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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.

The award-winning publication by Stellar Media Group, Inc.
An Adjudicated Newspaper Established 2001

Eric J. Kos & Dennis Evanosky
Publishers

Ekene Ikeme, Sports & Web Editor

Colin Close, Graphic Designer

Jeannie Rodriguez, Finance

Jillian Strahler, Classified Advertising

Cindy Pelletier, Display Advertising

Contributors
Gil Michaels, Irene Dieter, Richard Bangert,  

Mike Rosati, Mike Lano, Robin Seeley,  

Jeffrey R. Smith, Maurice Ramirez, Frances Martinez

The Alameda Sun is a member of:

3215J Encinal Avenue, Alameda, CA 94501

Editorial n 510-263-1470
Advertising n 510-263-1471

Finance/Production n 510-263-1472
Fax n 510-263-1473

www.alamedasun.com

We convey the Alameda experience, both past and 
present, through an informative, financially viable 

community newspaper, in print and online.

SUN STAFF

23,500 copies delivered 
FREE Every Thursday

No viable solution
Editor:

With off-Island traffic impacted 
by closure of one or both lanes 
through the Posey tube, Alameda 
residents experienced gridlocked 
traffic on Park Street. Mid-day, not 
morning commute hours, both 
lanes of Park Street were backed 
up to Central Avenue, slowly 
crawling, a few cars per signal 
toward the bridge.

Is this what we can expect as 
commonplace as rampant devel-
opment proceeds unchecked on 
our Island? No viable solution has 
been presented to deal with our 
traffic congestion. The integrity 
of traffic studies has been quite 
questionable. Why should Island 
residents accept this future as 
a fait accompli by our Planning 
Board and City Council? Whose 
interests do they truly represent?

— Brock De Lappe

The day it wasn’t so bad
Editor:

I hope you enjoyed Monday’s 
gridlock traffic due to the tun-
nel being closed because, due 
to rapid over-development, we 
will eventually be seeing more of 
the same, permanently. A major-
ity of voters keep electing City 
Councilmembers who owe their 
seats to large developers. We now 
have a Council majority who does 
their bidding. 

Vice-Mayor Malia Vella along 
with Councilmembers Jim Oddie 
and Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft report-
edly had “unknown” deep pockets 
helping their elections. Smartly, 
these out-of-town interests mailed 
in many hit pieces attacking their 
opponents rather than contribut-
ing directly to their campaigns. 

If we keep electing the develop-
ers’ friends we may someday look 
back fondly at Monday’s gridlock as 
the day that traffic wasn’t “so bad.”

— Leland Traiman

Gridlock in Alameda
Editor:

Monday’s impressive urban-
scale gridlock in Alameda caused 
by the unplanned eastbound 
Posey Tube closure is a taste of 
things to come. Some of you may 
have noticed the recent proposal 
from Oakland and Caltrans to re-
work the Oakland end of both 
the Posey and Webster tubes, a 
project that’s planned to start in a 
couple of years. The plan that was 
up for comment will change the 
way the Tubes connect to I-880 

North, will narrow the roadway to 
allow for wider biking and walking 
paths on both sides, will lower 
the speed limit to 25 and hints at 
a bus-only lane. 

Even if the end result is no 
worse in terms of traffic flow than 
today, the construction itself will 
inevitably cause intermittent par-
tial or complete tube closures 
over a period of many months. 
My guess is based on observing 
the snail-slow construction of the 
two I-880 overpasses that “serve” 
us today. 

Prepare to swim, row, paddle or 
sail if you want to get to the main-
land. Would anyone like to help me 
set up a zip line to Jack London 
Square? Water taxi, hyperloop?

— George Petrov

Carmageddon Island
Editor:

March 19 was a disaster in 
Alameda. Every intersection on the 
East End backed up to Otis Drive 
practically, all because one two-
lane vulnerable tube was closed. 
My family lived on the West End in 
2004 and it was hard to get out. Now 
it’s almost impossible with so many 
dwellings added west of Webster 
Street. If there were a disaster of 
some kind today, lives would have 
been lost, no doubt. 

I live near a bridge. There aren’t 
many boats that go by; almost all 
are pleasure craft. Maybe they 
could go around the other way 
since there are so many working 
people, buses, ambulances and 
trucks that need to come and go 
every day. 

Why not restore the estuary to 
something like its natural state? 
Then we can have an actual road 
in and out of town. Much safer in 
an earthquake and plenty of room 
for a bike path and light rail. 

If we want to add lots of hous-
ing let’s be realistic. There aren’t 
many jobs in Alameda that will 
earn enough to buy a “starter” 
house in the 94501. People have to 
get off the Island in the morning to 
go to work.

— David W. Sayen

Response to letter on 
Island development
Editor:

I am responding to a recent 
letter (“Millennial Weighs in on 
Island Development,” March 
15) that contained a criticism 
of Alameda Citizens Task Force 
(ACT) suggestions. The letter took 
issue with the idea of increas-

ing the city’s minimum inclusionary 
rate, which currently requires that 
developers provide just 15 percent 
affordable housing. ACT also sug-
gested that developers be required 
to pay a substantial affordable-
housing impact fee of $20,000 or 
more for each market-priced unit 
they build, thus giving the city a 
fund from which to finance dedi-
cated, affordable housing. 

The letter writer asserts that 
that these are “unfinanceable 
requirements,” but provides no 
data to support her conclusion.

San Francisco has a significantly 
higher inclusionary rate for multi-
story buildings and has been much 
more successful than Alameda in 
building affordable housing. Thanks 
to the efforts of Renewed Hope 
Housing Advocates, Alameda Point 
has an inclusionary rate of 25 per-
cent. A developer at the Point that 
is providing 200 affordable units 
out of a total unit count of 800. This 
waives the state-mandated market-
rate unit density bonus and allows 
it to build hundreds of additional 
market rate units. It also provides 
extraordinary funding of infrastruc-
ture! Why does a 25 percent inclu-
sionary rate not make sense for all 
of Alameda?

San Carlos, Fremont, Berkeley, 
San Luis Obispo County and San 
Mateo County have all implement-
ed a $20,000 impact fee. In fact, 
Alameda has an affordable-housing 
impact fee for commercial develop-
ments that produce jobs, but not 
the income for their employees to 
afford to live here. At the same 
time, Alameda fails to have such a 
fee in place for residential develop-
ers, though they create a scarcity of 
building sites for affordable housing 
by filling all of the space with mar-
ket-rate units. (Alameda has twice 
approved the market-rate-unit goal 
in its current Housing Element, but 
only one third of the affordable-unit 
goal.)

I also take issue with the letter’s 
assertion that much of the oppo-
sition to residential development 
projects like Encinal Terminals is 
“kabuki dancing” to cover the real 
intent of stopping the development 
of affordable housing in Alameda. 
ACT opposes overdevelopment of 
market-rate housing while paying 
lip service to affordable housing 
and making sure that each pro-
posed development is sustainable 
in terms of environment, traffic, 
safety and financial impact on the 
city.

The letter also asserts that the 
Encinal Terminals project rejected 
by the City Council was a sustainable 
and healthy development. Without 
going into a lengthy discussion of 
the defects of that project, suffice 
it to say that the project did not 
convince a single Councilmember 
to make a motion to approve it. This 
from a Council that has approved 
several large developments in the 
past four years.

I fully agree with the letter’s 
assertion of the unique benefits of 
infill development, but that does 
not mean that we buy the glossy 
brochures of developers, hook, line 
and sinker. We must first develop 
the standards to assure sustainable 
development and then look at each 
project with a critical eye to deter-
mine if it meets those standards.

— Paul S Foreman, ACT 
Steering Committee Member

Meet public officials
Editor:

The League of Women Voters 
Alameda (LWVA) invites all mem-
bers of the community to Meet 
Your Public Officials (MYPO) at its 
annual mixer and fundraiser on 
Thursday, April 5, from 5:30 to 7:30 
p.m. in the Elks Lodge ballroom.

At MYPO you can “speed date” 
your elected and appointed repre-
sentatives by signing up for a five-
minute, one-on-one conversation.  
What better way to make your voice 
heard than to chat with the Mayor 
and members of the City Council, 
city and county school boards, 
Alameda Heath Care District, AC 
Transit Board, police and fire chiefs, 
plus our City Manager, transporta-
tion director and community devel-
opment director?

Featured among the auction 
items is a seven-night stay at the 
magnificent Kidani Village in Disney 
World’s Animal Kingdom. Enjoy 
catered appetizers plus wine and 
beer from our no-host bar. 

Rasheed Shabazz
Alameda must face its history 

and rid itself of white suprema-
cist symbols in public spaces. 
Unfortunately, the Alameda Sun 
editorial (“Rewriting history now,” 
March 15) supports the status 
quo of having parks, schools and 
streets named after men who have 
committed genocide, held racist 
views and were enslavers of human 
beings by obscuring the issue and 
stifling discussion of Alameda’s his-
tory, its public spaces, and institu-
tionalized racism.

The Sun’s publishers call for 
placing public spaces or monu-
ments in proper context and sugges-
tion that the efforts to rename these 
memorials rest on the fallacy of pre-
sentism. Sadly, they misinterpreted 
the context, perpetuated historical 
myth and fallacy, and used their 
platform not to further understand 
our Island’s history but to muddle a 
dialogue about memory and public 
memorials.

First of all, I hope the students 
and families that petitioned to 
rename their school after learn-
ing about Henry H. Haight’s views 
about white racial superiority don’t 
settle for “someone less racist,” and 
instead rename their school after 
someone who or something which 
embodies the values of freedom, 
justice and equality. 

Second, not all historians agree 
that President Abraham Lincoln 
“freed the slaves.” Many historians 
argue that enslaved Africans freed 
themselves. The Lincoln “freed 
the slaves” myth is a commonly 
held view that obscures Lincoln’s 
very own racist and colonial views 
about Black people and implies 
African people lacked agency in 
their freedom struggle. 

Third, I place the effort to 
rename Haight within a global con-
text. Communities throughout the 
world are removing monuments to 
colonialism, and other symbols of 
oppression, like Confederate statues, 
are falling down across this country.

A proper question and con-
text might be to ask when and 

why Alameda parks were named 
after slaveowners? In 1909, when 
three new city parks opened and 
were named after U.S. Presidents, 
according to Woodruff Minor’s 
Alameda at Play, Alameda Park was 
renamed after Andrew Jackson. 
Why did city leaders chose Jackson 
instead of 19 other presidents? It is 
of note that this renaming occurred 
at a time when the erection of 
Confederate monuments reached a 
peak, according to a 2017 chart by 
the Southern Poverty Law Center. I 
do not know the intention of those 
that selected the name, though I am 
interested to know it, but the writ-
ers didn’t even ask that question. 
This leads to my fourth point.

Their argument that people today 
should not judge decisions of prede-
cessors’ actions based upon today’s 
moral standards, our own present 
perspectives, or on newly available 
information. This claim neglects an 
important reality: white supremacy 
is not the only standard. To use more 
specific examples, just as Black and 
Chinese Californians opposed the 
anti-democratic and racist views of 
Henry H. Haight, Native Americans, 
Africans and white abolitionists had 
different interests and perspectives 
than Andrew Jackson. Were their 
lives and perspectives not “perti-
nent”? Or perhaps dissident voices 
were just ignored, marginalized or 
silenced.

Lastly, the intentionally ludi-
crous example referencing Oak 
Street and Eagle Avenue are false 
analogies that trivialize an impor-
tant discussion about public memo-
rials. The suggestion also echoes 
the slippery slope arguments used 
by some defenders of Haight. 

Chinua Achebe once wrote, 
“Until the lions have their own his-
torians, the history of the hunt will 
always glorify the hunter.” There is a 
distinction between historical writ-
ing, which critically engages people, 
places and events, and public spac-
es that venerate individuals with-
out any context. Public memorials 
like Haight School and Jackson Park 
adulate these men uncritically, pro-

Confronting Racist Symbols  
in Alameda’s Public Spaces

Commentary

LWVA is an active political organi-
zation of women and men dedicated 
to making democracy work. It does 
not support or oppose any political 
party or candidate, but we do take 
positions on public policy issues at 
the national, state and local levels. 

Additional candidates’ nights 
and ballot measure pros and cons 
forums have been set for April 
26, May 3 and 10, from 7 to 9 
p.m. Further information is at 
LWVAlameda.org. 

— Georgia Gates Derr, 
President, LWVA

Lovin’ on the Sun
The Alameda Sun staff recently 

received these kind reviews from 
new and renewing subscribers.

Great local paper!
— M.E. Cannon & Judy Wagner

Love your weekly fishwrap!
— Margie Siegel

Thank you for the Sun!
— Harlan and Ann Richter

Alameda Sun, Eric Kos:
Enclosed is a check for $30. I look 

forward to reading the Alameda Sun 
with all the local news. Keep up the 

good work. You and your staff are 
appreciated so much. 

A very senior citizen,
— Louise Grayson

Keep up the great work!
— Cary and Cynthia Taylor

Happy to help you stay in circu-
lation. Keep up the good work!

— Jim and Carmen Sprecher

Editor:
We owe you for a total of 16 

years prior to our new subscription 
last year. Thank you for the out-
standing service that you provide 
to our community. We appreciate it!

— Reina Galanes & Kingmun Siu

Editor’s note: These generous 
subscribers, Reina and Kingmun, 
just contributed $400, the value of 
16 years’ worth of subscriptions to 
the Alameda Sun bottom line. With 
support like this, the Sun looks for-
ward to another 16 years of service 
to Alameda. While we never solicit 
donations, we very much appreciate 
any level of contributions Alamedans 
send us. Please keep in mind, the Sun 
remains a for-profit company and any 
donations cannot be written off on 
tax returns. Thanks to everyone who 
finds a way to support us!

vide no context of their lives and 
omit the histories of the peoples 
these men oppressed.

This dialogue and renaming 
of public space also reflects and 
requires reflections of power. 
As two white male historians 
that own a newspaper, The Sun 
publishers’ voices and views 
influence Alameda’s narrative. 
Instead of preempting discussion 
of renaming public spaces that 
honor people with histories of 
genocide, racial oppression and 
slavery with limited framing, it 
would be of benefit to utilize plat-
forms and privileges to enable 
discussions of race and memory. 

Perhaps the Sun can support 
a call for a commission to exam-
ine Alameda’s public spaces, 
similar to other cities and states 
grappling with their legacies of 
white supremacy and systemic 
oppression. Historical research 
can examine streets, parks, 
schools and public facilities in 
Alameda and assess their place 
as symbols in the public square, 
beyond the one-sentence con-
trasting examples the editorial 
included.

Ultimately, removing the sym-
bols of systemic oppression from 
public spaces is not historical 
negationism or “rewriting history 
now.” Historians do refine and 
revise histories, however, as new 
information, approaches and 
perspectives emerge. Alameda 
has an opportunity to reexamine 
our history and develop more 
accurate and comprehensive 
narratives, beyond the hagi-
ography that comprises much 
of Alameda’s historiography.  
Alameda can create more inclu-
sive public spaces, better than 
those memorializing men with 
malicious records. 

Of course renaming Jackson 
Park to Justice Park will not lib-
erate the Africans he enslaved 
at the Hermitage, return land to 
the Native Americans forcibly 
resettled in the “Trail of Tears,” 
or resurrect those he murdered. 
However, honoring those he dis-
honored would be a symbolic 
move towards justice.

Rasheed Shabazz is an author, 
communicator and educator 
raised in West Alameda. 


