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SUN STAFF

Christopher Knapp
I recently witnesses an offi-

cer from the Alameda Police 
Department (APD) making an 
arrest. This did not make the news 
as far as I’m aware, though it is 
certainly newsworthy.

One weekday morning as I was 
walking to my parked car to begin 
my day, I heard a siren. It slowly 
grew louder and I paused to see 
what was happening. Soon, an SUV 
with two young men in the front 
seat drove slowly down Triumph 
Drive toward the Oakland Yacht 
Club followed by APD. The SUV 
further slowed as it neared the 
T-intersection at Independence 
Drive, and I expected it to pull 
over in the many open parking 
spaces on the side of Triumph 
Drive.

The SUV didn’t stop.  The 
driver made a slow left onto 
Independence Drive, continued, 
made another left into the park-
ing area, continued, and then 
another left into a parking space, 
where a parked car blocked any 
further forward movement, all the 
while the police car immediately 
behind, siren wailing. The SUV’s 
driver didn’t appear to want to 
stop, the SUV first nudging for-
ward and then back, still trying to 
maneuver. 

The police car pulled in behind 
the SUV, blocking its exit. An 
Alameda police officer exited his 
vehicle, drew his gun, and posi-
tioned himself several meters to 
the driver’s side of the SUV, his 

gun pointing at the two men in the 
front seats. The two men didn’t 
move and their hands weren’t vis-
ible. Realizing I was in an almost 
direct line of fire behind the offi-
cer, I moved further away and off 
to the side. The officer, his gun 
unwaveringly pointed at the men 
in the front seat, issued his com-
mands, instructing the driver to 
drop the keys outside the window 
and both men to keep their hands 
visible. 

I heard “Keep your hands vis-
ible!” several times as the officer 
had his gun steadily pointed at 
the men in the front seats. A group 
of employees from a nearby res-
taurant came over to watch and I 
noticed one appeared to be video-
ing the scene with his cell phone. 
Other cell phone video footage 
of police encounters in the news 
came to my mind. It was a tense 
few minutes, even for me as a 
bystander. I can’t imagine what 
the officer was experiencing. 

Though I didn’t realize it at 
the time, in addition to the two 
men in the front seat, there could 
also have been passenger(s) in 
the back seats, not visible from 
the outside because of the darkly 

tinted windows. The officer radi-
oed for back up. In several min-
utes, three more Alameda police 
cars arrived. During the entire 
time of the wait, the lone police 
officer had his gun pointed at the 
men in the front seat.

After the additional units 
arrived, the police officers 
slowly and methodically 
instructed the men out of the 
car, searched, handcuffed and 
detained them, including the 
third young man who had been 
in the backseat of the SUV. After 
all the guns had been holstered, 
the crowd from the restaurant 
dispersed. The cell phone vid-
eoing stopped and the people 
who had been waiting to get 
in their cars in the parking lot, 
myself included, were helpfully 
told how to do so by a police 
officer. I left as the driver of the 
SUV was being administered a 
field sobriety test.

The next day, I heard from a 
neighbor that the two passengers 
of the SUV were released by the 
police, only the driver was arrest-
ed. Upon release, they hugged the 
police officers. 

No video captured this 
moment to share with the world, 
so I want to share it here in writ-
ing. It is newsworthy. Well done, 
Alameda police!

Christopher Knapp lives in  
Alameda.

Arrest Ends with 
Hugs for Officers

It was a tense few 
minutes, even for 
me as a bystand-
er. I can’t imagine 
what the officer 
was experiencing. 

Commentary

Jon Spangler
The Alameda Renters 

Coalition (ARC) began as and 
remains a local grassroots orga-
nization, despite false allegations 
to the contrary that often appear 
in local anti-renter letters to the 
editor and commentaries.

One recent commentary 
(“Let’s Not Repeat Failed Rental 
Policy,” Aug. 25), repeats two fre-
quent but false claims about the 
ARC’s funding. Previous letter 
and op-ed authors have claimed 
— also falsely — that “outside 
agitators” somehow stirred up 
Alameda’s renters and turned us 
against local landlords. Neither 
set of allegations is correct.

The self-funded ARC was born 
when Alameda renters faced a 
flood of successive and steep 
“market rate” rent increases in 
recent years. When landlords 
imposed repeated rent increases 
(some out-of-town and corporate 
landlords raised rents by 20-35 
percent), neither local landlords 
nor city officials offered meaning-
ful responses. 

Unbridled rent increases out-
stripped workers’ and retirees’ 
stagnant incomes and drove long-
time renters off the island, serious-
ly destabilizing Alameda’s families, 
neighborhoods, schools and work-
places. No one was helping renters, 
so we began helping each other.

Local resident and mom 
Angela Palatto Hockabout start-
ed the ARC with a Facebook page 
in 2014 — after their landlord 
raised the rent 20 percent and 
her family could not find safe, 
affordable rental housing. 

She wanted to assist and 
support other renters who 
faced housing crises when rents 
increased dramatically while 
incomes remained static. Angela 
hosted ARC’s first meetings in 
the living room of her mother-in-
law’s home, where her family had 
found refuge.

In early 2015, the city-blessed 
“dialogue” between renters and 
landlords failed when landlords 
would not even discuss rent sta-
bilization with renters and insist-
ed on maintaining 10 per cent 
annual rent increases. In desper-
ation, the ARC began examining 
many cities’ rent regulations.

In Angela’s living room, some 
20 ARC members — all Alameda 
renters and residents like me—
decided that we needed help to 
fight continuing and stiff rent 
increases (up to 35 per cent/
year). We literally passed the 
hat to join Tenants Together, 
“California’s only statewide rent-
ers’ rights organization,” in 2015. 
Tenants Together never pro-

vided funding to ARC — only 
legal and technical assistance to 
craft our successful 2016 petition 
initiative, which will appear as 
Measure M1 on the November 
ballot.

In her opinion piece, Realtor 
Karen Miller incorrectly stated 
that “…outside money has in fact 
funded their efforts” and “the 
ARC is being funded by one of the 
largest tenant groups in the State 
of California.” 

These oft-repeated claims are 
largely incorrect: the ARC began 
in 2014 as a member-financed 
local grassroots organization 
comprised of Alameda residents 
and renters like me, with no fund-
ing or influence from outside 
Alameda. 

Today, with more than 1,400 
members, ARC is still run by 
and for Alameda residents, with 
minimal off-Island membership 
or income. Outside money and 
organizations have never influ-
enced ARC decisions.

I hope in that the future, 
Karen Miller and other local 
landlords will be more honest 
and careful with the truth about 

School boards  
are not sleepers
Editor: 

A brief history lesson recently 
altered my perspective on school 
boards and piqued my attention 
as we approach November with 
school board seats up for grabs.

The conservative take over 
we’ve witnessed across our coun-
try began at the school-board 
level. After the 1992 Republican 
National Convention, the 
Christian Coalition, yet-to-be Tea 
Partiers, had the largest delegate 
group present but still failed to 
take their party. 

Undaunted, conservatives 
turned to school board elections. 
They went local, went under-
ground, hid their agenda and 
played hot-button items like sex 
education and racially charged 
school issues like federally fund-
ed school-breakfast programs 
for underprivileged students, to 
win control of the school boards. 
Once in power, board members 
were able to challenge curricula 
and programs they viewed as 
threatening. In the early 1990s 
the conservative right ran 140 
school board races in New York 
and San Diego alone.

What began then as a grass 
roots campaign has culminated 
in the uncompromising polar-
ization of politics today, with a 
Republican dark horse, we, as a 
nation, never imagined could run 
for president. 

 It is clear that a few commit-
ted individuals can effect signifi-
cant social change.

I don’t know if you were 
around or paying attention in the 
last three or four years, but there 
has been some contentious poli-
tics at Alameda’s school board 
level. I’m not saying it’s that way 
now, or will be so in the future.

But it seems clear to me that 
school board members, as much 
as City Council members, need to 
be vetted if they are to get your 
vote and, if elected, need to be 
monitored for their performance 
making sure the will of the com-
munity as a whole is addressed 
by the Board and reflected in the 
school rooms we trust.

Ask what the issues are. Do 
you have an issue you’re interest-
ed in? Monitor the school board; 
keep tabs on who’s running; 
share thoughts with community 
members, involve young folks in 
your conversations, get plugged 
in at the local level and most 
importantly, don’t forget to vote. 

School boards are not the sleepers 
we thought they were.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Humanity appears to  
be lacking in rent talk
Editor: 

I would like to respond to Matt 
Barnes’ letter in your newspaper 
(Heard enough of whining, myths,” 
Aug. 25). So renting people a place 
that they can afford and then jack-
ing up the rent to unsustainable lev-
els is OK because why? You seem to 
be lacking in basic humanity.

— Jason Buckley

Time for dignity, 
openness
Editor:

Thank you for publishing Monty 
Heying’s commentary exposing 
and decrying City Attorney Janet 
Kern’s addition to the City Council’s 
measure regarding rent control in 
Alameda (“Robin Hood in Reverse,” 
Aug. 11). 

The amendment attempts to 
defeat the will of the people by pro-
viding that, in the event both mea-
sures pass, any conflict between pro-
visions of the two measures would 
be resolved against the initiative 
sponsored by the Alameda Renters 
Coalition. The addition written by the 
City Attorney portends to declare the 
“intent of the voters” but would in 
fact give precedence to the Council-
sponsored measure even if it receives 
fewer votes than the ARC measure 
receives. That’s democracy?

This provision has been pre-
pared by the same City Attorney 
who supported (and might have 
orchestrated) the city’s inhu-
man, undemocratic and secretive 
response to the lawsuit brought by 
the family of Raymond Zack, who 
drowned in San Francisco Bay on 
Memorial Day, 2011 while City of 
Alameda fire and police personnel 
observed from the shore. 

Now we read that the city has 
entered into a “confidential” settle-
ment with the federal Securities and 
Exchange Commission (“SEC: Cities 
failed to inform investors, Alameda 
involved in bond sale dispute,” East 
Bay Times, Aug. 27). 

The SEC found that the city had 
falsely claimed that it had met all 
disclosure requirements regarding 
a 2012 bond offering.  The SEC also 
determined that the city did not 
meet all disclosure requirements 
with regard to a 2013 offering. No 
other public entity in California was 
censured by the SEC. How can a 
public entity enter into a “confiden-

Renters Coalition is Home Grown
Commentary We literally passed the hat to join 

Tenants Together, “California’s  
only statewide renters’ rights  
organization,” in 2015. 

Longtime local activist avers group has ‘minimal off-Island membership’

the grassroots, homegrown, 
and locally funded Alameda 
Renters Coalition — even if 
they disagree with us.

Jon Spangler lives in Alameda. 

tial” agreement with a federal agency 
under any circumstances but, in par-
ticular, when the agency has charged 
the public entity with misrepresenta-
tion and improper failure to disclose? 

It is time for the voters of 
Alameda to uphold the dignity of 
renters and insist on openness in 
government.

— John Zugnoni

A debate can wait
Editor:

Paul Foreman’s recent letter 
(“Foreman seeks formal debate 
with Heying,” Aug. 18) suggested 
a formal debate between us con-
cerning rent control. It is flatter-
ing to be deemed so worthy by 
one as intelligent and informed as 
Foreman. He represents a class of 
voters whose wayward views I hope 
to change with the book I’m writ-
ing. The book will state the case 
for rent control in Alameda and 
provide a condensed comparison 
of the city’s rent ordinance with the 
Alameda Renters Coalition (ARC) 
charter amendment. Highlights of 
Alameda’s rent control movement 
will also be included.

If I had political ambitions I 
would leap at the chance to grand-
stand, but it would be a distraction 
from my prevailing objective, which 
is to pass vitally important legisla-
tion. My present focus must be 
on getting the book out in time to 
influence the election. I also think 
ARC should be officially represent-
ed. (I consider myself independent, 
though we think alike.)

Once the book is out, I wouldn’t 
mind debating, but it would have to 
be in a structured format with a sin-
gle premise, televised over Comcast 
like a City Council meeting. The 
audience would have to show proof 
of Alameda residency to avoid that 
landlord trick that was pulled last 
winter when the Council Chambers 
and auditorium were packed with 
people from off-Island. I would also 
insist on a donation jar at the door 
for displaced renters.

Maybe a daylong panel dis-
cussion would facilitate a fuller 
exchange of ideas. With debates, 
people get hung-up on win-lose. 
We’ve had enough of that. It’s time 
to think in terms of coming togeth-
er. Face it, the ordinance is doomed.

In closing, Foreman’s article 
about my critique of the city’s “poi-
son pill” treachery ripples with opin-
ion, which is his prerogative, and he 
is at least factually correct in one 
regard. I did ratchet up the rhetoric 
to match the city’s transgression. You 
can count on me to do the same any 
time I see similar offenses committed 
against a vulnerable public.

— Monty J Heying
A 16-year Alameda resident
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