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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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Bonta is two thirds 
right on repeal
Editor:

Assemblymember Rob Bonta 
makes his case for promoting 
affordable housing by repealing 
the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing 
Act, the state law that prohibits 
local governments from control-
ling rents (“Boldness Required 
on Affordability Crisis,” April 6). 
Costa-Hawkins prevents rent con-
trol on post-1995 new construc-
tion, single-family residences and 
rentals to new tenants after the for-
mer tenant has voluntarily vacated 
(called vacancy decontrol).

Bonta is right to support 
repeal of the first two provisions 
of the current law. I see no reason 
why cities should not have the 
option of controlling rents on all 
rental units, regardless of when 
built or the size of the property. 
However, I believe that repealing 
the vacancy decontrol provision 
would be a bad mistake.

Many of Alameda’s resident 
landlords have friendly relation-
ships with their tenants and rarely 
raise their rents. As a result these 
rents fall far below market. Many 
landlords are OK with this, know-
ing that they can restore their 
rentals to market rates when their 
tenants voluntarily leave. 

If the vacancy decontrol provi-
sion of Costa-Hawkins is repealed,  
tenant groups will lobby city coun-
cils to include provisions in rent-
control ordinances that limit the 
amount of rent charged to a new 
tenant, thus penalizing a socially 
conscious landlord for refraining 
from increasing his tenant’s rent.

I believe that the repeal of 
vacancy decontrol will cause 
Alameda landlords to raise their 
rents every year at least up to the 
current 5 percent trigger contained 
in our Alameda Rent Stabilization 
Ordinance in order to keep pace 
with the market. Thus, the effect 
of repealing vacancy decontrol will 
be the opposite of what is intend-
ed. It will raise rents on current 
tenants instead of stabilizing them.

— Paul S Foreman

AMP: the little  
engine that can’t
Editor:

In the interest of environ-
mental justice and the crushing 
need to take action now on cli-
mate change, last week’s com-
mentary, (“AMP Supports Growth 
of Renewable Energy,” April 13) 
includes more of the same mis-

leading, inaccurate and false 
statements regarding the recent 
attacks on net energy metering; 
meetings concerned residents 
have had with the Public Utilities 
Board (PUB); and the recently re-
instituted sale of renewable geo-
thermal power to Shell Oil.

The article Alameda Municipal 
Power (AMP) General Manager 
Nicolas Pescos has written is a 
political document. It spins and 
obscures facts regarding climate 
change and energy issues every 
Alamedan either is, or sorely needs 
to be, concerned with. This kind 
of article lulls the public to sleep 
thinking all is well. It is heartbreak-
ing to see people who don’t under-
stand the big picture (both eco-
nomic and ecologic) running the 
show at Alameda’s utility company.

Is Alameda aware of how out 
of step it is with the policies being 
put forth on solar, solar storage 
and electric vehicles in this state? 
The discussions at the California 
Public Utilities Commission and 
the San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission are entirely different. 
The roofs of all San Francisco’s 
Mission Bay buildings are being 
populated with solar while Alameda 
Point is ignored as an after-thought, 
an unconcerning project.

AMP and the PUB must be 
engaged by Alamedans. It is wise 
and appropriate to question author-
ity in this era of rapid change and 
we have before us a classic example. 
Fundamental changes are critical if 
Alameda is to have any hope of 
participating in the ground-breaking 
energy networks now being imple-
mented across the state. But it 
appears AMP is a 20th-century util-
ity unable to adapt to the 21st.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Response on housing 
crisis commentary
Editor:

I read Assemblymember Rob 
Bonta’s article (“Affordability Crisis 
Requires Boldness,” April 6.) I 
believe Bonta’s proposals are com-
pletely misguided. Prices are forced 
up when the demand exceeds 
the supply. Repealing the Costa-
Hawkins Rental Housing Act will kill 
rental housing and no one will ever 
build another rental property. 

This is exactly the opposite of 
what is needed to bring supply 
into balance with demand. His 
conclusion that rent control alle-
viates the suffering of renters due 
to high prices is warped. Yes it 
steals property rights away from 
the people who purchased the 

property and transfers it to people 
with no investment in the property 
without any compensation but, it 
only allows the people who got here 
first to stay put. 

Without an increase in supply 
all the new people coming for the 
jobs that are being created will have 
to commute. He states that rent 
control and vacancy control allow 
people to live where they work. 

There is no difference if John, who 
got here first, stays put and Mark, 
who has just arrived, has to com-
mute or vice versa. The only way to 
solve the supply and demand prob-
lem is to require the City Council to 
issue permits for housing every time 
they issue permits for new business. 
Based on the consensus that there is 
a “crisis” the bold action would be to 
require the City Council to issue per-
mits for two beds for every one desk 
until balance is achieved.

His concept that rental property 
owners are solely responsible to sub-
sidize someone’s rent is bogus. Due 
to the failure of the City Council to 
keep the supply in balance with the 
demand, the freeways have become 
extremely crowded. This makes 
housing close to work more desirable 
than it used to be when people were 
happy to move to the suburbs. 

If people cannot afford to rent in 
the most desirable areas, what’s new 
about that? If the government thinks 
it has a responsibility to provide 
low-cost housing close to work for 
a percentage of the workforce, that 
is why they have the authority to do 
public-private partnerships like tax 
credit housing and section 8 vouch-
ers and to build public housing.

Bonta’s proposal to steal proper-
ty rights away from rental property 
investors is exactly the wrong idea.

— Peter Muzio

Democracy matters 
Editor:

Democracy matters and the future 
of our democracy is incumbent upon 
the development of communication 
and critical thinking skills of our 
young people. As President of the 
League of Women Voters Alameda 
(LWVA), I am happy that this his-
toric organization has embraced this 
challenge.  In partnership with the 
College of Alameda, (CoA). We’ve cre-
ated the Democracy Matters LWVA-
CoA High School Civics Scholarship 
Program to help prepare our youth 
to enter society informed and willing 
to engage in the government process 
with tested communication and criti-
cal thinking skills.

This year, the LWVA-CoA High 
School Civics Scholarship Program 
is conducting a speech tournament 
that will feature six students from 
Girls Inc., Alameda High and Alameda 
Science and Technology Institute.

These students were selected 
after submitting an online applica-
tion and a video tackling the topic: 
Should the Voting Age Be Reduced 
to 16? This Saturday, April 22, at 2 
p.m. in Building F at CoA, they will 
present their positions to the public 
before a panel of judges that include: 
Rep. Barbara Lee, Honorary Judge; 
Timothy Karas, President, College 
of Alameda; Alameda City Council 
Members Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft  and 
Jim Oddie; and Jane Yee, a Bay Area 
civil litigation attorney.

The winner will receive a $1,000 
scholarship, the runner-up, $500. 
All participants will earn a college 
credit in communications from CoA.

It is my hope that you will 
encourage your readers to attend 
and help support and encourage our 
high school students to understand 
not only how government works, but 
also the role citizens must play to 
make democracy work for all.

— Alice Fried, LWVA President

Pay attention to the 
world around you
Editor:

I find Bruce Elerick’s letter inter-
esting (“Why does everyone hate 
the President?” April 13).  

He clearly states that he doesn’t 
believe the most credible news 
sources, doesn’t respect others’ 
personal opinions and seems to be 
totally ignorant of the plethora of 
facts surrounding the current presi-
dent and his administration. 

My guess is that Elerick is seek-
ing affirmation for his own personal 
beliefs, which is fine. But personal 
beliefs are not necessarily facts. 
There are too many reasons why the 
president, his children and his close 

supporters have broken numerous 
laws and defied the constitution. 

The most grievous relate to 
the growing knowledge of his con-
nections with Russia. But beyond 
that, this president wants to dis-
mantle what other presidents have 
accomplished (not just Obama). 
The impact that these policies are 
having on women, children, the 
poor, immigrants and refugees, and 
all the others who are most vulner-
able in our society, is grievous. Not 
to mention the environment, clean 
air and water, national parks and 
the basic education of our children. 

I suspect that Elerick is probably 
a white male, financially comfortable, 
whose life is not affected by any of 
these changes, and therefore doesn’t 
see or understand what all the fuss 
is about. My suggestion for Elerick is 
to look deeper, research, learn, listen 
and think about the world around 
him. Maybe then he might under-
stand the reason why this president 
is so disliked and why impeachment 
is one option on the table.

— Janet Beatty

Double-barrel response
Editor:

On April 13, The Alameda Sun 
published two letters that, I feel, 
deserve responses. I would like to 
double up and respond to both:

In “Don’t Double Down on 
POTUS,” Marlene Kittleman thought-
fully questioned why Alameda would 
investigate President Donald Trump, 
when Congress is already doing it. 
The answer is simple. The resolution 
passed by the City Council on March 
7 did not ask Alameda to investi-
gate Trump. It urged Rep. Barbara 
Lee to press Congress to complete 
a thorough investigation, including 
impeachment, if indicated. 

As you know, we have one-party 
rule right now in Washington. It is 
very tough for people to investi-
gate their own party and President. 
There have been foot-dragging 
and even efforts, like those of 
Congressman Nunes, to compro-
mise the House investigation. 
Therefore, “we the people” need to 
keep the heat on. 

Cities across the country are 
passing resolutions similar to the 
one adopted by Alameda, and 
together, these resolutions are a 
clarion call to our Congress: do 
your job and conduct a transparent, 
thorough investigation. Whether 
you agree or not, let’s be clear 
about one thing: no one, including 
the City Council, intended Alameda 
itself to conduct the investigation.  

In “Why Does Everyone Hate the 
President?” Bruce Elerick asks two 
logical questions: 

First, why should Trump be 
impeached? Let’s remember that 
impeachment is an investigation, 
not a conviction (that would hap-
pen in the Senate). What allega-
tions need resolution through the 
impeachment process? There are 
two: The first involves Trump cam-
paign collusion with the Russian 
government (including a digital 
“break-in” to democratic headquar-
ters) to compromise the presiden-
tial election. The second includes 
violations of the emoluments clause 
of the Constitution. This prohibits 
the President from accepting gifts 
or other financial payments from 
foreign governments. 

Second, you ask about why peo-
ple hate Trump. People who want to 
investigate Trump are patriots who 
are loyal to country over politician. 
Hate may exist in the hearts of some 
who oppose Trump, but the para-
mount emotion is a deep and abid-
ing concern for the well-being of our 
country, its citizens and the world. 

I appreciate Elerick’s question 
because I always ask the same 
about our President Barack Obama. 
Why so much hate, when he seemed 
to be a decent man, calm and even-
tempered? Differ, one might, but 
why the hate? Maybe Elerick can 
shed some light.

— Katie Cameron
Alameda4Impeachment

Disgusting beyond words
Editor:

I’m responding to Bruce 
Elerick’s letter (“Why does every-
one hate the President,” April 13). 

I detest President Donald 
Trump, and I will never get over 
it. This, for me, is not about policy 
but about the character of the man. 
He made fun of a disabled reporter. 

I was especially disturbed 
by the sexually explicit remarks 
Trump made about his wife and 
daughter when speaking with 
Howard Stern and Robin Leach and 
on The Wendy Williams Show. In a 
complete non sequitur, Trump also 
tied the Vietnam War to his getting 
sexually transmitted diseases. 

He said John McCain is not a 
hero because he was captured. 
Trump does not like people who 
get captured. McCain is not a hero 
because his plane was shot down, 
he is a hero because when he had 
the chance to be freed McCain said 
no. He remained a prisoner because 
his men were still prisoners. 

I loathe Trump and I repeat, I will 
never, ever, get over it. The Alameda 
Sun editors responded to Elerick’s 
question about the vitriol directed 
at Trump by pointing out Trump’s 
tweets. I am pointing out words I have 
heard and you can hear them also.

If Elerick ever finds out what 
Trump’s detectives found in Hawaii 
about President Obama, please let 
us know. Although I do wonder why 
Trump did not send them to Kenya.

— Karen Green

Let us not forget
Editor:

As Alameda is a designated 
Coast Guard town, should we not 
be aware of significant events in the 
Guard’s history? The commission 
and naming of the fourth Legend 
class cutter is such an event.

Why was Douglas A. Munro a 
recipient of the Medal of Honor? On 
Sept. 27, 1942, Douglas A. Munro, 
Signalman First Class ,died heroical-
ly during the battle for Guadalcanal. 
He volunteered and successfully led 
five Higgins boats from the sea-
plane tender Ballard and evacuated 
a detachment if nearly five hun-
dred Marines from a point where 
Japanese opposition developed 
beyond anticipated dimensions and 
were faced with certain death. 

Reportedly Munro’s last word 
were “Did they get off?” The medal 
Honor was posthumously pre-
sented to his parents by President 
Roosevelt in May of 1943. As report-
ed by the Alameda Sun (“Munro 
Comes Home, April 13), Munro is 
the only United States Coast Guard 
recipient of the Medal of Honor.

— Chester Richard Bartalini, 
Capt., USCG Auxiliary District 

11NR Honor Guard, 2016 recipient 
of the Douglas A. Munro Award

Reasons are so many
Editor:

I’m writing in response to Bruce 
Elerick’s letter (“Why does everyone 
hate the President?” April 13). Elerick 
poses two questions Why President 
Donald Trump is hated?; why should 
he be impeached? I can’t speak for 
anyone but myself, but the list of the 
reasons why I personally despise the 

man would fill this entire publica-
tion, and then some. 

The fact that he’s a pathologi-
cal liar, has openly bragged about 
committing sexual assault and, 
for years, perpetrated the racist 
“birther” lie that sought to de-
legitimize our first black president, 
is probably a sufficient representa-
tion of the longer list.

As to the question of why he 
should be impeached, there are 
several points to be made. Off 
the top, he continues to violate 
the emoluments clause of the 
Constitution. He is also in violation 
of numerous ethics and nepotism 
regulations due to his refusal to 
divest from his business interests. 

He and his family continue to 
profit from policies he is imple-
menting as president, the extent of 
which remain unknown due to his 
refusal to release his tax returns. 
In addition, I believe it will be 
eventually revealed that he and his 
campaign colluded with Russian 
intelligence and Wikileaks to steal 
the election, rendering his entire 
administration illegitimate. 

These are all facts and not 
“imagined personal opinion.” I do, 
however have a personal opinion 
to offer in addition: he is an incom-
petent, petulant, incurious, unquali-
fied, inexperienced, narcissistic, 
unstable and dangerous man-child 
completely incapable of perform-
ing the duties of the most powerful 
office on the planet. I wake up daily 
depressed over the fact that our 
“leader” is leading us over a cliff 
from which there will be no return.

— Dr. Steven Heller

Admit to your bias
Editor:

In reference to the letter to 
the editor “Why does everyone 
hate the president?” April 13). I 
am very disappointed that the 
editor would insult his readers’ 
intelligence by stating “Not to 
take one side of the other...” and 
then make the statement that the 
nature of the president’s Tweets 
go a long way toward developing 
the hatred referenced in the letter.  

Really? You are not taking one 
side or the other? Furthermore, you 
did not respond to the request in 
the letter for someone to state why 
the president should be impeached. 
Perhaps the editor should have 
quoted Article 2, Section 4, of the 
United States constitution: “The 
President, Vice President and all 
civil Officers of the United States, 
shall be removed from Office on 
Impeachment for, and Conviction 
of, Treason, Bribery, or other 
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