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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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Concerned about  
City Council
Editor:

The refusal of three City Coun-
cilmembers to support Mayor Trish 
Spencer’s two excellent nominees 
for the Planning Board on July 18 
deeply concerned me. I thought 
that the nominees, both men with 
stellar educational and business 
backgrounds, were very good 
choices: smart, articulate and savvy 
about cities and how they function.

In my opinion, the reason for 
the refusal is because neither of 
nominees was Planning Board 
member John Knox White, who 
has been on the Planning Board 
for almost six years. He reapplied 
for the post, but Mayor Spencer 
chose not to nominate him. 

I find Knox White a controver-
sial figure and a problem because 
of his philosophical and ideologi-
cal bent. I have noticed his opposi-
tion to many important issues. For 
example, he voted against Mea-
sure D, which 85 percent of the 
voters passed and which protects 
our parks from swap or transfer 
without a vote of the people. 

On July 18, when it came to 
supporting Spencer’s nominees,  
Vice-Mayor Malia Vella and Coun-
cilmember Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft 
voted “no” and Councilmember 
Jim Oddie abstained. Spencer and 
Councilmember Frank Matarrese 
voted “yes.” In my opinion, Matar-
rese spoke eloquently in favor of 
Spencer’s nominees. 

I found the reasons given for 
the “no” votes vague. In fact, Vella, 
Ezzy-Ashcraft and Oddie indicated 
or implied that they were favor-
ably impressed with the two nomi-
nees. I was left with the distinct 
impression that the real reasons 
for not supporting the nominees 
was to maintain the status quo by 
keeping Knox White on the Plan-
ning Board and thwart Spencer’s 
power to appoint nominees to im-
portant positions. 

I now wonder what happens if 
Spencer nominates other candi-
dates. Will the City Council also 
dismiss them? I hope that what 
I consider the City Council’s un-
precedented disregard for good 
nominees will stop, and the City 
Council will stop interfering with 
and disrupting long-standing may-
oral rights and power.

— Reyla Graber

Hello, human kindness
Editor:

Every now and then something 
good happens to you that restores 

your faith in human kindness. I 
was taking a walk on Shore Line 
Drive. As a longtime resident of 
Alameda, I walked several paths 
known to me. I took a spill and 
injured myself, having tripped 
over a raised portion of the 
cement. 

A nice fellow with two ladies 
came to my rescue. One of the 
girls must have run to her car 
to fetch some tissues as there 
was fair amount of bleeding. In 
the meantime,  another bystander 
was saying to the threesome that 
she lived a block away and would 
take care of me. 

She brought me to where I sup-
pose she lived and said that there 
was a retired fireman who lived 
there and he would have a first-aid 
kit. He came out and directed me 
to his apartment. After trying to 
stop the bleeding on my forehead, 
it was decided that I needed to 
go to the emergency room at the 
hospital. 

Two days later, I wanted to go 
to the scene of the fall. I retraced 
my steps and saw the very scene 
of the accident, with evidence of 
that the fall had occurred: blood 
on the pavement. 

Every day I thank God that all 
of the people got involved: the 
three that initially came to my res-
cue and helped me get up and the 
lady that wanted to bring me to a 
safe haven and the fireman. I am a 
grateful senior citizen for all of the 
people involved and for their care. 

The two names I got were 
Linda and the fireman was Bill 
Reeves. The other three remain 
nameless to me, but will never be 
forgotten.

Thank you for all of these peo-
ple and for their concern, compas-
sion and their acts of kindness. 
Bless you.

— Lena Rodd Anderson 

It’s time to honor Mary
Editor:

I once lived in Alameda and still 
keep Alameda in my heart. I miss 
the people and all the Victorian-
era homes. I am shocked to hear 
that nothing in Alameda has been 
named to recall the memory of 
Alameda’s first Poet Laureate, 
Mary Rudge. Not only was Mary 
a poet, but she was active in the 
community as a peace advocate. 
She passed away in 2014.

She was very supportive of 
the arts and introduced count-
less school children to poetry. 
She always tried her best to 
uplift Alameda’s cultural aware-
ness. She did a great job with her 

Liz Taylor
Alan Hebert’s letter (“DOER 

Marine evicted,” July 6) defending 
DOER struck a nerve with Sabrina 
Svendsen (“Community Needs 
Facts, Not Myths,” July 20). While 
I had the pleasure of knowing her 
father, she and I have never met. 
I bear her no ill will. As a share-
holder in Pacific Shops (PSI) and 
consultant to Bay West, she stands 
to make an enormous amount of 
money. It is completely natural for 
her to defend the golden egg. How-
ever, the veracity of her letter is 
half baked and must be addressed.

DOER is committed to making 
a dollar while making a difference. 
Our long-time home in the historic 
“Alameda Marina” building is pri-
marily on the public tidelands that 
are leased to PSI by the City of Al-
ameda. DOER creates economic 
traffic for Alameda by attracting 
vessels that use our subsea tech-
nology. 

Numerous small businesses 
benefit while visiting ships and 
crews are in town. Svend Svendsen 
grasped this. His plan for Alameda 
Marina protected tenants, added 
maritime and provided some work 
force housing. He told us that, with 
a 50-year lease on the tidelands that 
cost PSI less than $10,000 month, a 
profitable boat yard and PSI making 
money, there were many reasons to 
stay the course. However, we wor-
ried as property maintenance was 
deferred and DOER’s expansion was 

hobbled. Then cancer happened. 
Svend passed. PSI’s financier, Bay 
West Development pounced.

In November 2015, Bay West 
made tenants aware of their plan 
for nearly 800 homes on the site. 
Alan Hebert, a dry berth sailing 
tenant, publicly expressed his con-
cern. On Christmas Eve, Hebert 
was evicted. So began a pattern of 
divisive actions and bullying. By 
pitting sister against brother, Sean 
Svendsen was forced to sell the 
family’s boatyard business assets. 
By condemning the hoists and ad-
jacent shoreline, DOER’s access to 
the water was eliminated as was 
public use and primary boating ac-
cess. Many boating tenants left out 
of frustration. 

PSI collected additional rent  
from DOER on space we were 
prevented from using for related 
nonprofit and educational work, 
characterizing it as a prohibited 
sub-lease. DOER appealed, shar-
ing our vision for blue economic 
development with Bill Poland and 

We Need Transparency, 
Not Alternative Facts

What of Alameda’s 
“Everyone Belongs 
Here” campaign? 
Does it exclude 
long-time small 
businesses and 
their dedicated 
employees? 

Commentary

his Bay West and PSI team. Bill 
Poland scoffed, “Honey, get over 
that pipe dream.”

My immigrant husband was 
told “Your kind belongs in Oak-
land.” By refusing to extend our 
lease, PSI gravely endangered 
DOER’s project-based contracts 
that require evidence of a lease 
over the project duration. The 
desired financial damage allowed 
PSI to build a case for eviction. 
All 2016 rent was paid. 

However, our December rent 
check went uncashed and in Jan-
uary of 2017 PSI sued DOER. After 
spending tens upon thousands of 
dollars in court, we were forced 
to choose between a bad choice 
and a worse choice; be forced out 
in five days or at the end of sum-
mer, in September. Referenced 
monies “forgiven” by PSI relative 
to mediation with DOER in 2017 
are based on the 150 percent rent 
increase PSI sought. 

Svendsen’s assertion that 
DOER can simply move to Al-
ameda Landing or another area 
“more befitting of its financial 
resources” reflects her “let them 
eat cake” attitude toward PSI’s 
tenants. Any new maritime use of 
Alameda Landing is years away. 
There is no “opportunity” avail-
able that is move-in ready with 
water access for DOER. Mean-
while, DOER’s landmark building 
is slated for adaptive re-use by 
way of multi-level small shops, 
destroying the architecture, 
character and utility of great 
manufacturing space. 

At what point do we, as local 
people who care about the com-
munity, say “enough is enough”? 
DOER and the other small busi-
nesses at Alameda Marina don’t 
have a professional PR firm or 
lawyers on speed dial but we do 
have tenacity and grit. 

What of Alameda’s “Everyone 
Belongs Here” campaign? Does it 
exclude the long-time small busi-
nesses and their dedicated em-
ployees? The plan for Alameda 
Marina benefits one man living in 
a Ross mansion. In the end he will 
consume the goose and take the 
golden egg for himself.

Liz Taylor is president of DOER 
Marine.

Gretchen Lipow 
There has been a lot of confus-

ing and misleading information re-
garding the development of Encinal 
Terminals, a proposed 589-unit de-
velopment that includes a 14-story 
tower and seven to 13 buildings 
that exceed the current four-story 
height limit. I need to point out that 
the Encinal Terminals development 
will stand: 

n Next to the 389-unit Del Monte 
development

n Next to the 89 homes at Ma-
rina Shores

n Five blocks east of the pro-
posed 292-unit Shipways project

n Five blocks west of the pro-
posed 760-unit Alameda Marina 
project

n A few blocks from the 282-unit 
proposed project at Boatworks.

All of these (2,401 housing 
units!) are situated between the 
Posey and Webster tubes and the 
Park Street Bridge. 

The story that we hear — that 
we always hear — is that Encinal 
Terminals is a done deal. The 589 
units are approved and nothing can 
be done about it. The builder has 
the legal right to build them, and 
the city cannot say no. Well, no.

Encinal Terminals is a mixed-
use district. The ordinance that 
established this mixed-use designa-
tion gives the city the discretion to 
determine the percentage of resi-
dential and commercial land use 
on this and other mixed-use zoned 
sites. 

The city’s housing element, 
drafted by the Planning Depart-
ment and approved by the state, 
projects mixed-use zoned parcels 
to be 60 percent residential and 40 
percent commercial, which is why, 

based on these percentages, the 
same city housing element identi-
fies the reasonable residential ca-
pacity of the Encinal Terminals site 
as 240 units — 349 fewer than the 
developer wishes to build and the 
Planning Board approved.

The current Encinal Terminals 
project that the Planning Board 
(but not by the City Council) ap-
proved, provides for commercial 
land use of about an acre, meaning 
more than 90 percent of the site will 
be residential and less than 10 per-
cent commercial, not the 60-40 split 
projected in the state-approved 
housing element. The final distribu-
tion has not been determined or ap-
proved by the City Council, mean-
ing the deal is not done. It’s open 
for change, especially since the 
developer’s and Planning Board’s 
numbers do not add up.

The project bases the 589 units 
on the developer’s ownership of 
16.66 acres of developable land. 
1.25 acres (54,450 square feet) are 
zoned under the Measure A restric-
tion of one unit per 2,000 square 
feet, allowing for 27 units. The re-
maining 15.41 acres are zoned high 
density (30 units per acre), allow-
ing 464 units, or a total of 491 units. 
The state mandates a 20 percent 
density bonus for building a certain 
number of affordable units. That’s 
how they reached 589. 

It all makes sense, except for 

this: the developer will not own 
16.66 acres of useable land if the 
project is approved as they present-
ed it. The developer’s plan calls for 
a land swap. The city would convey 
between 4.73 and 5 acres of tidal 
lands to the developer and the de-
veloper would give between eight 
and nine acres to the city. 

Add five acres to 16.66 and you 
get 21.66. Subtract nine acres and 
you have 12.66. Subtract another 
half-acre for the free standing mar-
ket hall planned as commercial 
space and you now have 12.16 
acres of useable land. 

Every acre the developer loses 
decreases the housing unit entitle-
ment by 36 units (30 per acre plus 
a 20 percent density bonus). A 4.5-
acre loss creates a 162-unit deduc-
tion, making the maximum possible 
total 427 units, not 589.

I think that Mayor Trish Spen-
cer and Councilmember Frank 
Matarrese were elected over-
whelmingly because of their rea-
sonable positions on growth in 
2016. Encinal Terminals is unlike 
Del Monte and Marina Shores in 
that this is happening entirely on 
their watch, and they will be held 
accountable and responsible by 
their supporters. 

It takes four City Council votes 
to conduct a tidelands swap, it is 
fully expected that the City Council 
will not approve the land swap the 
developer wants without (1) reduc-
ing the number of market-rate units 
and (2) enforcing the current height 
limits in an area that is already 
over-built and traffic-jammed. 

Something Does Not Add Up
Commentary
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It’s open for 
change, especially 
since the develop-
er’s and Planning 
Board’s numbers 
do not add up.

kind, sweet spirit. I still find it hard 
to believe that she is gone. If the 
city chooses to name something 
in Mary’s honor, I would visit that 
venue with flowers in her name. 

Mary backed me in spearhead-
ing the fight to have a venue named 
for the city’s first African American 
City Councilmember and Vice 
Mayor, Al DeWitt. Now the officers’ 
club at Alameda Point bears his 
name. Now it’s time to name some-
thing for Mary. 

 I ask that if Mary’s fellow poets 
and activists are interested in start-
ing the process of naming some-
thing in Alameda for Mary get in 
touch with Dennis Evanosky at the 
Alameda Sun. You can call him at 
263-1470 or email him at editor@
alamedasun.com. 

— Mosetta Rose London

Get Ready: an 
Eclipse Primer

Jeffrey R. Smith
While many people in Alameda 

are researching designs for solar-
powered fallout shelters, others are 
blithely looking forward to the solar 
eclipse tentatively scheduled for 
next Monday, Aug. 21. 

Some of the more savvy cynics 
are skeptical. They ask, “Is this 
another NASA hoax like the moon 
landing?” Many readers may not 
remember but back in 1969 Buzz 
Aldrin, Neil Armstrong and Michael 
Jackson performed the moon walk.

Strange that we are looking for-
ward to an eclipse when it should 
be remembered that a total eclipse 
of the sun was once bundled in with 
the 10 plagues of Egypt. If my copy 
of the Torah is correct, the solar 
eclipse was plague number nine, 
just before the big one that got the 
Hebrews deported from Goshen. 
But, rather than fearing this eclipse, 
people are actually buying Total 
Eclipse T-shirts for nearly $20.

I have a fertile imagination, 
but somehow I don’t picture the 
Egyptians of Moses’ day lining up 
to buy a T-shirt that reads, “Take a 
Walk on the Dark Side” or “Standing 
in the Shadow.”

Furthermore, none of the 
online Eclipse T-Shirt sales comes 
with a guarantee. If the eclipse 
doesn’t happen, you are stuck 
with a $20 shirt that you will be 

Tongue in Cheek
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