkable 

to use such a politically incorrect 
narrative and to dismiss middle- 
and working class Americans in 
this way. It would have been laugh-
able to suggest that “city fathers 
— and property developers — 
know best,” and ludicrous to sug-
gest TLC is our city’s best hope for 
an un-blighted future.

What happened in the inter-
vening years that such crude pro-
paganda is, again, employed to 
dismiss, deny and denigrate?

Shame on those who employ 
this narrative of blight to under-
mine the lives of hard-working 
Americans. Shame on City Council 
and Planning Board members who 
allow this narrative to continue in 
public meetings. Shame on those 
who see TLC as an avenue to fi-
nancially support their next big 
chance for a seat on City Council. 
And shame on residents who have 
never visited Crab Cove yet regu-
larly adopt a narrative that further 
splits our community.

Susan Galleymore is an  
Alameda resident .

This narrative of “blight” 
arrogantly dismisses the 
many people who live in, 
take pride in, and active-
ly create a safe and cohe-
sive community here.

Don’t Pay Heed to 
Messengers of ‘Blight’

Olga Bolotina and  
Norman La Force

One of the Sierra Club’s core val-
ues is protecting the quality of the 
natural environment. In 2008, we 
put our values into action to sup-
port the expansion and improve-
ment of public parkland throughout 
the two-county East Bay Regional 
Park District (EBRPD). The Sierra 
Club’s get-out-the-vote effort was 
instrumental in the passage of the 
district’s Measure WW.

The expansion of Crown Beach, 
through acquisition of a 3.89-acre 
surplus federal parcel next to Crab 
Cove is one of 67 EBRPD projects 
approved for funding by voters in 
Measure WW. The site is ideal for 
adding picnic sites and play areas, 
enhancing wildlife habitat, and 
improving access for all park us-
ers. We were pleased that an over-
whelming 71 percent of Alameda 
voters voted for the ballot measure.

Unfortunately, the goal of ex-
panding Crown Beach has been 
put at risk by the narrow interests 
of the federal General Services Ad-
ministration (GSA). Rather than ac-
cepting the park district’s fair mar-
ket cash offer, the GSA decided to 
auction the parcel off for twice the 
appraised value. The city of Alam-
eda compounded matters when it 
rezoned the parcel to residential 
rather than to open space from its 
prior status as government office 
use. The site is also vulnerable to 
flooding if sea levels rise up to 55 
inches by 2100, based on current 
projections by the San Francisco 
Bay Conservation and Develop-
ment Commission (BCDC). 

Prior to the auction, the GSA, 
the city, and the winning bidder 
(Tim Lewis Communities) had been 
informed by the park district that 
the state owns the access street, 
McKay Avenue, and that only lim-
ited street easement rights were 
available to private developers. 
The city, the developer, and the GSA 
chose to move forward anyway.

It is now two years since the 
property was auctioned off, but the 
sale has still not closed because 
the state says it will not grant the 
required easements for private de-
velopment. (Without secured ease-
ments, the city will not approve 
building permits.) To complete the 
deal — and to get its asking price of 
$3 million — the GSA is now threat-
ening to use eminent domain to 
take the street so that the private 
developer can obtain the ease-
ments and building permits. If suc-
cessful, the GSA’s tactic would be 
an alarming abuse of power.

We urge the GSA and the hous-
ing developer to end this real estate 
transaction — including its eminent 
domain proceedings — and urge 
the city to begin to remove the 
site’s multifamily residential zon-
ing. This site is not necessary for 
the city to comply with the state-
mandated housing element law 
— the pretext for the rezoning to 
residential — and it is not likely to 
be included in the new housing ele-
ment that is due in 2014.

The Sierra Club advocates for 
the environmental advantages of 
infill housing development, par-
ticularly around transit corridors, 
to reduce urban sprawl. While we 

oppose the indiscriminate de-
velopment of suburban and ru-
ral lands, we do not support the 
unconditional commercialization 
of the urban bay shoreline under 
the false pretense of preventing 
sprawl. Building housing on this 
problematic site rather than ex-
panding the existing park would 
be a reckless and irretrievable 
loss of open space in an ever 
more crowded urban landscape.

Olga Bolotina is the chair of 
the Sierra Club Northern Alam-
eda County Group and Norman 
LaForce is the chair of the Sierra 
Club’s East Bay Public Lands  
Committee.

Sierra Club Favors Park Expansion

engineering. We definitely want to 
see more women in engineering and 
electrical power. I’m a power engi-
neer and I was searching for stuff 
about arc flash and found a photo of 
you in the arc flash suit. Cute!

— Khadijah L. 

Peace and quiet at stake
Editor:

Our family and neighbors are not 
happy with Ron Cowan’s proposal to 
move the Harbor Bay Club to make 
room for more houses for several 
reasons. It will make the area more 
congested than it already is, and 
create a huge bottleneck getting on 
and off Harbor Bay. And though not 
in Cowan’s first set of “plans” it will 
be a matter of time until Island Drive 
at Catalina Avenue is opened up and 
turned into a four-lane highway for 
easy access to the club parking lot. 

This is not what we envisioned 
when we purchased our property. 
Planes are one thing, but a freeway 
outside my bedroom window is well 
worth the fight.

— Lori Hale

Commentary

Enviro group opposes new development at Crab Cove

Irene Dieter
Alameda has a new housing 

developer, but something in the air 
seems SunCal-ish.

Tim Lewis Communities, (TLC) 
a developer based in Roseville near 
Sacramento, wants to build houses 
near Crab Cove and is claiming to 
be on the community’s side. Their 
commentary (“Developer Hopes to 
Remedy Problems,” Aug. 22), how-
ever, evokes memories of SunCal. 
Voters drummed that Alameda 
Point developer out of town follow-
ing a resounding defeat of its ballot 
measure because it didn’t have the 
city’s best interest at heart. 

First comes the spin, then the 
lies, then the court system to try to 
get their way. The only difference 
is that in 2008 we voted to pass 
Measure WW, which called for park-
land expansion near Crab Cove and 
the money to secure it.

Spin: Jim Meeks, on behalf of 
TLC, stated in his commentary that 
the empty lot it wants to purchase 
from the federal General Services 
Administration (GSA) is “old,” “aban-
doned,” and “blighted,” and in need 
of their transformative abilities. We 
don’t need TLC to revive it. Voters 
already chose the East Bay Regional 
Park District (EBRPD) to do that.

Lies: SunCal tried to claim we 
needed them to clean up the toxics 
at Alameda Point, when in fact the 
Navy was cleaning them up. Meeks 
has claimed that “a sewer line under 
[McKay Avenue] is leaking into the 
Bay.” Baloney! The regional Water 
Quality Control Board, which is 
responsible for enforcing the Clean 
Water Act, investigated the allega-
tion and it turns out to be false. 
Plus, the EBRPD takes regular water 
samples at the Crab Cove beach, 
and its published results do not 
indicate a sewage bacteria problem. 

Courts: It’s déjà vu on other 
fronts as well. TLC has been going 
around town badmouthing our 
regional park district — calling 
them litigious bullies — the same 
way SunCal badmouthed the Navy 
as environmental deadbeats. 

In the latest turn of events, the 
GSA is threatening to take McKay 
Avenue — state-owned parkland — 
through eminent domain in federal 
court so that TLC can build homes. 
Without utility access to the street, 
homes cannot be built. Will TLC sue 
for damages later if they lose?

Slowly but surely City Council 
members followed the community 
and turned their backs on SunCal. 
Will the same happen with TLC? If the 
mayor and council’s overall hand-
washing responses and Councilman 
Stewart Chen’s commentary on 
behalf of TLC (“Understanding 
Neptune Pointe” Sept. 12) are any 
indication, the answer is “no.”

The city seems committed to hav-
ing housing on McKay. Why? There 
are other places for TLC to build 
homes in Alameda. Crab Cove is 
unique. We meant what we said when 
we passed Measure WW. Perhaps the 
council will again change its minds 
and follow our lead.

Read more of Irene Dieter’s writ-
ings at http://islesay.wordpress.com. 

Following the 
Path of SunCal

Isle Say


