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Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

What to do with the 
Harbor Bay Club
Editor:

What should we do with the 
Harbor Bay Club? That is an easy 
one to answer. Make it a luxury 
continuing-care retirement com-
munity with condos and villas. 
More than 13 percent of the 
Alameda population is older than 
65 and more than 24 percent are 
reaching 65. These are potential 
local candidates for supporting 
a retirement community in addi-
tion to retirees from outside the 
community. This would be an 
ideal location for one of these 
communities.

— George Cunningham

Follow study’s  
recommendations

The Alameda Sun received a 
copy of this letter. 

Honorable Mayor Trish Spencer, 
Vice Mayor Malia Vella, members 
of the City Council and Acting City 
Manager Liz Warmerdam:

Last October the League of 
Women Voters of Alameda (LWVA) 
urged the City Council to conduct 
an independent review of the pro-
cess to select a new fire chief. We 
commend you for authorizing the 
review and for releasing the investi-
gator’s findings to the public.

As a next step, LWVA urges the 
City Council to draft the revisions 

to the City Charter recommended 
by the investigator and to place the 
revisions on the November 2020 
ballot.

LWVA is a strong advocate for 
good government that is open, 
accountable and transparent. 
We applaud your actions to this 
point and look forward to seeing 
the recommended revisions on the 
November 2020 ballot. 

— Georgia Gates Derr, 
President; Ruth Dixon-Mueller, 

Vice President; Karen Butter and 
Felice Zensius, Co-chairs, Action 

Committee

What’s happening  
at Kamakura?
Editor:

An article in the Alameda Sun 
last January indicated Kamakura 
Restaurant was hoping to reopen 
this June (“Favorite Sushi Spot 
Scarred by Flames,” Jan. 19. 2017). I 
walk by there often and see no signs 
of construction or repair. Does any-
one know what the delay is? 

— Jerry Clancy

Editor’s note: A version of this 
letter was published at alamedasun.
com prior to editing and having 
appeared in print. It is not the policy 
nor intent of the Alameda Sun to 
publish material on its website prior 
to editing and publishing in print. 
As result of this error, the Sun has 
already received an online response 
which was not published online and 
instead appears here.

Neal Rodrigues
I think it is an adequate time for 

us, the residents of Alameda, both 
new and old, to have a fireside talk. 
As any well-informed Island resident 
knows via the news, an increas-
ing number of cities in the state 
are opting out of SB54, the state 
bill that makes California a “sanc-
tuary” state. Cities include Costa 
Mesa, Huntington Beach, Newport 
Beach, Fountain Valley, Aliso Viejo, 
Los Alamitos, Orange, San Juan 
Capistrano and Yorba Linda.

Now, now, I know what you well-
informed progressives of Alameda 
have been told by local political 
representatives as well as the 
local media. You’ve been told that 
sanctuary status makes us “safer.” 
Unfortunately this is a false narra-
tive and can be easily debunked. 

The facts are, 40 of 58 sheriffs 
in the state of California oppose 

sanctuary status. The National 
Sheriffs Association, the largest 
sheriffs organization in the state 
and country, vehemently opposes 
SB54 as well as sanctuary cities 
across California. 

In recent national and state 
polls, it has been concluded that 
the majority of Californians and 
Americans oppose sanctuary cit-
ies. The data is clear, Americans 
and Californians are fed up with 
illegal immigration.

Well then, the answer presents 
itself, why would our oh- so-enlight-
ened mayor and City Council, who 
believe themselves the “supreme 
moral authority” on the Island 
defend such an unpopular poli-
cy? The answer is clear. Our city 
representatives don’t care about 
real safety, they never have. They 
would rather score political points 
with the local populace to boost 
their re-election campaigns than 
keep our community safe by follow-
ing federal immigration law.

As a proud supporter of 
President Donald Trump in 
Alameda, I hope that more Alameda 
residents will come out and voice 
their opposition to our city’s illegal 
sanctuary city policy. 

I will be standing on Central 
and Park every weekend in May at 
noon voicing my opposition to our 
city’s sanctuary policy. I hope you 
will join me.

Neal Rodrigues is an Alameda 
resident.

Response on Sanctuary 
status in Island City 
Editor:

Kudos to Neal Rodrigues for 
exercising his right to voice the 
unpopular opinion (“End Sanctuary 
Status in Alameda” Friday, May 4). 
Kudos, too, to our city’s govern-
ment for having the guts to stand 
up against a repulsive national (and 
local) upwelling of xenophobia.

I’m proud to live in our sanctu-
ary city. In response to Rodrigues 
and those in his camp, I think our 
fair city should put up a giant stat-
ue with this inscription: “Give me 
your tired, your poor, Your hud-
dled masses yearning to breathe 
free, The wretched refuse of your 
teeming shore. Send these, the 
homeless, tempest-tossed to me, 
I lift my lamp beside the golden 
door!”

Oh, wait, that one’s already 
been taken.

— James Frank

End Sanctuary Status in Alameda
Commentary

Readers write in with 
support for Sun
Dear Eric:

I am always happy to pay for a 
subscription to the Alameda Sun 
because I appreciate all that you 
and Dennis do for our community 
and the paper’s stand for truth. 

Keep up the good work!
— Carol Chamberlin

Eric:
Thank you for the great job you 

do as publisher of the Alameda Sun. 
I do appreciate the many positive 
things you print, especially when it 
comes to students in Alameda. 

— Jan Ortner

We love your newspaper! We 
read it as soon as we get it! Very 
well done.

— Eileen & Robert DesMeules

Dennis & Eric:
Just a quick thank you note to 

you both!
I moved from the Island of 

Adventure, Alameda, in 2015, but 
continue to check in online and read 
your writings. They are always filled 
with interesting facts and history.

Please know you are appreciated.
— Susie Brown, Former  

member of Alameda Walks!

I have enjoyed reading your local 
paper since its inception. Your cov-
erage of local events keeps expand-
ing, making each publication that 
much more enjoyable. “Some people 
make the world more special. So 
happy you’re a part of mine.”

— Hubert Morgan

Thank you for all that you do!
— Deborah & Aaron Nelson

Eric: 
Keep up the good work. Thank 

you for your support of the Naval 
Air Museum. Keep up after City Hall.

— J. Terry Harrison

Jennifer Williams
On April 28, the Alameda 

Collaborative for Children Youth 
and Families, along with the City 
of Alameda, the Alameda Unified 
School District (AUSD), Alameda 
County Supervisor Wilma Chan, 
and Assemblymember Rob Bonta 
co-sponsored an event called “In 
the Mix,” an all-day workshop on 
mixed-race identity for youth, fam-
ilies, schools and our community. 

The day started with a power-
ful talk from Dr. Andrew Jolivette, 
professor and department chair of 
American Indian Studies, College of 
Ethnic Studies, San Francisco State. 

“We have to move beyond sim-
ply wanting our identities as mul-
tiracial to be accepted,” Jolivette 
said. “We have to at this stage in 
the multiracial movement, push 
for programs, services and events 
to speak to the real everyday chal-
lenges, problems, successes and 
triumphs of multiracial people.” 

One of the more moving pre-
sentations of the day included 
a panel of current and former 
Alameda students who identify as 
mixed-race, sharing their experi-
ences growing up in Alameda as 
mixed-race children. 

“What are you?” “Who are 
you?” “You are too light to be 
black.” These were common ques-
tions and comments that the panel 
acknowledged that they were 
asked growing up, navigating soci-
etal norms about what the “right” 
answer should be. 

“I am human, just like you,” 
one presenter said her response 
became, after tiring of justifying 
her multi-ethnic background to 
similar inquiries from classmates 
and friends. A common theme 
among the youth panel was a 
shared need to have a safe space 
in school to talk about their mixed-
race identity. 

“We never talked about it,” one 
presenter recounted, “but how I 
identify is my choice, not for oth-
ers to make for me.” 

Two presenters who are now 
freshman in college agreed that a 
conversation about race did not 
occur for them until they took 
college classes on ethnic studies. 
Some panel members were not 
sure where they belonged. “The 
conversation about race needs to 
occur before college. We need to 
address it beginning in elementary 
school,” one student said. 

Another student recounted 
how some of her teachers would 
drop her full name because they 
didn’t know how to pronounce it. 
One student of Latina and Filipina 
ancestry shared that a teacher 
was surprised to see her in an 
advanced math class, asking the 
student if she was sure she was in 
the right class. 

“We deserve equal access to 
the college curriculum,” she said, 
offering to return to Alameda 
schools to mentor children of 
color and help them prepare for 
college courses. “If their parents 
didn’t go to college, who is mod-
eling the right choices for these 
kids?” 

For the first time in AUSD his-
tory, staff conducted a district-
wide needs assessment to obtain 
a baseline inquiry of the socio-
emotional wellness and behavioral 
health needs of its students. More 
than 1,000 students and family 
members responded to an online 
survey. In addition, staff conduct-
ed multiple focus groups with stu-
dents of all ages across Alameda, 
engaging in group discussions 
split up by age, grade and gender. 

Focus groups were also con-
ducted in the African American 
student population. The prelimi-
nary results are telling. Across 

Reflecting on City’s
‘In the Mix’ Event

age groups, children reported 
feeling stressed and anxious at 
school, asking for more counsel-
ing services and a safe place to 
go to talk to someone. African-
American students also asked 
for mentoring and a more 
diverse staff. Approximately 25 
percent of students interviewed 
reported not feeling like they 
belonged to a community in 
their school settings. The full 
presentation of this critical work 
will be made at a public meeting 
in June. 

This evidenced-based data is 
consistent with the youth pan-
el’s comments about the state 
of our students’ overall needs. 
We must serve all students and 
ensure that their social-emotion-
al needs are being met so that 
they can thrive in an academic 
setting. 

In Alameda, we are grateful 
to partner with Alameda Family 
Services to provide onsite coun-
seling support at our school-
based health centers at the sec-
ondary level. But more interven-
tion needs to be done in our 
middle and elementary schools, 
starting with an open conversa-
tion about race and identity. 

Meeting these needs in our 
current budget crisis is one of 
the biggest challenges AUSD 
faces. Information from events 
like “In the Mix” and from the 
needs assessment, however, 
provide AUSD with the evidence 
they need to improve outcomes 
for all students and ultimately, 
to make Alameda schools a safe 
place for everyone to learn. 

My heartfelt thanks to the 
committee that chaired this event 
with me: Lisa Bonta Sumii, Audrey 
Lord-Hausman, Christine Chilcott, 
Sarah Oddie, Cindy Acker, Eric 
Fonstein and Ana Bagtas. 

I am grateful to everyone who 
participated in “In the Mix,” espe-
cially our young panel members 
who shared their personal stories 
with strength and resilience. The 
time to listen to our students and 
address their needs is now.

Jennifer Williams is an 
Administrative Law Judge for the 
City and County of San Francisco 
and a Trustee on the Alameda 
Board of Education.

Commentary

Paul Foreman
Now that details have been 

released to the public, the next 
question is how City Council 
should proceed as to City Charter 
violation allegations concern-
ing Vice Mayor Malia Vella and 
Councilmember Jim Oddie. I am 
assuming that Council has taken 
no action. This assumption is 
based on the fact that there is no 
identifiable agenda item listed for 
any open or closed Council meet-
ing and this issue does not appear 
to come within any of the Brown 
Act exceptions to the open meet-
ing requirement.

The investigation report 
makes an unequivocal determina-
tion that Oddie’s communications 
with City Manager Jill Keimach 
concerning the hiring of a fire 
chief were in violation of Sec. 7-3 
of the Charter. Oddie’s attempt 
to water down this conclusion by 
grasping at the suggestion that 
the Charter needs amendment is 
not supported by an objective 
reading of the report. 

Pages 11 through 13 of the 
March 7 report state that the 
Charter provision was too broad 
because it does not differentiate 
advocating for a particular hiring 
process (which is any council-
member’s proper role) and advo-
cating for a particular job appli-
cant which would be violation of 
the Charter. 

Thus, the report suggests 
amending the Charter to clarify 
that only advocating for a par-
ticular person would violate the 
Charter. However, he determined 
that Oddie’s letter was advocating 
for a particular person and was a 
violation of the Charter. 

Moreover, pages 59 and 60 of 
the Jan. 30 report reveal that the 
report’s determination was not lim-
ited to the letter. It also based its 
conclusion on three other factors

n Oddie’s Aug. 1, 2017, 
remarks to Alameda Police Chief 
Paul Rolleri that he had votes to 
fire Keimach if she did not make 
the right appointment.

n City consultant Rod Gould’s 
impressions from his conversa-
tion with Oddie that Oddie did not 
feel constrained by the Charter 
from advocating for Dominick 
Weaver, who was also a candidate 
for the job. 

n Oddie’s raising of the 
Raymond Zack incident and general 
advocacy for Weaver in his Aug. 16, 
2017, conversation with Keimach.

This matter involves a very seri-
ous issue of alleged malfeasance 
in office by a Councilmember with 
a consequence of removal from 
office. It is essential to the law-
ful rights of both the residents of 
Alameda and Oddie himself, that 
this matter be fully aired before the 
Grand Jury and a final determina-
tion made. Even if this matter has 
already been brought before the 
Grand Jury, Council needs to direct 
staff to urge the Grand Jury to make 
a determination in this matter.

It also concerns me that no 
Councilmember has come for-
ward with a referral to consider a 
Council censure of Oddie. The lack 
of any public action of any kind on 
this matter exacerbates an already 
significant lack of public trust in 
the entire body of Council.

Investigation Leaves 
Unresolved Issues
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