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Beware the latest 
sneaky ballot measure
Editor:

According to Alameda Munici-
pal Power’s (AMP) latest press 
release, the so-called “Utility Mod-
ernization Act” is just designed 
to preserve AMP without raising 
taxes. But the fine print just shows 
how greedy the City Council is to 
raise cash for the General Fund. 

If you vote for this measure, 
you are assured of an additional 
7.5 percent tax on all your Internet 
services, including basic Internet 
and any telecommunication ser-
vices that uses the Internet, like 
ATT Uverse (or any other phone 
service that uses voice over Inter-
net) and quite possibly all stream-
ing video services like Netflix. 

This sneaky measure could be 
a real cash cow for the City Coun-
cil, since most everyone uses some 
form of Internet. That the money 
from this deceptive act is highly 
welcome there is no doubt, mainly 
to subsidize contractors that com-
plement the City Council’s grandi-
ose plans to build up Alameda (to 
gain a larger tax base) all without 
doing a thing to make its over-
congested streets safer for drivers, 
bicyclists and pedestrian.

What a scam!
— Terry W Gintz

‘No’ vote is in order
Editor: 

I am opposed to building the 
proposed five-story, 100-room, 
82-parking-space hotel on a tiny, 
1.17-acre parcel at 2350 Harbor 
Bay Parkway. Here’s why:

• The hotel would cater to 
strangers while blighting a beau-
tiful waterfront vista and trail en-
joyed by many Alamedans daily.

• The hotel would sit right on 
the Bay Trail — only 12 and one-
half feet away.

• The limited services and 
amenities would be for paying 
hotel guests only, not the local 
public.

• It would block views and ac-
cess to the Bay.

• The so-called public access 
walkways are a joke! One goes 
through a covered garage; both 
nonsensically require walking 
away from the shoreline to get to 
the shore! Not happening!

• This parcel was zoned open 
space for 25 years, interpretation 
of current zoning is murky at best.

In short, the hotel would en-
rich an outside business at the 
expense of local residents. If the 

Bay Conservation and Devel-
opment Commission (BCDC) 
won’t protect our scenic shore-
line, who will? BCDC must vote 
“no” on the building permit on  
Thursday, Aug. 4!

— Jingquan Li

I’ll take my money 
elsewhere, thank you
Editor:

Around 12:30 p.m., on Thurs-
day, July 7, I had an experience I’d 
like to share. I called three Alam-
eda stores looking for a specific 
item of clothing. Ross at South 
Shore told me: “We don’t have 
anyone available to check that for 
you. You’ll have to come in and 
check yourself.” 

Kohl’s at South Shore gave me 
a quick and flat “no.” When I called 
Target at Alameda Landing, the 
phone rang 25 to 30 times before 
an operator answered and trans-
ferred me to an extension that no 
one answered at all. 

Don’t get me started on busi-
ness line Schroeder-Dent that 
post unfriendly “no credit cards 
accepted” signs, or the many 
businesses on Park and Webster 
streets without air conditioning. 
They feel like saunas when the 
weather is hot. 

Add me to the list of people 
who will now shop online when 
possible, or leave the Island to  
patronize stores that value my 
time and money. Alameda’s busi-
ness community leaves much to 
be desired these days.

— Ken Hensley

Times have changed
Editor:

Every day is a good day to 
lay down old perceptions and 
prejudices and look anew at the 
matters before our community. I 
applaud Mayor Trish Spencer for 
exploring the $15 minimum wage 
here in Alameda.

A living wage is a second line-
of-attack in Alameda’s affordable 
housing battle and that battle is 
not going away anytime soon. In 
fact the rental market will rise as 
long as the market allows. The 
result is “gentrification” of the 
Island, i.e. the expulsion of many 
of the hard working families that 
make up the spirit of what we 
know as Alameda.

Absentee landlords have little 
interest in the spirit of our com-
munity. Their concern is profit. 
No one can deny them the right to 
profit. However, profiting at the ex-
pense of individuals and commu-

nities? I suggest that era is drawing 
to a close. Pope Francis and Senator 
Bernie Sanders spoke of a need to 
inject a moral compass into global 
economics. That same compass is 
needed right here in our little town 
when we look at affordable housing 
and living wage.

Providing a living wage to pay 
increasing rents is a stellar idea. 
I can hear the arguments stirring 
now! Good. It’s a quality debate for 
our community. I applaud Trish for 
having the guts to lay it before the 
Council and our vibrant community. 
It’s an issue that should not — and 
dare I say will not — go away. The 
times they have changed.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Some Alamedans more 
equal than others
Editor: 

The power play between Mayor 
Trish Spencer and Councilman 
Tony Daysog at the July 5 City Coun-
cil meeting was reminiscent of the 
cruel maneuverings caricatured in 
George Orwell’s Animal Farm.

It was an egregious breach of the 
public trust when Spencer and Day-
sog agreed it would be OK to hold 
a special meeting in August to give 
the landlords’ anti-rent control pe-
titioners more time to garner signa-
tures for the November ballot while 
the Alameda Renters’ Coalition 
were given a strict deadline of July 
because meetings are never held in 
August.

This arrogant display of crony-
ism and favoritism during a pub-
lic meeting and recorded live is a 
mockery of democracy, to say the 
least.

— April B. Squires

Hotel vote will be on 
BCDC’s agenda
Editor: 

The San Francisco Bay Conser-
vation and Development Commis-
sion (BCDC) is deciding whether or 
not to issue a building permit for a 
hotel at 2350 Harbor Bay Parkway. 
BCDC meets at 1 p.m. Thursday, 
Aug. 4, on the second floor of the 
Ferry Building in San Francisco. 
BCDC is charged with enforcing 
public access to the Bay, including 
public amenities and vistas.

The 100-room, 63-foot-tall (five-
story) hotel is proposed for a 1.17-
acre parcel sitting at the edge of 
the San Francisco Bay. The site plan 
includes parking for 82 cars. The 
proposed hotel and the attached ga-
rage structure would be built within 
BCDC’s 100-foot shoreline band ju-
risdiction. 

The BCDC Design Review Board 
reviewed the developer’s site plans 
on May 9, 2016. The questions con-
sidered at that meeting included: 

(1) Would the public shoreline 
path area, be adequate considering 
the intended site use and the ex-
pected number of visitors? 

(2) Do the connections from 
Harbor Bay Parkway provide  
adequate and welcoming public 
access to the Bay? 

(3) Would the proposed ho-
tel project adversely affect public 
views to the Bay from Harbor Bay 
Parkway?

(4) Would the proposed public 
amenities be adequate? 

Supervisor Wilma Chan is 
BCDC’s commissioner from Al-
ameda County. Send comments 
to her at wilma.chan@acgov.org. 
BCDC contacts include Executive 
Director Lawrence Goldzband at  
lgoldzband@bcdc.ca.gov and Coast-
al Program Analyst Jhon Arbelzezz 
at jhon.arbelaez@bcdc.ca.gov. Writ-
ten and public comments are also  
welcome at the meeting. 

— Pat Lamborn
Committee to Complete  

Shoreline Park

Beware renters’  
initiative loopholes
Editor: 

The letter from Monte Heying 
“Vote Cements Loophole for 
Alameda Landlords, July 14) 
describing a landlords’ loophole 
is somewhat misleading. He com-
plains about a fixed-term lease as 
a loophole that allows a landlord 
to evict a tenant at the end of the 
lease without having to pay reloca-
tion fees. I do believe a lease is a 
contract and as such generally has 

Paul Foreman
This is in response to Monty 

Heyings’s commentary (”Vote 
Cements Loophole for Alameda 
Landlords,” July 14) concerning 
the fixed-term lease “loophole” in 
the city’s Rent Stabilization Ordi-
nance. I am neither a residential 
landlord nor a tenant.

Heying presents this issue as 
an error that Council is too lazy 
to fix. On the contrary, it was a 
clear policy decision that took 
up an hour of discussion beyond 
the midnight hour at the Feb. 16 
Council meeting. 

Councilman Jim Oddie was 
very clear that he wanted fixed-
term leases prohibited because 
he feared that landlords would 
attempt to sign all new tenants to 
fixed-term leases in order to avoid 
relocation payments and the 5 
percent re-rental limit. On the 
other hand, Mayor Trish Spenser 
was just as clear that she felt that 
landlords and tenants should be 
free to negotiate fixed-term leases 
that avoid these financial bur-
dens. Council voted 4-1 to adopt 
the ordinance, with Oddie includ-

ed in the majority, with the under-
standing that the ordinance could 
be amended if his fears proved to 
be justified.

Current tenants are protected 
because they do not have to ac-
cept the offer of a fixed-term lease 
and can continue with their cur-
rent leases. If the landlords then 
terminate their leases by means 
of a no-cause eviction process 
they will suffer relocation costs 
and the re-rental limitation. 

I am concerned about the pro-
spective tenant who is offered a 
fixed-term lease and signs it be-
cause he knows no better. I would 
suggest that a worthy amendment 
to the ordinance would require 
a landlord to place a bold-type 
notice in any fixed-term lease of-
fered to any tenant expressly in-
forming the tenant of rights he is 
losing by signing the same. 

However, I still share Oddie’s 
concern that if fixed-term leases 
become the norm in this tight 
market, tenants will not have the 
negotiating leverage to avoid such 
a lease. If that happens, fixed-term 
leases will need to be abolished.

The ordinance, warts and all, 
is a reasonable response to a dif-
ficult problem and needs to be 
given time to work and grow into 
a better document. The Alameda 
Renters Coalition proposed or-
dinance is not in the long-term 
interests of either tenants or 
landlords. 

San Francisco has had strong 
rent control for many years. It has 
lost 31,000 rental units to condo 
and tenancy in common conver-
sions. It has sky-high rental rates 
partially due to this reduction of 
inventory and landlords offset-
ting poor returns from old rent-
controlled tenants by charging 
super high rates to new tenants.

Paul Foreman lives in Alameda. 

Laurel Yeates
With an afternoon set aside 

to write this column, I suddenly 
viewed the morning as an opportu-
nity to cook up a boiled dinner of 
corned beef, cabbage, red potatoes 
and carrots. I had purchased three 
generous corned beef packages on 
sale, thinking that I might as well 
make enough, in one fell swoop, 
to feed my mom, her neighbor, my 
daughter and son-in-law, along with 
my husband and me. 

Seemed simple enough. Get 
three large pots of water boiling, 
open the packages, dump in the 
roasts, then do a little extra prepa-
ration: washing the potatoes, trim-
ming the cabbages, peeling and 
chopping the carrots.

Just writing this exhausts me. 
I hit a wall today with cooking. I 
have loved to cook all my life. I do 
it well. But, as of tonight, I believe 
that ship has sailed, and I’m now 
thinking that Trader Joe’s and I will 
remain primary cooking partners 
from here on out.

Today, during all of the prep, 
I stewed over how much more is 
involved in cooking than what I 
had planned. I’ve detailed the parts 
I readily took on, but I forgot about 
cleanup: the pans, the stove, the 
counter. And I forgot about storage: 
packing up whole meals for my 
intended recipients, finding space 
in my own refrigerator for a meal 
that would cover at least two din-
ners and two lunches.

The funny thing was that I had 
decided to multi-task: cooking 
while mentally putting together my 
next “End of Life Matters” column. 
The topic was to be on aging and 
relinquishment.

In my work with aging people 
over the past three decades, I’ve 
been moved by the heart-rending 
reality of what I have come to call 
relinquishment. At a time when I 
was a companion to an octogenar-

ian friend, I was also a nanny to a 
newborn. 

Through the two years that fol-
lowed, I watched my little baby 
boy sit up, crawl, walk, talk and 
take on the world, expanding his 
repertoire of motor skills, cognitive 
function and independence. At the 
same time, I provided support, a 
compassionate ear and my own 
ingenuity to help my friend adapt 
to her dependence on a wheelchair, 
her inability to chew favorite foods, 
her failing eyesight, fingers that no 
longer did what she wanted them 
to do and, in toto, a relinquishment 
of what she had come to know as 
the ability to perform the activities 
of daily living; activities she had 
performed for more than 80 years; 
activities she had long taken for 
granted; activities no longer avail-
able to her. 

More and more I personally 
face relinquishment. Washing the 
kitchen floor on hands and knees 
is something I think long and hard 
about. Digging around behind the 
couch for my grandson’s toy truck 
happens only after my attempts to 
distract him with a different toy 
have failed. And, after more than 
three decades of being an Oakland 
A’s season ticket holder of amaz-
ing seats in the front row behind 
home plate, I now am much more 
likely to happily settle into seats 
far above, closer to the concourse 
because, once I get down to those 
cherry seats, I’m hyper-focused on 

‘Loophole’ a Clear 
Policy Decision

The Gentle Nudge of Relinquishment

Commentary

The ordinance, 
warts and all, 
is a reasonable 
response to a  
difficult problem.

A Good Death

the reality that I’ll have to ascend 
those stairs to get to my car.

Of course, as the relinquish-
ments show up, I recognize that the 
finish line is closer now. This is not 
a difficult reality for me to face. As 
my past columns have indicated, 
I’m fascinated by this phase of life. 
In fact, in many areas, just as with 
cooking, I’ve found some comfort 
in facing my new limitations. At 
times, I’m downright happy to say, 
“Naw, I can’t do that anymore.”

There are those in my circle 
who think I should “fight it”; that 
I’m giving up too easily. I main-
tain that, after years of cooking 
holiday meals, expressing my 
creativity through food prepara-
tion and feeding the masses (my 
masses anyway), I deserve to eat 
eggs sometimes for dinner. 
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Of course, as the 
relinquishments 
show up, I recog-
nize that the finish 
line is closer now. 
This is not a diffi-
cult reality for me 
to face.
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