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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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OPINION

Morton Chalfy
It does seem that the 200,000-

year oppression of women by men 
and the structure of the patriarchal 
society is finally beginning to show 
some cracks in its façade. We can 
only hope that it will finally be 
forced into the garbage pail of his-
tory and that women will be able 
to claim their rightful position as 
the true leaders of humanity. 

They have always occupied 
that position but men, fearful of 
being rendered essentially useless, 
have always denied them their 
due. At first mostly through the 
larger size and more violent nature 
of males and then through the 
structures of society and religion 
which deny the facts of life and 
nature to proclaim Man the ruler 
of the world.

It is clear that if 99 per cent 
of males were to vanish from the 
Earth the human species would 
continue unabated whereas were 
the same to happen to women 
humanity would be finished. Now 
that in vitro fertilization and clon-
ing techniques are available even 
the 1 percent of males is probably 
not necessary either.

Personally I have never under-
stood the male desire to dominate 
their womenfolk. For one thing, 
every heterosexual teenage boy 

has only one desire which I need 
not name, and you have to be 
remarkably stupid to think the way 
to achieve that desire is to bully 
women. My strategy has always 
been to be as kind and loving and 
gentle and helpful as I can be, 
which, I have found, works well.

Personal observation has led 
me to believe that an awful lot of 
the stupid treatment men accord 
women in word and deed grows 
out of a profound insecurity and 
the repressed recognition of wom-
anly superiority. Now that women 
are no longer taking it and shutting 
up we can all look forward to a 
better and more reasonable future.

Culturally speaking, across the 
world it is women who carry the 
burdens of the species: bearing 
children and making a home, both 
of which are complex and difficult 
activities. Men make war and pro-
tect (sometimes) the women from 
other men. If males are out of the 
equation we would all breathe 
easier.

Women are now graduating 
from college at a greater and 
growing rate than men. Soon their 
numbers in business, government 
and the professions will naturally 
follow the graduation rates and 
they will occupy the boardrooms 
and operating theaters in posi-

Jeffrey Smith
In her recent letter (“Open 

Letter on Rent Control Setback,” 
Jan. 25), Gabrielle Dolphin built her 
case for affordable housing with 
“We all belong here.” In addition 
to being a pop, popular or populist 
rallying cry, “We all belong here” is, 
like so many of the messages that 
get chanted by mobs, a platitude.

As economist Donald 
Boudreaux wrote for the Wall Street 
Journal, “If you cannot imagine any 
normal person disagreeing with 
some proclamation, then that proc-
lamation is merely a platitude.” 
Imagine someone with a bullhorn 
or worse, an unguarded keyboard 
with Internet access, addressing 
the public with the message: “We 
do not all belong here.”

Resonating within this hollow 
platitude, “We all belong here,” is 
the sound of bedrock certainty, 
a simulacrum of truth. It seems 
so axiomatic, yet so Quixotic and 
romantically Panglossian.

Along with its triteness, the 
slogan is ambiguous enough to 
render itself meaningless. It is con-
structed with too many pronouns 

Happy with the Sun
Dear Dennis & Eric:

Thanks for all you and the 
Alameda Sun do for Alameda. I 
appreciate it personally as well as 
for the organizations I belong to and 
support: The Alameda Women’s 
Golf Club, Kiwanis, the Alameda 
Unified School District, etc. Keep up 
your investigations and editorials. 

— Denise Gasti

Thanks for all the Alameda news! 
We look forward to each edition.

— Sally & Stan Simpson

tions of dominance. As that hap-
pens the children will learn a new 
set of social instructions: respect 
everyone, be nice, stay warm and 
eat a good breakfast. Oh yes, and 
Girls Rule.

I hope to see the patriarchy 
brought to its knees, to see the 
end of wife beating, slut shaming, 
rape and aggressive unwanted sex-
ual behavior. Women are human as 
well so the new era will not usher in 
Utopia. But the more egregious and 
embarrassing male practices can be 
made to eventually disappear and 
then all of us, male and female, will 
have the chance to live full human 
lives.

Very, very soon I hope.
Check out more of Morton Chalfy’s 

writings at www.mortonchalfy.com.

for which there are no clear ante-
cedents. Who exactly is “We all?” 
And where exactly is “here?”

With more than 7 billion people 
on the planet, and many of us 
clamoring for porous, if not open, 
borders “We all” could signify 
the totality of homo sapiens and 
maybe a few primates masquer-
ading as homo sapiens — why 
not, if nobody is checking IDs or 
passports.

The Sanctuary City of Alameda 
covers 23 square miles; with a 
little magic known only to math 
nerds, this figure can be expressed 
as approximately 28 million square 
feet. Assuming that “We all” really 
means everyone, then the invi-
tation to live “here” in Alameda 
extends to 7.5 billion people. That 
translates to slightly less than 0.09 
square feet, or slightly more than 
12 square inches of land mass per 
person — be careful where you 
drop your travel bag. 

Unless we can make more 
land or get some of the people to 
stand in shallow water, it could 
get crowded here in Sanctuary 
City. Put another way, our popula-
tion density would be 326 million 
people per square mile.

Stratospheric high-rise apart-
ments might work if we reroute air 
traffic, pressurize the higher floors 
and install oxygen masks in the 
penthouse suites. 

Is living in Alameda a human 
right? What about living in Pacific 
Heights or on Rodeo Drive? Where 
are these human rights articulated? 
Ironically, most of the countries 
that have successfully subjugated 
and subdued the vagaries of the 
nefarious “free market” have also 
subjugated and subdued the human 
rights of their people as well.

The correlation is inescapable 
to the lucid. Countries demon-

strating a righteous disdain for 
money invariably have klepto-
cratic leaders. These paternalis-
tic looters or leaders successfully 
distance their constituents from 
money, but never scrub their own 
hands of filthy lucre. Nearly every-
one on the Chinese Politburo is a 
billionaire.

Dolphin concludes that democ-
racy has “been hijacked by special 
interests” and democracy is now 
“used against those it is meant to 
protect.” As she points out, among 
these hijackers were “a wave of 
investors from China yelling, ‘No, 
no, no!’” to any nuance of rent con-
trol. Some of these demonstrators 
in Sacramento were reported to 
have confessed, “I come here for 
the market!”

As Milton Friedman once pre-
dicted, “If you put the government 
in charge of the Sahara Desert, in 
five years they would run out of 
sand.” Everywhere one looks there 
is crumbling infrastructure, under-
funded public pension plans, ris-
ing tuition costs, pot holes the size 
of lunar craters and devil may care 
deficit spending.

For decorum’s sake, Dolphin 
makes a point to not “speak in 
incendiary fashion.” Exercising 
restraint she wrote: “human waste 
… chopping block … abject terror 
… human hemorrhage” a lexicon 
right out of Mother Goose.

By exercising the tyranny of 
the majority, we can impinge on 
the property rights of landlords, 
to curtail their rental income and 
make housing scarce but afford-
able. While the free market exists 
in nearly every sector of the econ-
omy we can — via the ballot box 
— selectively squelch economic 
freedom amongst the minority 
who own rental property.

Call it a targeted landlord tax.

Or we can issue vouchers 
to subsidize rents by increasing 
taxes on the majority. Perhaps 
we can pay for the vouchers 
by taxing the daylights out of 
everyone who makes more than 
we do.

Reach Jeff Smith at jeffreyr 
smith@aol.com.

Offering Support for #MeToo Effort
Amblin’ Alameda

Platitudes Won’t Solve Housing Crisis

Women are now 
graduating from 
college at a great-
er and growing 
rate than men. 

Tongue in Cheek

Is living in 
Alameda a 
human right? 
What about liv-
ing in Pacific 
Heights or on 
Rodeo Drive?

About those license 
plate readers
Editor:

Alameda is surrounded by 
failed cities. Cities whose edito-
rialists and petty functionaries 
see fit to scold us while their 
criminals operate without fear 
and their public spaces are con-
trolled by bums. I would like to 
thank our police chief for his 
efforts to resist our neighbors’ 
failures and I encourage the City 
Council to support those efforts.

This is not a privacy issue. 
License plates were created, and 
have always existed, for public 
safety. They are required for 
cars, not people. This is not a 
racial issue. I worked on the 
other side of the estuary for 36 
years. I dealt with enough crime 
there to understand that it is by 
no means limited to any race. 

This is about crime. Don’t 
fall for the modern idea that 
we have a moral obligation to 
accept some level of crime. It 
is not progress to follow failed 

cities into the holes they are 
digging. 

— Mike Fennelly

League to offer free 
forum on campaigns
Editor:

What does it cost to campaign 
for elected office in Alameda, and 
where can voters go to find out 
who’s backing their local can-
didates? The League of Women 
Voters of Alameda is present-
ing a free community forum in 
an effort to provide answers to 
these questions, “The Cost of 
Campaigning in Alameda (and 
how to follow the money),” from 
7 to 9 p.m. next Thursday, Feb. 
22, at Phoenix Alameda, 2315 
Lincoln Ave. (across from the 
Main Library).  

The forum will feature a panel 
of experts offering a uniquely 
local focus on campaign finance. 
Political consultant and office-
holder Doug Linney will talk 
about what it costs to run for 

office on the Island, while 2012 
City Council candidate and for-
mer Golf Commission member 
Jane Sullwold will offer a candi-
date’s-eye view of the hunt for 
campaign cash and the challeng-
es candidates face in financing 
campaigns. 

Laura Curlin and Skippy 
Williams of MapLight, the 
national League’s partner on the 
Voters Edge campaign informa-
tion website, will offer a primer 
on campaign finance filings and 
information on where to find 
campaign finance information. 
Former Alameda Journal editor 
and award-winning journalist Jeff 
Mitchell will offer tips and tricks 
for understanding campaign 
finance data.

The evening will close with 
a brief presentation on the 
League’s own research on the 
cost of a local campaign, as well 
as your questions and our panel-
ists’ answers. We look forward to 
seeing you there!

— Georgia Gates Derr
President, LWV Alameda

Joe Lo Paro
This is a response to the open 

letter to members of the Alameda 
City Council from Gabrielle 
Dolphin, Co-President of the City 
of Alameda Democratic Club.
(“Open Letter on Rent Control 
Setback,” Jan. 25)

The Costa-Hawkins Rental 
Housing Act, the ostensible topic 
of Dolphin’s open letter, is a com-
plex issue, and people of good 
faith on all sides have opinions. 
Suffice it to say for now that the 
Act was originally passed with 
critical support from one of the 
most progressive members in the 
history of the California Senate, 
Alameda’s then-State Senator, 
Nick Petris (D). 

He had seen up-close the 
disastrous effects of completely 
unrestrained and confiscatory 
local rent control policies in his 
East Bay district. If the minimal 
reforms contained in Costa-
Hawkins were not considered 
necessary, Petris would never 
have supported its passage.

The language employed in 
Dolphin’s letter, however, raises 
other issues and calls to mind 
more recent history. A direct 
response is required.

We now have a president who 
has used racially divisive speech 
in furtherance of his personal and 
political agenda. The examples 
are many: the “Mexican judge”; 
the “very fine people” on “both 
sides” of a Nazi/neo-Klan rally; 
immigrants as “rapists” and 
“criminals”; etc. Even those who 
support him must worry about 
the effect on justice for all and the 
quality of our democracy of these 
win-at-all-costs tactics.

We did not, however, expect 
the “Trump Style” to make 
inroads here in Alameda, espe-
cially in a letter authored by 
the Co-President of the City of 
Alameda Democratic Club.

And how else to character-
ize Dolphin’s letter that stereo-
types along racial lines (including 
recalling the old “yellow wave” 
slur) and mocks the speech of 
those who dared disagree with 
her call to repeal the Costa-
Hawkins Act? She wrote:

“The vast majority of those 
bussed to the hearing at the 
Capitol by the California 
Apartment and Realtors lobby 
were those representing a wave 
of investors from China yelling, 
‘No, no, no!’ Heard throughout 

the crowd: ‘I come here for the 
market!’ This to the embarrass-
ment of the lobbyists attempting 
to paint human decency into their 
equation.” 

It is doubtful that Dolphin 
knows much, if anything, about 
the people she insulted or the 
actual makeup of “the crowd”. 
But whatever their race, place of 
origin, or mastery of the language 
— all totally irrelevant to the leg-
islative issue — they are just as 
decent as you and I, Dolphin, or 
anyone else. 

Dolphin began her letter with 
the following excuse: “It is not 
my style to speak in incendiary 
fashion but it’s time to up the 
ante.” Wrong again. It is fine to 
“up the ante” when that means 
adding substance to a debate. But 
we believe that Alamedans gener-
ally, including the membership of 
the City of Alameda Democratic 
Club, join in rejecting Dolphin’s 
style of “incendiary” rhetoric and 
the stain it puts on our public 
discourse. 

Joe Lo Paro is an Alameda 
Realtor and resident.

Incendiary Rhetoric 
Stains Public Dialog

Commentary


