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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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Help fund animated 
film about Alameda
Editor:

I am an Alameda native and an 
animation instructor at Dartmouth 
College in Hanover, N.H.

I am working on an animat-
ed film about my father’s child-
hood in Alameda. I am running 
a funding campaign to help fin-
ish the film which can be found 
at www.kickstarter.com/projects/
bonadona/the-3rd-of-july.

— Danielle Bonadona

No more ‘fake 
news,’ please
Editor:

I am writing about the front-
page article (“Facebook Comments 
Stir Debate on Councilwoman,” 
Jan. 19). I read a similar story in 
the Action-Alameda news, how-
ever they were more detailed on 
what was in the Facebook post 
from Alameda Renters Coalition 
(ARC) members. 

I think the issue is that in 
November the voters in Alameda 
made it clear by an overwhelming 
majority that they don’t want rent 
control. Now, for ARC to tell the 
Council that they better listen to 
the “people” and vote rent control 
is absurd. ARC is the minority in 
wanting rent control; more than 
66 percent of voters said “no.” 

ARC saying that it “put” 
Ashcraft in office is not correct. 
All voters in Alameda did and 
said they don’t want rent control. 
Using threats to stifle her attempt 
at becoming mayor if she doesn’t 
support rent control is a joke. She 
and the rest of the Council are 
going to listen to the majority of 
the people. More than two-thirds 
of them said no rent control.

Please stop being biased in 
your reporting and just report the 
facts, all of them please. We don’t 
need any more “fake news.”

— Dave Jackson

Editor’s note: The issue 
here is not rent control. Landlord 
Doug Smith wrote the letter to 
Councilwoman Marilyn Ezzy 
Ashcraft, in which he published 
comments made privately among 
ARC members. He made those 
comments sound like public policy 
espoused by ARC itself. 

ARC did not tell the City Council 
anything. ARC did not say that it 
“put” Ezzy Ashcraft in office.

In the “News Analysis” the 
Alameda Sun pointed out ARC 

members made these comments on 
a private Facebook page. The com-
ments are not ARC’s, but private 
discussions among its members. 
They are certainly not “criminal,” 
as Smith suggests. 

In addition, the letter writer 
should better understand “fake 
news” before he accuses the Sun 
of engaging in it. In order to be 
“fake” the Sun would have fabri-
cated Smith’s letter and wrote a 
story about it. There was nothing 
fabricated about Smith’s letter. And 
there was nothing “fake” about 
Smith confusing ARC’s private com-
ments with its public stance.  

In a recent article the Guardian 
wrote, “Fake news has rapidly 
become a catch-all term to discredit 
all kinds of stories.” The letter writ-
er has discredited the Sun’s analy-
sis of a very real letter as though 
the Sun fabricated that letter. 

Don’t take a step 
backward
Editor:

I have lived in Alameda for 
over a decade and am appalled 
that the City of Alameda would 
consider taking a step backward 
in a community once rated a “best 
place to live,” according to the 
City of Alameda website. 

Having moved to California 
from Kentucky, Alameda was 
my choice due to its hometown 
feel and its close community. 
I chose Alameda for its safety, 
its historic preservation and the 
general feeling of connection and 
comfort, not to mention the won-
derful dog parks and the ease of 
dog walks through the neighbor-
hoods. My two dogs accompa-
nied me in the move. 

I have developed a great rela-
tionship with the Friends of the 
Alameda Animal Shelter (FAAS) 
and can attest to the care and 
compassion they provide to all 
animals entering their facility. I 
have volunteered there, fostered 
multiple dogs, as well as taken 
four animals home with me, to 
their forever home. 

 FAAS boasts a greater than 
95 percent release rate, whereas 
the operation prior to FAAS had 
a more than 25 to 30 percent kill 
rate with very limited medical 
interventions, including no vacci-
nations or flea prevention for the 
housed animals.

I appeal to the City of Alameda 
to step up their accountability to 
FAAS and not only meet its cur-
rent contract obligations of capi-

tal improvements to the shelter 
slated in the city’s 2015 and 2016 
budgets and animal control ser-
vices. I realize that an amount of 
$300,000 established as the base-
line in 2011 is certainly not enough 
to continue to run such a beneficial 
organization that promotes a posi-
tive image for the city. 

FAAS has time and time again 
met their obligations by meeting 
and further exceeding fundraising 
to contribute to the shelter opera-
tions and to funds such as the Angel 
Fund and Sasha Fund, which the 
City of Alameda does not contribute 
to. It is time for the City of Alameda 
to do its part and continue to bring 
unity to a great community! 

— Teresa Miller

Sanctuary city a  
slap in the face
Editor:

I am dismayed and embarrassed 
by the recent City Council action to 
declare Alameda a sanctuary city.  
It is a slap in the face to the Steinle 
family, the Bologna family and so 
many others, who have suffered 
the worst losses imaginable at the 
hands of such criminals.

It is an insult to Alameda’s law-
abiding residents, who understand 
that providing sanctuary to crimi-
nals is in direct opposition to pro-
tecting our order and safety. It is 
also an insult to the men and women 
in the law enforcement community, 
who risk their lives each day.

When the rights of an illegal 
criminal element might supersede 
those of legal resident we, as a com-
munity have misplaced our loyalty 
and our values. We have put our 
public safety personnel in a con-
flicted position; and we have under-
mined our own sense of community 
and harmony.

And, lastly, to the political and 
religious leaders in Alameda, I 
would only ask that they be mindful 
that the protections for law-abiding 
and peaceful residents (even those 
here illegally) should be their pri-
mary reference point, not the estab-
lishment of a sanctuary status that 
can extend those same protections 
to criminals.

— C. Perry

Don’t compare apples 
with oranges
Editor:

In his letter (“Only the Electoral 
College counts,” Jan. 19), Arnold 
Dos Santos mentions that Abraham 
Lincoln won the 1860 election with 
only 39 percent of the popular vote.  
The implication is that President 
Donald Trump, having received 
nearly 46 percent of the popular 
vote, is even more legitimate than 
Lincoln was. That, however, is a 
gross distortion of the facts.

In the 2016 election, there were 
only two main candidates. The dis-
tant third-place candidate in the pop-
ular vote, Gary Johnson, received 
only 3.27 percent of the total.

By contrast, in the 1860 elec-
tion, there were four main candi-
dates, receiving the following votes:  
Lincoln (Republican) 1,866,452, 
Stephen Douglas (Democrat) 
1,376,957, John Breckinridge 
(Southern Democrat) 849,781 and 
John Bell (Constitutional Union 
Party) 588,789. Therefore, the third-
place candidate received 18 percent 
of the total, and the fourth-place 
candidate 13 percent.

Furthermore, Douglas received 
only 74 percent as many votes as 
Lincoln, whereas Hillary Clinton 
received 105 percent as many votes 
as Trump.

I agree that Trump is the 
legitimate winner based on the 
Electoral College, but let’s not 
confuse the issue with inappropri-
ate comparisons.

— Russell Vernon

Council must approve 
FAAS funding
Editor:

I am writing to urge the City 
Council to accept the Friend of the 
Alameda Animal Shelter’s (FAAS) 
proposal and stabilize the funding 
for the animal shelter. The shelter 
animals have benefited from the 
public-private partnership. This 
has led not only to higher adop-
tion and lower euthanasia rates, but 
to improved healthcare and social 
needs care, a solid corps of volun-

teers and dedicated staff as well.  
I am a pet sitter in town and 

many of the animals I care for have 
been rescued. Although we may 
rescue them once, they rescue us 
on a daily basis with their steadfast 
hearts and unending loyalty. This 
would not be possible without the 
resources that the shelter provides, 
both to the animals and to the com-
munity.

I am proud that Alameda is a 
sanctuary city. What that means to 
me is that everyone is welcome and 
everyone is safe. Please consider 
extending this security to our shel-
ter animals who cannot speak for 
themselves. On their behalf, I and 
many others, support funding the 
shelter at the level which they are 
requesting.

— Monica Vohryzka

FAAS Director points  
to progress with city
Editor: 

Since Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS) submitted 
the commentary that ran in the 
Alameda Sun last week, I have had 
discussions with City Manager Jill 
Keimach that we hope will move us 
toward a mutually agreeable resolu-
tion of our budget crisis. 

We are awaiting some additional 
information from the city that we 
require in order to respond to any 
proposal. The City Manager has 
agreed to provide those materials 

and we are working diligently to 
move the process forward. 

We ask the community to con-
tinue to let City Councilmembers 
know that they support FAAS. 
Check our website (www. 
alamedaanimalshelter.com) for fur-
ther updates and plan to attend the 
City Council meeting on Tuesday, 
Feb. 7, where we will once again ask 
for their support.

— Nancy Baglietto
FAAS Executive Director

Brighter lights do not 
deter crime
Editor: 

About a year ago I wrote about 
the offensive freeway-style white 
LED street lights that have been 
installed in several neighborhoods 
(“Inappropriate lighting for residen-
tial areas,” Feb. 25, 2016). In its 
response to my complaint, (“AMP 
responds to LED streetlight con-
cerns,” March 10, 2016), Alameda 
Municipal Power (AMP) said the 
brighter lights contributed to 
increased public safety.

Since that time, we have had 
two serious crimes on the 1700 
block of Broadway (the first crimes 
I am aware of in the 23 years we 
have lived here) and another seri-
ous crime a block away on Eagle 
Avenue. 

The first crime involved a young 
mother being assaulted just after 

Alan Hebert
Consistent with Bay West and 

Bill Poland’s plans to destroy the 
Alameda Marina and replace it 
with hundreds of units of hous-
ing, he’s pulling another fast one. 
Apparently the last of the three 
hoists used to launch dry-stored 
boats has broken. The timing, 
immediately before the second-
largest event of the sailing year, is 
rather suspicious. 

For non-boaters, this is the 
same as your landlord letting the 
security gate on your apartment 
building’s parking garage break a 
couple of days before a holiday 
weekend. Then, after half a dozen 
tenants complain, he or she sends 
out a notice saying that it will be 
fixed in a couple of weeks.

Here’s the message that ten-
ants received: “We regret to inform 
you the 3-ton hoist at our marina 
is currently inoperable due to 
motor failure. We expect to have 
the repairs completed within the 
next few weeks. Feel free to call 
our office with any questions. We 
sincerely apologize for any incon-
venience this may cause.”

Getting it fixed in “the next 
few weeks” is preposterous. 
Appropriate hoists and motors 
are available for overnight ship-
ping from half a dozen vendors 
online. A new hoist is chump-
change for them. Also, experience 
exists within marina businesses to 
get the current one fixed quickly. 
Have any calls been made to tap 
into that experience? What do you 
think? Does it seem obvious that 
Poland’s plan is to let it break and 
let it stay broken for as long as 
possible?

A year ago there were three 
working hoists at the marina, 
The smaller two were declared 
“unsafe” by a Bay West consultant, 
citing ground instability issues. 
They were taken out of service on 
the Fourth of July weekend.

Strangely enough, marina staff 
kept using the “unsafe” hoists for 
loads comparable or greater than 
that encountered while loading a 
boat. They did that for months 
after it was closed to tenants and 
dozens of tenants watched them 
do it. That left one single hoist for 
the tenants to use. Now that one, 
for lack of maintenance, is out of 
commission and won’t be back 
“for the next few weeks.”

The strategy is obvious. Bay 
West and Poland’s plan is to stop 
maintenance at the Alameda 
Marina, raise prices, delay 
repairs and go lax on security in 
an attempt to make everybody 
so disgruntled that they’ll leave. 
Then Bay West can go to the City 
Council and say, “There’s nobody 
here, let us build our market-rate 
townhouses and apartments.” 

The whole thing is infuriating 
because the marina has been 
successfully run for decades. 
Even now, simple calculations 
about berth and dry storage 
rent plus commercial rent shows 
that the property is a money-
maker. The problem for dry-
storage tenants is that there’s 
nowhere else to go. The last 
hoist in Sausalito closed two 
weeks ago, and their storage 
yard had only about 20 boats. 

The one yard in Richmond that’s 
comparable, is full. 

There are many more than 
100 actively sailed boats at the 
Alameda Marina — actively sailed, 
not just sitting on a trailer. These 
are not luxury yachts, they are 
20- to 30-foot boats, mostly built 
in the 1970s to 1990s and oper-
ated by local people who come to 
Alameda and spend a lot of money 
at local businesses. 

On top of all this, the tide-
lands lease with the city requires 
that Bay West provide recreational 
access to the water. Considering 
the decades-long existence of dry 
boat storage and hoists to launch 
them, it’s obvious that these fea-
tures should be required for the 
city to continue the lease.

In light of the shoddy treat-
ment of both business and boating 
tenants at the Alameda Marina, 
it’s hard to take Poland’s invita-
tions to residents to “participate 
in the process to envision a future 
for Alameda” very seriously. It 
appears that his strategy is to put 
off maintenance, raise rent and cut 
services in the hope that every-
body leaves.

Alan Hebert is a boater who 
lives in Alameda. 

More Shenanigans 
at Alameda Marina

Commentary The strategy is 
obvious ... stop 
maintenance, 
raise prices and 
go lax on security 
... make every-
body so disgrun-
tled, they leave. 

she pulled into her driveway and 
had her purse stolen. The second 
one involved a house burglary 
and a car stolen from the street 
in front of the house. 

The crime on Eagle Avenue 
involved a woman who was 
assaulted and ordered to the 
ground by a man with a gun. 
He stole her necklace and keys 
and attempted to steal her car. 
All these crimes were committed 
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