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OPINION
Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

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.
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Poor service to  
be expected?
Editor:

Mike Lano’s letter (“Shop 
locally for best results,” July 
28) seems to suggest that I 
should have expected poor ser-
vice from chain stores simply 
because they are chain stores. 

That hasn’t been my experi-
ence, and I’ve received excellent 
and attentive service at chain 
stores like Walgreen’s, Safeway 
and AT&T. 

What matters is how a busi-
ness is managed and how employ-
ees interact with the customers. 

As for “our weather usually 
has its own built-in air condition-
ing,” ask the fanning, sweating 
and panting employees in a swel-
tering business on a hot day if 
they agree with that statement. 

— Ken Hensley

Close the hotplate 
loophole
Editor:

What in the world are the 
Planning Board and the City 
Manager thinking? It was very 
surprising and upsetting to hear 
that a senior facility, a residence 
for seniors, is being planned on 
land in the Harbor Bay Business 
Park Area. Under an agreement 
between the city and the Port of 
Oakland, that land was designated 
as not appropriate for residential 
development due to the unhealthy 

decibel levels that residents would 
be subjected to — not to mention 
the air quality.

In the past, I have been aware 
of two applications for homes to 
be built on that land being rejected 
by the city in accordance with that 
understanding. Now it appears that 
because the senior residents will 
not be permitted to have stoves 
or hotplates in their rooms, this 
creates a loophole to allow it to 
be used as a place for seniors to 
reside. In my book, where anyone, 
including seniors, resides is “resi-
dential.” Do our Alameda seniors 
or any senior citizens deserve this 
discriminatory treatment?

Another home for seniors may 
or may not be needed in Alameda. 
In any case, this is not an appro-
priate location. I am hoping that 
not only the seniors, but future 
seniors and all residents of our 
city will speak up and let the city 
and Planning Board know that this 
is not acceptable treatment of our 
elders.

— Marie Kane

Adopt-a-Bed update
Editor:

The abused women and their 
children at Midway Shelter 
would like to thank all the gen-
erous people who donated to 
the shelter in July. A number of 
the donors listed here donated 
not once, but several times last 
month. Two donors chose to 
remain anonymous.

Paula Patillo-Dupree helped 

the shelter with a donation, as 
did Willem and Pam Vandekamp, 
Christine Buck and Cynthia 
Withrow.

Virginia Crinnion donated to 
honor Jackie MacMillan. Midway 
also received donations from 
Karen Kenney, Najee and Adilah 
Balil, John and Andre Medulan, 
as well as from Barbara 
Krummel, Virginia Krutilek and 
Robyn Wu.

Nancy Issel-Mayes and 
Maxine of the Adelphian Club 
of Alameda donated to thank 
Ginny Krutilek for her service 
to the club. Leo and Nancy 
Stoeber gave in memory of Anna 
Humphers. Trudy Weisman 
donated to remember Barbara 
Sayre and Marie Nelson.

Mary Lou Kurtz sent a 
donation in July, as did Judy 
Broughton, Sandra Montgomery, 
M. Buck and Barbara Anderson, 
Lois Pryor gave generously. She 
was joined by Ruth Gray and 
Judith and Gary Blank.

Joanne McKray helped the 
shelter with a donation, as 
did Betty Sanderson, Louis 
and Susan Freeman, Barbara 
Wildman, Karen Kokame and 
Kathryn and Alan Hanley.

If you would like to see your 
name listed among the August 
donors to Midway, send a check 
to Alameda Homeless Network, 
P.O. Box 951, Alameda CA 94501.  
For further information call 
523-2377 or visit www.midway 
shelter.org.

— Ginny Krutilek

Mary Sutter
Alameda has championed inno-

vation since 1887, when the city 
formed its own public electric util-
ity to power 13 streetlights. Our 
community was a pioneer in the 
new world of electricity — we devel-
oped a 90-kW generating station 
only five years after the first com-
mercial energy station was estab-
lished by Thomas Edison in 1882. 
As we plan for the future of ener-
gy in Alameda today, we can look 
back to Alameda Municipal Power’s 
(AMP) beginnings for inspiration.

With recent advances in 
solar energy, battery storage and 
“smart” electrical devices, there is 
no doubt our city’s energy needs 
have evolved greatly over the past 
129 years. Still, one thing remains 
the same from 1887 to today: 
Alameda seizes opportunities to 
embrace technology for the ben-
efit of the community. Today, the 
planned redevelopment of Site A 
at Alameda Point, the former Naval 
Air Station, presents a key opportu-
nity for our community-owned util-
ity to create the electrical system 
that we need for the future.

So, how can redevelopment of 
an old Naval Air Station prepare 

us for our future energy needs? 
Site A provides us with a place 
to integrate new technologies in 
areas such as solar energy and 
battery storage. Plus, we’ll be able 
to incorporate intelligent electron-
ic devices that can help restore 
power faster than the methods 
used currently. 

AMP is now in the plan-
ning stages of a project to use 
these technologies to create a 
“microgrid,” which is an innova-
tive system that produces local 
energy independent from the 
statewide electric grid. Our utili-
ty will take its place among other 
visionary agencies throughout 
the nation that are preparing for 
the future by developing local 
energy systems.

As technology evolves, we 
must build for tomorrow’s energy 
needs. The microgrid project will 
help us make good decisions for 
our city’s future energy needs and 
foster economic development. 
Our work with new energy tech-
nologies won’t stop at Site A. We 
intend to transfer the knowledge 
we gain from this project to mod-

ernize the way we provide energy 
across the Island.

In addition, the city will be 
able to apply what it learns in 
this project to its plans to stay 
resilient in the case of a natu-
ral disaster. Since microgrids are 
independent energy systems, 
they can be useful to cities if the 
state electric grid shuts down in 
an emergency.

As a utility owned by its cus-
tomers, AMP strongly encourages 
the public to help plan for tomor-
row. Share your view of the future 
of energy in our community: attend 
a Public Utilities Board meeting in 
person or email the Board at pub@
alamedamp.com. As an owner of 
Alameda’s 129-year-old municipal 
utility, you have the power to help 
the community become stronger 
through innovation.

Mary Sutter is the president of 
Alameda’s Public Utilities Board.

Providing Energy 
for City’s Future

As technology 
evolves, we must 
build for tomor-
row’s energy 
needs. 

Commentary

Steve Cooper
As a sail boater and Alamedan, 

I am appalled that a developer is 
controlling Alameda Marina and sub-
mitting plans to tear down most of 
the historic buildings there. The pro-
posed new buildings have designs 
similar to the high rises that have 
recently been built in the Mission 
Bay section of San Francisco. 

What’s curious is that one of 
the larger tenants in this marina is 
Svendsen’s Marine and Boatworks, 
and they are in the top 25 percent 
of sales tax revenue in Alameda. 
The marina, as a whole, has offered 
many services to boaters large and 
small, but that’s quickly changing 
after plans were announced by Bay 
West Development this March. 

The owner of Bay West is the 
majority owner of Pacific Shops, 
which leases the public land around 
the harbor office and floating boat 
slips from the city, as well as adja-
cent private land that makes up the 
rest of the marina.

For decades the marina has 
offered a dry dock for a variety 
of boats and three hoists for ten-
ants to get the boats in and out 
of the water. There are two on the 
west end near the harbor office 
and a third on the east end. Soon 
after development plans were 
announced, the marina closed 
both hoists near the office, citing 
decaying retaining wall supports. 

While there is truth to that con-
cern, the real issue is lack of proper 
maintenance, and the developer has 
apparently made up his mind that he 
will not do any maintenance until he 
is allowed to raze almost all the old 
buildings in Alameda Marina. If you 
walked the Park Street fair recently, 
you saw many items sold that show 
city pride as a major center of boat-
ing industry and recreation. 

But the reality is this will be 
choked by this development should 

it be allowed to happen. This has 
forced some boaters to move or 
sail their boats out of the marina 
and others to move to spaces at the 
other end with a single working hoist 
with limited hours and capacity.

Businesses offered only short-
term leases might also have to move.  
If the developer succeeds at forcing 
people out, then they can claim that 
the site is underutilized and should 
be fully developed. Also in the begin-
ning of July, all the in-the-water boat 
tenants received a 30 percent rate 
increase for docking and some for 
living aboard their boats. 

This shows how far Bay West will 
go to pressure people to leave so the 
marina can tell the city how empty 
or underused the land is and they 
can justify development. All the busi-
ness renters have been given notice 
that they have about 18 months 
before they need to go.

This land has always been 
zoned for business use not for 
housing. As I understand it back 
in 2012 the city of Alameda was 
forced by the state of California to 
make available enough land zoned 
for construction of a total of 2,420 
new homes or lose $230 million in 
regional transportation funds.  

At the time the City Council 
could not consider where to build 
at Alameda Point because the city 
did not yet own the property. So 
what they did is change the zoning 
at 10 sites they did control; this 
included Alameda Marina. Now 
that the city does control Alameda 
Point and plans are in place to 
put a lot of housing there, can’t 
we change our plan and return 
Alameda Marina to the light indus-
trial zoning it was?

Should the city give approval 
for this development, we need to 
ask why the maritime aspect of 
our community that has treated 
us so well has been thrown to the 

winds for a huge complex that 
would add 1,000 or more people 
in the 500 units they are seeking to 
build on Clement Avenue in their 
recent proposal to the Planning 
Department.

This will clog the Park Street 
Bridge even more, which often 
seems at full capacity already. 
The developer claims that infill 
projects are being demanded by 
the state government, but other 
housing projects in Alameda such 
as those at Alameda Point have 
already met those local goals for a 
few years into the future. 

Keep the zoning for business use 
only for the while saving as much 
affordable work space for the many 
small businesses there!

Steve Cooper is a sailor who lives 
in Alameda.

Don’t Toss Marina Tenants to the Wind
Commentary

Monty Heying
On Monday, Aug. 8, the City 

Council voted 3-2 to place a doc-
tored version of the city-spon-
sored landlord-friendly rent or-
dinance (City Code 3148) on the 
ballot. The city tampered with 
the ordinance using last-minute 
language that can nullify months 
of effort by Alameda residents 
to ensure passage of a meaning-
ful and effective rent stabiliza-
tion law that plugs loopholes in 
City Code 3148.

Normally if two conflicting 
ballot measures pass — receive 
a majority vote — attorneys 
would be appointed to reconcile 
the differences. But in this case 
the city added a last-minute 
landlord-friendly clause giving 
the ballot measure complete 
dominance if it receives even a 
minuscule one-vote margin over 
the opposing bill. 

This treacherous legal ma-
neuvering takes unfair advan-
tage because: a) it was accom-
plished so late in the election 
process that it is almost im-
possible to challenge and b) it 
circumvents the usual public 
notice and discussion for the 
adoption of ordinances. (The 
new language wasn’t revealed 
until the Aug. 8 meeting agenda 
was published July 27.)

An attorney in City Attorney 
Janet Kern’s office simply wrote 
in a convenient, but deadly, 
landlord loophole — an abuse 
of the democratic process. This 

‘Robin Hood in Reverse’ Works at City Hall

resolution that the City Council 
approved is not City Code 3148; 
it’s a reverse-Robin Hood lawyer’s 
fantasy that robs from the poor 
and gives to the rich.

Here’s the language that  
allows this doctored-up version 
of Section 5 of the rent ordinance 
“Conflicting Law” to nullify the Al-
ameda Renters Coalition’s (ARC) 
charter amendment:

“If this City Council-sponsored 
measure and any other ballot mea-
sure or measures, whether a pro-
posed City Charter amendment or 
otherwise, addressing rent, evic-
tion, and/or relocation assistance 
appear on the same ballot, and a 
majority of the voters vote in fa-
vor of both or all measures but 
this City Council-sponsored mea-
sure receives more votes than 
the other measure or measures, 
this City Council-sponsored mea-
sure alone shall become valid and 
binding in its entirety, and the 
other measure or measures shall 
be null and void in its/their entire-
ty and without any legal effect.

“If a majority of the voters vote 
in favor of this City Council-spon-
sored measure and also in favor 
of the other measure or measures, 
but this City Council-sponsored 
measure receives fewer votes 
than the other measure or mea-
sures, only those provisions of 
the other measure or measures 
that are in direct and irreconcil-
able conflict with the provisions 
of this measure shall control, and 
all other provisions of this City 
Council sponsored measure shall 
become valid and binding. The 
voters expressly declare this to 
be their intent, regardless of any 
contrary language in any other 
ballot measure or measures.”

Simply put, with the stroke of 
a pen, Kern can wipe out months 
of effort, hundreds of hours of 
pavement-pounding, meetings, 
discussions and petition gather-
ing by concerned residents work-
ing with ARC.

Alameda voters must not only 
make sure ARC’s charter amend-
ment ballot measure passes; we 
must make sure people do not 
vote for the city ordinance, even 
though it has the deceptive title 
of “Rent Stabilization Act.”

Monty J Heying has lived in  
Alameda for 16 years. 

Commentary

With the stroke of a pen, Kern can 
wipe out months of effort, hundreds 
of hours of pavement-pounding,  
meetings, discussions and petition 
gathering by concerned residents.


