
6    Feb. 22, 2018      www.alamedasun.com Alameda Sun

 

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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Co-president explains
Editor:

I was saddened to read the 
responses (“Incendiary Rhetoric 
Stains Public Dialog” Feb. 15) to my 
letter on the Sacramento action to 
repeal Costa Hawkins (“Open Letter 
on Rent Control Setback,” Jan 25). 
But first, while it stung, thank you 
so very much for caring enough to 
reach out. I am truly sorry if I came 
across as racist and xenophobic. If 
you look at my record or followed 
my work in Alameda I think you’ll 
see nothing could be further from 
the truth.

My concern after the Sacramento 
hearing on repealing Costa Hawkins 
remains that the large real estate and 
California Apartment Association 
lobbies who — through a long stand-
ing campaign of fear, threats and 
intimidation — have co-opted the 
legitimate concerns of our “mom-
and-pop” small property owners. By 
doing so, they have leveraged a false 
equivalence that tears our commu-
nity apart to this day.

This false equivalence is that the 
concerns of small property owners 
are the same as those of the interna-
tional conglomerates. Seeing small 
owners lined up in Sacramento 
defending the huge lobbies was sad 
and concerning. We are being asked 
to believe that these two distinct 
stakeholders must have a “one size 
fits all” solution to “rent control.”

My objection to what transpired 
in Sacramento had nothing to do 
with the nationality of the inves-
tors, but rather the commodifica-
tion of housing by large conglomer-
ates. I would greatly appreciate your 
thoughts on these two distinct mar-
kets: mom-and-pop vs. international 
conglomerates. Maybe we can help 
ease the fever in our community 
by re-introducing mom-and-pop to 
what we all know is a beautiful little 
city in which to be a landlord.

If I signed as co-president of the 
Democratic Club that was an error. I 
wear many hats and I cannot speak 
for the club, only myself. The open 
letter was written as Gaby Dolphin.

Thank you again for taking the 
time to make known your thoughts 
and concerns. I hope we don’t allow 
ourselves to be distracted from the 
issue at hand, which is providing 
housing and rent stabilization. 

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Let me get this straight 
Editor:

U.S. Rep. Maxine Waters has 
voiced her fear that President 
Donald Trump will get us into a 
nuclear war with North Korea.  

Hmm! If we get nuked by North 
Korea it would be by missiles built 
with technology given to China by 
Bill Clinton, funded by money given 
to Iran by Barack Obama, with war-
heads developed from Uranium sold 
to Russia by Hillary Clinton, refined 
by Iran to weapons-grade Plutonium 
in centrifuges bought from Russia 
with money provided by Obama.

Now let’s be clear on this! 
Trump is a “traitor” because he 
has consistantly opposed the for-
mer administration. Got it!

— Bruce Elerick

We all agree there is a 
housing crisis, but ...
Editor:

We all agree that there is a hous-
ing crisis in the Bay Area but how to 
fix it is where we disagree. Rent con-
trol seems to be the knee-jerk reac-
tion that will solve all our problems 
even though it has been proven over 
and over not to work in the long run.

Let’s start to look at real ways 
to solve the problem. Building new 
apartments is a start, but it takes 
time. Alameda has not built any mul-
tiple-unit housing, other than those 
allowed under recent density legis-
lation, since 1973 when Measure A 
passed. Alameda voters then chose 
not to increase the housing supply 
and we are all now feeling its effects. 

If we, as a community, feel that 
housing is a basic right then we all 
need to pay into a system to sup-
port that. It is patently unfair to put 
the burden solely on the landlords 
when it is a problem that they did 
not create alone.

I would propose that we pass 
a parcel tax that goes to funding 
housing subsidies for tenants who 
need help. The current hospital tax 
is $298 per parcel and generates 
purportedly $7 million every year. 
Certainly that kind of investment 
can be made by the community for 
rent stabilization. 

We wouldn’t need to create 
another bureaucracy as it already 
exits. We have a Section 8 pro-
gram administered by the Housing 
Authority. We could make it avail-
able to anyone whose rent exceed-
ed a certain percentage of their 
income. Another option would be 
to have the city or the Housing 
Authority buy existing income 
properties with these funds and 
make them available to tenants 
that need assistance. 

Either option would require the 
financial support of all of Alameda 
but would spread the responsibil-
ity of “fixing” the housing problem 
to everyone rather than one group 

of residents. Rent control treats all 
tenants the same. Not all are strug-
gling and there are tenants who have 
higher incomes than their landlords. 
The same goes for landlords. Some 
are corporations that own large com-
plexes and others a mom and pop 
with a single duplex.  

The definition of insanity is doing 
the same thing over and over expect-
ing a different result. Looking to rent 
control to solve the problem is just 
that. Let’s finally do something that 
will work! If you have other sugges-
tions that involve a creative way 
to solve this other than rent con-
trol please contact me or your City 
Councilmembers.

— Karen Miller

Open letter on schools
The Alameda Sun received a 

copy of this letter.

Teachers and students  
of Alameda:

I’m disgusted at the fact that I’ve 
begged and pleaded for years to no 
avail that our school district replace 
its current system with “Run, Hide, 
Fight,” so that goodness forbid our 
children ever were to find themselves 
in the horrible position they have 
all the resources available to protect 
themselves — and one another — and 
see, know and report any signs that 
may keep anything from happening 
in the future.

Not any one of these schools 
assumed it would happen to them 
and not enough parents know how to 
educate their children or feel comfort-
able teaching their children. 

I ask that this very easy training 
be mandatory. It’s so simple, offered 
locally and can be requested at any 
time. There are even videos online 
of other counties and districts that 
have implemented it, including Los 
Angeles. 

I also ask that along with the 
National Women’s March Organizers 
that we all: parents, teachers and 
students, show our solidarity in 
consideration of all the innocent 
children’s lives that have been lost 
unnecessarily. We need to stand 
up to the laws, loopholes, lobbying 
and mass killing machines that have 
no business being in the hands of 
these offenders. 

Please ask, encourage and 
spread the word to stage a national 
student walkout on Wednesday, 
March 14, to protest the egregious 
gun violence in America. 

— Leah Ackerman

Dan Pan
In response to the open letter 

to the members of the Alameda 
City Council authored by Gabrielle 
Dolphin, Co-president of the 
Alameda City Democratic club, 
(“Open Letter on Rent Control 
Setback,” Jan. 25) we are writing 
this letter on behalf of the Bay Area 
Homeowners Network (BAHN) to 
address not only the facts of the 
letter, but also the clear bias that 
Dolphin included against Chinese 
minority owners.

Many Chinese members of 
BAHN voluntarily took part in the 
protest against AB1506 at the State 
Capitol a few weeks ago. Dolphin 
wrongfully identified them as “a 
wave of investors from China” or 
for being “paid for the participa-
tion.” The fact is that the majority 
of the participants are small mom-
and-pop landlords in America, who 
own maybe one, two or just a few 
units here and there. 

Like many hard-working families 
in the Bay Area they have full-
time jobs and saved hard-earned 
money to buy their properties, and 
manage their rental property after 
work, weekdays, weekends and 
even holidays. Many of them are 
counting on this extra source of 

income to make ends meet and to 
prepare for retirement. They are 
at the same financial level as their 
tenants, just in a different stage of 
their lives.

The current rent-control laws 
put unjust burden on small mom-
and-pop landlords requiring them 
to sacrifice their financial well-
being to subsidize renters’ lifestyle.  
Housing shortage is a social prob-
lem, and it is only fair for the whole 
of society to pitch in.

We are extremely outraged and 
disheartened from being unfairly 
singled out by the harsh words of 
Dolphin and the hatred directed 
towards Chinese minority own-
ers despite the fact that a very 
diverse group of housing providers 
from all backgrounds showed up in 
Sacramento that day. 

Don’t we deserve some respect 
from society for providing afford-
able housing to many tenants? 
Aren’t we entitled to voice and 
express our opinions and view-
points? Can’t we stand up to defend 
and protect our own property 
rights?

It is sad that housing provid-
ers and renters are presented as 
enemies in the letter. In reality, 
we are naturally bound together 

Response to Rent 
Control Open Letter

Commentary

for each other’s needs. We, as 
Californians, must not revert to 
the painful history of housing 
shortage, which fortunately the 
Costa Hawkins Act has provided 
with some relief.   

Extreme rent-control policies 
damage both sides in the long 
run. Many cities have proved that 
restrictive rent-control policies 
greatly decrease housing supply, 
increase rent and seriously damage 
business relationships. Dolphin’s 
misleading letter hurts and divides 
our communities further. 

In lieu of fighting with each 
other, housing providers and 
tenants would do well to work 
together to solve the housing 
problem.

Dan Pan is a member of the 
BAHN Board Directors.

Don’t we deserve 
some respect 
from society for 
providing afford-
able housing to 
many tenants?

Barbara Smith
Reading the letters and commen-

taries from Alameda residents Peter 
Muzio (“Costa Hawkins Repeal Not 
Such a Disaster,” Feb. 1); Jeffrey Smith 
(“Platitudes Won’t Solve Housing 
Crisis,” Feb. 15); and Joe LoParo 
(“Incendiary Rhetoric Stains Public 
Dialog,” Feb. 15) rebutting Gabrielle 
Dolphin’s letter (“Open Letter on 
Rent Control Setback,” Jan. 25) made 
me proud to be an Alamedan. The 
comments were polite, well written, 
intelligently thought out and pre-
sented simple truths. 

Alameda cannot provide hous-
ing, affordable or not, for many 
more, let alone the 7 billion who 
may “all belong here.” Rent con-
trol is aimed at the result, not the 
cause. And what it does is as one 
sided as was Assemblyman Rob 
Bonta who invited tenant groups to 
Sacramento for the hearings, while 
ignoring everyone else.

Alameda is an island. Increased 
traffic due to the hundreds and 
thousands of approved additional 
units is creating an Alameda ver-
sion of Dante’s Inferno. Justifying 
these units by designating some 
to be affordable, (read subsidized 
either by direct tax dollars or indi-
rectly through loss of tax dollars 
made up by other means) is just 
another torment. Taxpayers are 
subsidizing the developers’ profits 
both financially and with the loss of 
quality in our lives. 

Traffic is increasing with the 
city absorbing most of the costs of 
services for these additional resi-
dents, spreading our thin budget 
further. None of our state “repre-
sentatives” has taken Alameda’s 
unique island configuration into 
consideration when demanding the 
Island provide thousands of new 
units. Alameda cannot provide all 
the housing, nor can it absorb the 

traffic of even the more than 4,800 
planned new units.

Years ago, Alameda had the 
option to try to link with the 
BART spur that now runs from the 
Coliseum to the Oakland Airport. 
The hookup was to go to Bay Farm 
Island and then the airport. Our 
elected leaders said “No, not inter-
ested,” without seeking residents’ 
input. Now that the city is going 
broke paying for former employ-
ee retirements, staff is spending 
thousands of dollars conducting a 
survey seeking input on priorities 
for government services for which 
they claim there are no funds. 

This was pro forma eye wash 
as staff already planned a multi-
million-dollar bond issue for June’s 
primary ballot to pay for some of 
these unfunded “needs.” These pri-
orities are items that government 
should do as a matter of course 
and included: reduce traffic, fix 
our roads, maintain our parks and 
prepare for disasters. 

Items not included in the survey 
included: 

n Pay $310,000 for a June 
Special Election to place a $95 mil-
lion tax on property.

n Reduce pension payouts that 
will bankrupt our city. 

n Replace Lum Elementary 
School.

n Pay Vice-Mayor Malia Vella 
and Councilmember Jim Oddie’s 
tens of thousands of dollars in 
defense costs for charges of alleged 
malfeasance in office.

It is time our current elect-
ed “leaders” Vella, Oddie and 
Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft represent 
the best interests of the majority 
of Alamedans, not a vocal minor-
ity. The firefighters stood by and 
watched a mentally ill Raymond 
Zack drown himself in waist-high 
water because they didn’t have 
the “needed” boat. The city then 

rewarded them with a boat, a new 
fire station, more new equipment 
and three firefighter positions for 
communications that are staffed in 
other cities by lesser-paid civilians. 

While City Manager Jill Keimach 
was deciding whether to hire 
a fire chief from the outside ver-
sus the former union president, 
Councilmembers reportedly made a 
veiled threat, suggesting, “the selec-
tion of their candidate would be 
in the interest of labor peace and 
would avoid an incident similar to 
the one involving Raymond Zack.” 

Yes, Alameda needs a vision for 
the future. For example:

n Bank some of the land at 
Alameda Point. Save it for the ulti-
mate new crossing whatever form 
that takes. 

n Stop giving companies like 
Google sweetheart deals that drive 
up demand and cost for housing, 
and then when they have had 
enough, leave for cheaper pastures.

n Raise our minimum wage 
— beginning with all city employ-
ees — to that of cash strapped 
Oakland, $14 per hour. Give entry-
level employees enough money so 
that they can live in Alameda. 

n Provide subsidies to renters 
who need it, don’t force families 
to live in one-bedroom apartments 
with three children.  

n Plan for the school district to 
pay some $35 million for a new Lum 
Elementary School. 

n Ask the residents if Alameda 
should support spending $40 mil-
lion to create the Rolls Royce of 
Homeless Resources for the 204 
homeless in Alameda next to 
the beach at Crab Cove; that’s 
$196,078.43 per person. Should 
Alameda to be the go-to city for 
free medical and drug treatment for 
those experiencing homelessness 
from all over the region? 

n If the buildings at Crab Cove 

are, or can be, made seismically 
safe, should we try to get it for the 
school district? 

Government service used to 
be an honor. Those hired were 
respected for their selflessness. 
Our city needs to stop spending 
all tax dollars and more on their 
own salaries and pensions and 
focus on the basic responsibili-
ties of government.  

Most importantly the city 
needs a vision and a budget that 
includes all governmental ser-
vices prioritized from true input 
from residents, not just prese-
lected options by staff. Our city 
management is not just biting the 
hand that feeds them, but killing 
the body.

Barbara Thomas is a former 
vice-mayor and city councilmember. 

What Alameda Needs is Vision, not Rhetoric
Commentary


