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Joe Heller

Jewish Heritage  
Month response
Editor:

I am writing this letter in 
response to a recent commen-
tary by Paula Rainey (“All Things 
Israel,” May 31). I have known for a 
long time that Rainey is a supporter 
of BDS (boycott, divestments and 
sanctions) as applies to the State of 
Israel. As I have made known to the 
members of the City Council over 
the past few months, I vehemently 
oppose the BDS movement and 
how it portrays Israel as a state 
that has no value whatsoever.

However, what bothered me just 
as much about the commentary is 
that it condemned the part of the 
Jewish Heritage Month statement 
about Israel and BDS, but failed 
to mention the rest of the proc-
lamation at all: to recognize the 
contributions that Jews and the 
American Jewish community have 
given to our country. Our country 
has benefited from its Jewish citi-
zens as much as our Jewish citizens 
have benefited from our country. 

I would love to hear some posi-
tive points about Jews and our con-
tributions to the society in which 
we live, both past and present. 
Personally, the lack of doing so, and 
only centering on one issue, makes 
me question how the writer feels 
about the Jewish community as a 
whole. In an age when anti-semi-
tism is on the rise, we should not 
only condemn but also have the 
outlook to praise when deserved.

— Rabbi Steven A. Chester

City manager mayhem
Editor:

Even when I do not understand 
or agree with decisions made by 
Alameda leaders, I am always 
reminding myself and others of the 
endless complexities of current-day 
municipal issues faced by officials. 
However the city manager mess is 
singular, in that Alameda residents 
are left hanging with multiple, nega-
tive impressions, an immense finan-
cial outlay and oh, by the way, 
no city manager at the helm for a 
significant period of time.

How are we to feel comfortable 
putting the city’s business in the 
hands of City Councilmembers who 
failed to read what must have been 
the simplest and most obvious rule 
in the policy handbook: do not 
influence decisions the city man-
ager is paid big bucks to decide.

The City Councilmembers seem 
not too embarrassed by their 
efforts in meddling in what was 

not at all their purview. And why 
was such a very expensive inves-
tigation required, when a physical 
recording tape and physical let-
ters on city letterhead existed and 
should have been more than suf-
ficient? Why did it cost Alameda 
taxpayers $776,500 more to set-
tle with the city manager, plus 
more than $125,000 to cover her  
attorney fees?

Alameda was already a national 
object for disdain, following the 
spectacle of Alameda firefighters 
watching as a man drowned within 
easy reach. After this debacle resi-
dents have little reason to expect 
uniformly professional and digni-
fied efforts from city leaders. 

— Catherine Coleman

Recreational cannabis 
law needs amending
Editor:

In 1996, California voted to 
approve the medical use of mari-
juana. In 2016 voters legalized rec-
reational use subject to local juris-
dictions.

In January the City Council 
imposed local legislation which 
has brought our city in compliance 
with the 1996 legislation. It does 
not reflect the desire of more than 
68 percent of Alameda voters who 
approved recreational use in 2016.

There is now a voters’ initia-
tive to correct this situation by 
amending the current law. I urge 
Alamedans to seek out the opportu-
nity to sign this initiative when they 
have the opportunity. Signature 
collectors will be about town and 
attending community events.

You are invited to join the 
Facebook group Alameda Cannabis 
Times, a number of neighbors dedi-
cated to local cannabis issues, poli-
tics and community action.

— Susan Freeman

Food Bank thanks letter 
carriers for food drive
Editor: 

Thanks to the hard work of 
local members of the National 
Association of Letter Carriers, 
the Alameda Food Bank has 
12,745 pounds of food donated 
by Alameda residents during the 
postal workers’ annual Stamp out 
Hunger food drive on May 12. 

The food will be made available 
to the 5,000 Alamedans who receive 
food assistance from the Alameda 
Food Bank, 1900 Thau Way, near 
the intersection of  Atlantic Avenue 
and Constitution Way. Alameda 
residents who need help with food 

can register with the food bank and 
select the food they need from the 
all-choice pantry. 

More information is available at 
alamedafoodbank.org.

— Cindy Houts, Executive 
Director, Alameda Food Bank

Marina will address 
housing shortage
Editor:

Dorothy Freeman’s recent let-
ter to the editor (“Marina key to 
economic health,” May 31) criticiz-
ing the planned redevelopment of 
Alameda Marina is filled with mis-
information and half-truths. Among 
other issues, Freeman and others 
critical of development efforts in 
the city choose to ignore the state-
mandated obligation for Alameda to 
address its dire housing shortage.

Andrew Thomas, assistant com-
munity development director and 
city planner for Alameda, has noted 
that last year the state legislature 
passed 15 laws to ensure cities, like 
Alameda, that had failed to keep up 
with housing demands not stand in 
the way of new housing proposals.

According to Thomas, “the 
2017 bills also ensure that once 
land in Alameda is zoned by the 
City Council for housing to meet 
its (regional housing require-
ment), the Planning Board and 
City Council cannot change it or 
deny a property owner’s right 
to build housing on that land 
because the residents of Alameda 
are concerned about traffic con-
gestion or parking.”

Thus, the best the city can do 
is work with a developer to ensure 
that any proposal provides the 
maximum community benefits for 
not only future residents, but cur-
rent residents as well. That is pre-
cisely what happened with Alameda 
Marina. Developer Pacific Shops 
Inc. worked with city planners over 
the past three years on revisions to 
its original plan in order to address 
traffic and other concerns, even set-
ting aside more space for maritime 
commercial use and a full-service 
boatyard. The developer increased 
the number of housing units on the 
property that are deed-dedicated 
affordable for low- and moderate-
income families. The proposal also 
includes much-needed rental hous-
ing along with moderately sized 
townhomes. No stand-alone behe-
moths.

That kind of thoughtful planning 
has paid off. At its May meeting, 
the Planning Board unanimously 
approved the marina’s updated 
development plan, passing it on to 
the City Council for final approval in 
July. Speakers at the planning hear-
ing praised the developer for work-
ing hard to address resident con-
cerns. David Mitchell, president of 
the Planning Board, stated that “the 
applicant went above and beyond 
what we were asking for and came 
up with a really great project.”

Alameda Marina will retain its 
historical character, as many of the 
World War II-era buildings will be 
restored. At the same time, the 
property will be cleaned up of the 
toxins and other wastes leftover 
from heavy industrial use. The 
developer will spend an addition-
al $35 million in private funds to 
restore the deteriorating shoreline, 
saving city taxpayers from putting 
up the needed repair money.

I’m grateful the Planning Board 
recognized the value of the project 
and allowed it to move forward. 
City Council should do the same.

— Helen Sause,  
Alameda Resident and  

Founder of Alameda Home Team

Mayor and attacks  
from LGBT group
Editor:

Last City Council meeting, Mayor 
Trish Spencer read a proclamation 
recognizing Gay Pride Month.

Last year, members of the 
LGBTQ community showed up to 
reject her Gay Pride Month procla-
mation. They wanted her to apolo-
gize for her 2009 vote, while serving 
as a School Board member, against 
the group’s anti-bullying “Lesson 9.”

There are many attacks on 
Mayor Spencer. They don’t make 
any sense. The actual facts are 
found in recordings of the School 
Board meetings and in the law.

Board member Spencer voted 
against “Lesson 9” because it only 

provided for the LGBTQ students 
and excluded all of the other at-risk 
students.

In 2000 the California legisla-
ture passed “the California Student 
Safety and Violence Prevention 
Act”. It prohibited discrimination 
against any member of groups iden-
tified by the state as “protected 
classes.” It made clear that the 
law already required that all stu-
dents, including those in protected 
classes, be given equal rights and 
opportunities to education.

“Inclusive and equal” are also 
required by two of the most famous 
civil rights decisions of the U.S. 
Supreme Court. Plessey required 
equality. Brown forbade segrega-
tion. The LGBTQ Lesson 9 was both 
segregated and unequal. Board 
Member Spencer was the only 
member who tried to act lawfully.

In 2011, Gov. Herry Brown signed 
“Seth’s Law,” which requires schools 
to provide anti-bullying and anti-dis-
crimination programs to students of 
all protected classes. Spencer was 
entirely correct. The LGBTQ steering 
circle was entirely wrong. Its mem-
bers seem mad about it. They want 
her to apologize.

— Ken Peterson

Venting on housing
Editor:

I have a few issues I need to vent 
on about Alameda housing.

With rising rents in Alameda, land-
lords need to do their due diligence 
in property management. I rent from 
the Island’s biggest real estate com-
pany. They are sure fast to cash your 
rent check or increase your rent but 
when it comes to repairs and build-
ing issues, good luck.

Why does it have to be like this? 

Why do renters have to constantly 
bug landlords to fix things when 
there are issues? With this agency, 
all they care about is getting their 
rent checks on time and moving 
on. I have sent multiple emails to 
them with no response. I ask them 
who to contact and there is no 
clear answer. 

I fear that this is going on with 
other renters, too. I hope land-
lords are not ignoring current ten-
ants because they know the units 
they occupy are the only ones they 
can afford on this horribly expen-
sive island and they know they are 
not moving. 

The City of Alameda needs to 
implement some type of time frame 
for landlords to respond and anoth-
er for repairs or issues to be dealt 
with. Landlords ignoring their ten-
ants could lead to issues between 
both or even unfair evictions.

Another issue is the yearly rent-
al increase. I have gotten a notice 
three consecutive years about a 
new increase. The problem with 
this is that I do not get a pay raise 
at work to help cover this. I, as 
many others do, have to sacrifice 
other necessary needs to make up 
for the increase. Before I moved 
into my apartment, I lived in a 
four-bedroom house. I lived there 
for 10 years with only one increase 
throughout. When the landlord had 
to do the increase, we met and he 
showed me proof.

Current landlords have no right 
to increase the rent every year. They 
need to show proof of why it is 
necessary. I asked for proof and the 
answer I got was real snarky and 
rude. This yearly increase is a sign 
of complete greed on their behalf. 
Taking advantage of hard-working 

renters. Soon, Alameda will be more 
expensive than San Francisco.

— Victor Gallegos

Voter chimes in
Editor: 

I affirm the message behind 
David Greene’s recent commentary 
“Voter Takes City to Task,” June 7. I 
have not read the 100-page report 
as he did. I don’t know the legal 
risks the city faced if they had not 
settled with former City Manager 
Jill Keimach. But the cost to the city 
of almost $1 million dollars of tax-
payers’ money, which could have 
been used for meeting the many 
needs of the community, looks and 
smells bad!

— Don Cunningham

‘From the Trenches’ Item Reprinted Entirely
Editor’s note: Due to a produc-

tion error the end of this article did 
not appear last week.

Jeffrey R. Smith
Ever notice how the Colorado 

River serves as an excellent meta-
phor for public school funding in 
California?

The Colorado starts out at an 
elevation of 10,184 feet above sea 
level, at the continental divide: 
more specifically La Poudre Pass. 
Prior to 1960, had you stood at the 
very summit of La Poudre Pass, and 
— heaven forbid — poured a can of 
Coors onto the ground, six ounces 
of that beer would have eventually 
reached the Gulf of Mexico and six 
ounces might have reached the 
Gulf of California.

Today, you could still perform 
the beer experiment but, due to 
intensive water consumption, 
the Colorado no longer actually 
crosses the Mexican border at 
San Luis Rio Colorado nor does it 
enter the Gulf of California at Isla 
Montague.South of the border, 
you can cross the final 100 miles 
of the Colorado river — if you can 
find it — wearing socks, and not 
get your feet wet.

To compensate Mexico for hav-
ing consumed all the water, the 
United States has generously fund-
ed the construction of desalination 
plants to make up for the shortfall.
Of course, Mexico has to provide 
electricity to operate the plants, 
but they also get to drink all the 
desalinated water they can hold.

Funding for public education 
follows a similar route.

Revenue extorted via property 
tax, from the entire California water 
shed, fills a reservoir maintained 
by well-intentioned and well-paid 

bureaucrats in Sacramento.
Overall spending for California 

public education — not necessarily 
public schools — totals approxi-
mately $76.6 billion when California 
revenues are blended in with funds 
panhandled from the federal gov-
ernment.

Naturally, not all of that $76.6 
billion actually leaves Sacramento; 
bureaucracies that count and 
distribute large sums of money 
often have sticky fingers. From 
Sacramento, deep irrigation ditch-
es radiate outward to all school 
districts; the state magnanimously 
gives back to districts a portion of 
what was raked off of them.

Acording to Sacramento’s 
Public Affairs Battalion, “the State 
Department Education oversees 
funding and testing, and holds local 
educational agencies accountable 
for student achievement. Its stated 
mission is to provide leadership, 
assistance, oversight and resourc-
es so that every Californian has 
access to a good education.”

As a former Navy public affairs 
officer, I read this mission statement 
and I swoon. Last year, my school 
had a 37 percent pass rate on the 
11th grade state-wide math test. 
Has the state sent an accountability 
investigator to ask any questions?

Some 80 percent of California 
high school graduates take reme-
dial math, repeating high school 
math, when they attend a junior 
college; 60 percent of high school 
graduates will take remedial math 
before taking college math at a 
four-year school.

If we can trust the San Jose 
Mercury News, it reported, 
“Education leaders in recent years 
have lauded achievement gains and 
progress of California’s K-12 stu-

dents, but an annual national report 
card has rated the Golden State 
below mediocre … California’s poor 
grade remains the same year over 
year.”

Recently a principal touted the 
parameter, “Forty-four percent of 
our students who go off to col-
lege, earn a degree within seven 
years.” As Lawrence Welk used to 
say, “Wonderful, wonderful, won-
derful.” And “44 percent” could 
almost be “wonderful” were it not 
for the national average standing at 
47 percent.

Thanks to the largesse of the 
California Teachers’ Association and 
the National Education Association, 
well-placed campaign contributions 
and effective lobbying have con-
vinced decision makers that vouch-
ers and expanded charter school 
access are morally wrong.

Perhaps the question is, why does 
Alameda have to occupy the same 
substrata as the rest of the state? 
Why can’t we do something unique? 
Why can’t the school district break 
out of the box? Is an edu-battalion 
of administrators really necessary? 
None of my students know who the 
superintendent is, nor who the chief 
student support officer is; are they 
really as essential to public education 
as their remuneration would indicate?

The Colorado river analogy cap-
tures the funding situation nicely. 
The fiscal river seems to stop, not 
at the southern border, but at the 
threshold of the classroom. Even 
the library has a tip jar.

Jeffrey R. Smith teaches math-
ematics at Encinal High School. He 
can be reached at jeffreyrsmith@
aol.com.

Tongue in Cheek


