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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 
opinions 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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Shop locally  
for best results
Editor:

Ken Hensley wrote that he had 
bad experiences with three chain 
stores, not Alameda family-owned 
and operated businesses we have 
that pride themselves in customer 
service (“I’ll take my money else-
where, thank you,” July 21). These 
range from Whales and Friends 
to Park Street’s Marketplace and 
incredible Lola’s Chicken Shack, 
which all give back to Alameda’s 
youth and seniors.

Try our wonderful Pagano’s 
or Encinal Hardware stores where 
they answer promptly and really 
give 100 percent unlike the chains. 
If Delauer’s Newsstand doesn’t 
have an obscure magazine, they’ll 
order it for you. Give our award-
winning restaurants like Trabocco 
your time and our city your dollars 
and you won’t be disappointed. 
Alameda Landing just added a great 
SportsClips while South Shore now 
has Mod Pizza with no waiting. 

Try the good and caring local 
businesses at South Shore: Modern 
Mouse stands out, as does Loard’s 
Ice Cream, outnumber the bad ones. 

Complaints about no air condi-
tioning? Our weather usually has 
its own built-in air conditioning.  

Try to help out by patronizing 
our local stores when possible. 
You’ll create an endless circle of 
helping Alameda and its people. 
If a few displease you, try to talk 
to their managers who may not be 
aware of potential problems. 

— Mike Lano

The real reasons the 
Warriors lost
Editor:

I want to respond to the let-
ter sent by John A. Judge (“Why 
the Warriors Lost this Year, July 
14). I totally agree that Marreese 
Speights was a great contributor 
from the bench and he was a good 
player that I think the Warriors 
should keep, but I do not agree 
that insufficient use of Speights 
in the fourth quarter of the third 
game against the Houston Rockets 
prevented the Warriors from win-
ning the 2016 NBA championship.

These are the reasons in my 
opinion, why we lost the champi-
onship, specifically in Game 7:

n Festus Ezeli took the bait 
when Le Bron James faked him 
beyond the 3-point lane (3 points 
right away).

n Andre Iguodala had a fast 
break. Instead of dunking, he pre-

ferred to use the glass and James 
blocked the shot.

n Iguodala was fouled on 
another play, awarded free throws 
and missed both free throws.

n Steph Curry’s “fancy pass” 
to Klay Thompson.

We still love our Warriors no 
matter what, and congratulations 
on the great and historical achieve-
ments they accomplished this year. 
More power to the Dub Nation. 

— Moly Herrera

Clarifying some details
Editor: 

I’m writing to clarify some-
thing that April B. Squires wrote in 
a recent letter (“Some Alamedans 
more equal than others,” July 21). 

The City Council did not vote 
to give the landlords more time 
to collect signatures for their “no 
rent control” ballot measure. The 
landlords had already stopped col-
lecting signatures for their petition 
in early June. They turned their 
signatures into the city clerk, after 
which the county registrar of voters 
used the “random sample” method 
to check signatures and see if the 
measure qualified for the ballot.

The random sample method 
determined that the petition gath-
ered too many signatures to be 
disqualified, but too few to auto-
matically qualify without examin-
ing every signature. That further 
examination is ongoing and could 
be complete at any time.

Should the measure qualify, 
City Council will be obligated to 
put it before voters. If it is put on 
the ballot through a special elec-
tion after Nov. 8, there will be a 
significant cost to that.

What City Council voted to do 
was to keep the door open to the 
possibility that the landlords ini-
tiative still qualifies for the ballot 
in time for the November general 
election, avoiding the potential 
cost of a special election, and 
giving voters the opportunity to 
weigh in on all rent control related 
measures at one election.

City Council’s vote did not 
affect whether or not the land-
lords measure might appear on 
the ballot, only when.

The renters’ coalition ballot 
already qualified and was certified 
for the ballot.

— David Howard

Let’s talk
Editor: 

I recently put a “Black Lives 
Matter” yard sign outside my 
Alameda home only to have it 
torn down within two weeks. I will 

Susan Galleymore
The ongoing cleanup at 

Alameda Point may have divided 
our community into three camps. 
Camp 1 consists of those racing 
to develop and build out the Point 
because cleanup is done and “will 
not cause serious public health 
problems.”

Camp 2 consists of those who 
attend regular cleanup meetings 
and know that cleanup will con-
tinue for several more years. 

Camp 3 — a majority — con-
sists of those who never know 
quite what to believe since infor-
mation is contradictory and con-
fusing.   

Generally, I am in Camp 2. I 
have attended Restoration 
Advisory Board (RAB) meetings or 
served on its board for more than 
a dozen years and current serve 
as community co-chair. On July 11, 
however, I found myself in Camp 
3, confused by the Planning Board 
resolution that states, “The design 
of the subdivision [Site A] and its 
improvements will not cause seri-
ous public health problems.” 

But, what constitutes “serious”? 
Moreover, I checked with the Navy 
and state regulators and they are 
not the source of this informa-
tion. So, who is? Isn’t this language 
akin to the trope concluded on too 
many environmental reports: “no 
significant impact”?

Site A overlaps the area the 
Navy refers to as Operable Unit 
2B. OU 2B is contaminated with 
an extensive underground plume 
of trichloroethylene (TCE — a 
solvent used to clean engines) 
and volatile organic compounds 

(VOCs). According to EPA, TCE is 
“carcinogenic to humans.” Overall, 
this plume is responding to treat-
ment, although there are a num-
ber of recalcitrant concentrations, 
called hot spots. Due to the size of 
this plume and its many hot spots 
even the Navy concedes it never 
will be entirely clean. (The cost of 
thoroughly cleaning a brownfield 
like Alameda Point is prohibitive.) 

While treatment continues —
for several more years — health 
problems associated with vapors 
from the plume and hot spots con-
cern the Navy enough that they 
require Land Use Controls (LUCs) 
and Institutional Controls (ICs). Site 
A controls include 1) no residences 
built on the ground floors of build-
ings, and 2) installation of vapor 
barriers in buildings to reduce con-
centrations of harmful vapors that 
may reach the surface (for example, 
after earthquakes, floods, or other 
unanticipated events). 

Despite Navy and state reg-
ulatory guidelines, develop-
ers recently presented building 
designs to city staff that indicated 
vapor barriers under crawl spaces 
rather than dedicated first floors. 
Happily, state regulators dis-
agreed, and this design direction 
was scrapped.

Alameda Point’s history with 
TCE and its derivative vinyl chlo-
ride includes large amounts dis-
carded in what was the former 
base’s burn pit and garbage dump 
— on the land north and west 
of the Oakland Estuary. Several 
years ago, the Navy declared TCE/
VC remediation complete at this 
site. A protective barrier was laid 

over the excavation site and that 
covered with a six-foot-thick soil 
cap; the surface was seeded with 
native plants. 

Alas, at the July 9, 2016, RAB 
meeting, the Navy admitted that 
unacceptable amounts of vinyl 
chloride remain under the protec-
tive barrier at that site. Further 
treatment is necessary to ensure 
health of “bio-receptors” (humans, 
animals, birds, fish, etc).

This is far from unique. In 
2013, for example, more than 1,000 
Google employees were exposed 
to excessive levels of TCE from a 
former Superfund site 3 miles from 
its Mountain View headquarters. 
Workers had accidentally disabled 
a critical part of the ventilation 
system.

Alameda cannot afford to 
repeat Google’s experience. If 
you have ideas on how to bring 
together our community’s three 
camps to create greater trans-
parency, share them with me at 
AlamedaRAB@gmail.com. 

Susan Galleymore is an 
Alameda resident who serves on 
the RAB.

Map courtesy of the Navy.

Confused Language Can 
Confound Community

replace the sign. In the meantime I left 
a note to the vandals inviting them to 
have a conversation with me about 
what “Black Lives Matter” means to 
me and why I believe it is important to 
display this message publicly.

I do not know if the vandals will 
read my sign or take me up on my 
offer but it occurred to me to extend 
the offer to the wider community as 
well. If there are any Alamedans who 
feel confused or angry when they see 
this sign and would like to have a con-
versation with me — a White Alameda 
mom — about my support for this 
movement, I invite you to talk. 

If you are horrified that this hap-
pened in Alameda, wake up and get 
to work; there are many wonderful 
local organizations and opportunities 
for people to join the fight for racial 
justice. Start with Standing Up for 
Racial Justice (SURJ) Bay Area and/
or Raising Race Conscious Children 
(both have Facebook pages as well as 
websites). We are all in this together.

Please feel free to contact me at 
AlamedaCheyenne@yahoo.com

— Cheyenne

It’s time to invest in solar
Editor:

The Public Utilities Board has 
proposed a 7-cent per kilowatt hour 
solar energy compensation rate 
(about half the retail purchase rate) 
for all energy fed into the grid, 
plus a new, one-time $330 solar sys-
tem interconnection fee. Alameda 
Municipal Power (AMP) considers 
itself green. This “too little too late” 
action just won’t cut it.

1) It fails to boldly tackle the 
global warming disaster that advanc-
es before us daily; 2) it flies in the 
face of what I believe the majority 
of Alameda residents would like to 
see and 3) business-as-usual places 
the inconvenience and cost on the 
backs of the 99 percent.

With community commitment and 
political will, we, along with AMP, can 
fast track plans to transform Alameda 
into a solar grid that can sell excess 
power to surrounding areas. It is not 
necessary that we tap in to and pay 
for someone else’s solar grid. No mat-
ter the current playing field and no 
matter the appearance of “it can’t be 
done” — this is one project that must 
be put on the front burner right now, 
for ourselves, our children and their 
children coming along.

AMP postponed its decision to 
move forward at this time and one 
board member expressed interest 
in learning about other cities that 
have gone solar. I’d like to see city 
staff and council assign an ad hoc 
committee to study how other cit-
ies have transformed their energy 
production and return with a report 
and recommendations. We surely 
need residents’ input and energy on 
to this urgent matter.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Commentary

Further treatment 
is necessary to 
ensure health of 
“bio-receptors” 
(humans, ani-
mals, birds,  
fish, etc).

Lease Loophole Demands Charter Amendment
Discussion of ordinance continues with rebuttal to commentary last week

Monty Heying
Paul Foreman’s commentary 

last week on my July 14 letter 
about the fixed-term lease loop-
hole (“’Loophole’ a Clear Policy 
Decision, July 21) is emblematic 
of a widespread insensitivity to 
the vulnerability of renters.

First, I never said the City 
Council was “too lazy.” I did, how-
ever, question their competence 
and integrity. Either City Hall is 
numb to the plight of a substan-
tial majority of the people they 
represent or they’re pretending 
ignorance on behalf of a small 
minority of commercial interests 
— landlords, property managers, 
Realtors. The former questions 
their competence; the latter reeks 
of deception.

Foreman wrote, “Current ten-
ants are protected because they 
don’t have to accept the offer of 
a fixed-term lease.” In a hyped-up 
residential rental market such as 
today’s there’s no such thing as an 
arms-length negotiation. Once the 
family and all their worldly goods 
have been moved into an apart-
ment, what head of household 
would dare challenge any lease 
the landlord offered?  Foreman’s 
fix would be disclosure paragraph 
in bold-face type. Hogwash. The 
desperate renter would still sign.

The solution to the fixed-term 
lease loophole is a one sentence 

amendment: a tenants’ right 
to relocation fees irrevocably 
accrues and vests with the dura-
tion of tenancy irrespective of the 
form of rental contract.

Last week I presented evi-
dence to the City Council that 
fixed-term leases are becoming 
standard in Alameda, as predicted 
in my Feb. 28 email to the council. 
Yet the fixed-term lease loophole 
persists, five months after I com-
plained about it, an indictment of 
City Hall’s favoritism. 

Friday a councilmember 
acknowledged that I “raise a good 
point about fixed term leases that 
merits further consideration ... 
after the November election.” In a 
brazen display of favoritism, the 
council voted last week to amend 
the ordinance on Aug. 8 in favor 
of commercial interests, yet they 
will not consider removing the 
loophole at the same meeting.

The other loophole you can 

drive a tank through Rent Review 
and Advisory Committee (RRAC) 
a tribunal of mayoral appointees. 
What chance do renters have 
before appointees that owing alle-
giance to a mayor whose landlord 
bias is a matter of record? During 
my eight weeks petitioning on 
the streets of Alameda it became 
clear that the vast majority of 
renters are afraid to go before the 
RRAC. It’s a landlords’ court.

I also learned that most land-
lords don’t exploit renters but 
there are plenty, including a large 
property manager, who do. Only a 
few drivers break traffic laws, but 
the laws are for everyone. Would 
you like to go before a tribunal of 
political appointees when you get 
hit by a speeding car?

The city’s Swiss cheese rent 
ordinance is like a magician’s 
shell game: now you see it--now 
you don’t. It’s an open door for an 
Attorney General investigation or 
a class-action lawsuit.

This week three more families 
at 470 Central Ave. got no-cause 
eviction notices. This is how the 
Bay Area’s burgeoning home-
less population got built. (And 
it’s going to get worse because 
affordable housing isn’t increas-
ing fast enough.) Mike got one 

of those notices. I bet nobody 
at City Hall knows Mike, but I 
bet a lot of them are on a first-
name basis with developers and 
Realtors.

Community means fami-
lies, not buildings. Our legacy 
awaits. Alamedans must choose 
between dignity and disgrace.

Monty J Heying has lived in 
Alameda for 16 years.

CommentaryFriday a council-
member acknowl-
edged that I 
“raise a good 
point about fixed 
term leases that 
merits further 
consideration.


