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Joe Heller

Thanks for messages of 
hope, inspiration
Editor:

For weeks, many sidewalks 
around town have had inspirational, 
changing chalk messages drawn on 
them. No one knows who is doing 
this or whether it’s one lone indi-
vidual or a collective group. But 
in these trying politically charged 
times, they are charming and I’ve 
not seen them anywhere else. 
Certainly not Oakland, Richmond or 
San Francisco. Yet!

These messages of encourage-
ment are all unique and uplifting 
letting observers and readers know 
it’s OK to be different, to love and 
respect themselves and others. If 
you’ve come across them, hope-
fully they’ve brightened your day. 
I’d never ask whoever is taking time 
out of their life or lives doing this to 
identify themselves. But instead just 
wanted to thank them. 

The messages appear to have 
started on the sidewalk area just 
outside Books Inc. and Tomatina on 
Park Street, joyously ballooning out 
well beyond those initial areas last 
month. It not only takes courage 
and time but great creativity to do 
all of this with little acclaim. 

Whoever is doing it sometimes 
wipes them clean and starts brand 
new messages or refreshes what 
is already there. Many of them are 
verbal masterpieces. Go see for 
yourself. So thank you mysterious 
chalk artist(s). You are hopefully 
having a major positive impact in 
our wonderful city.

— Mike Lano

LWVA takes neutral  
position on Measure F
Editor: 

Measure F will appear on the 
Nov. 6 ballot. Approval of this mea-
sure will add a one-half percent 
sales tax to purchases made within 
the city. Based on current expens-
es, the city anticipates it will be in 
a deficit situation without greater 
revenue. 

The League of Women Voters of 
Alameda (LWVA) understands the 
city’s need for increased funds, but, 
after careful consideration, LWVA 
has taken a neutral position on this 
measure and neither supports nor 
opposes it. 

These are some of the reasons 
for this: 

n Historically, LWVA has sup-
ported measures to ensure reve-
nues that are both sufficient and 
flexible to meet changing needs 
for local government services. The 
LWVA has also supported revenues 

that are equitable and fairly shared 
among taxpayers. 

n Sales taxes, by their very 
nature, are regressive and not fairly 
shared by all. 

n Measure F has no sunset pro-
vision, which means that it would 
continue indefinitely and only ter-
minate by another ballot vote. 

n A statewide ballot measure 
in 2020, Schools and Communities 
First, will, if approved, revise parts 
of Proposition 13 (Jarvis Gann) and 
provide local jurisdictions with 
increased, progressive revenue.

Because there is no consen-
sus among its members, LWVA is 
not taking a position either for or 
against this measure.

— Georgia Gates Derr 
President, LWVA

Vote ‘no’ on costly, 
inflexible measure
Editor:

I’m a homeowner here in 
Alameda, but I haven’t always been. 
In 2008, I was a renter who was forced 
from my home of less than a year by 
a 60-day notice. Things would have 
gone differently for our family if this 
had happened in 2018. I am grateful 
for the small comfort that our exist-
ing law (Rent Stabilization Ordinance 
no. 3148) offers. The current law pro-
vides some stabilization to our com-
munity, and for the City Council’s 
action in finally listening to renters, I 
say thank you.

There is no good argument, how-
ever, for enshrining the current law 
into the City Charter. It’s akin to 
putting the vehicle code into the 
Constitution: bad governance as a 
start, and frankly, that should be 
enough to disqualify Measure K from 
serious consideration by anyone 
who cares about good governance. 
Vote “no” on K: it’s unnecessary.

There’s a second good gov-
ernance reason to vote “no” on 
Measure K. When language goes 
into the City Charter, a vote by 
the people is required to make 
changes. Elections are expensive. 
I encourage voters to ask: Why 
are K proponents so interested 
in forcing the people of Alameda 
to pay hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to make basic and minor 
fixes in a law? Who benefits when 
our city is forced to pay for this 
additional governmental hurdle? 
Vote “no” on K; it’s inflexible and 
costly.

Alameda is our home and a 
jewel in the bay. The things that 
make us love this place — our 
homes and beaches, our tree-lined 
streets, our good schools and our 
proximity to San Francisco — are 
empty without our friends, family 
and neighbors. What truly makes 

Alameda a jewel is the care we have 
for each other and the community 
we have made together here. We 
have a responsibility to each other 
to protect each other, to ensure this 
community is stable.

The organization “No on K” 
includes homeowners like me, 
community-minded landlords, tech 
workers, nonprofit workers, rent-
ers, child care providers, the finan-
cially comfortable and those of us 
at the margins. There’s a reason 
why so many Alamedans are saying 
“no” on Measure K; it’s unneces-
sary, inflexible and costly.

As a current homeowner, I can 
speak out to say “no” on K when 
so many of my friends cannot — 
because they are afraid of the con-
sequences to their own housing 
security. Alameda, vote “no” on K.

— Gaylon Parsons

John Knox White 
deserves your vote 
Editor:

I have known and worked with 
John Knox White for 17 years. 
Because he was organized, lis-
tened well and brought people 
together, I nominated him to chair 
the then-new Transportation 
Commission at its first meeting 
in 2002. As chair for eight years, 
Knox White spearheaded the 
development of Alameda’s land-
mark 2009 Transportation Master 
Plan to reduce traffic congestion, 
make our streets safer for every-
one and increase Alameda’s sus-
tainability. 

Knox White has also helped 
write Alameda’s Sunshine (good 
government) Ordinance, served as 
president of the Planning Board 
and furthered Alameda’s economic 
development. He researches issues 
thoroughly, listens carefully and 
considers all the facts before mak-
ing decisions. John is transparent 
and ethical. He is also dedicated, 
thoughtful and creative. He will 
make the right call even if it is not 
easy or comfortable.

Knox White has helped bring 
people together to apply best 
practices to Alameda’s problems 
for 16 years. Alameda needs more 
leaders who are trustworthy and 
considerate when conducting the 
city’s business. Register or re-reg-
ister before Monday, Oct. 22, and 
vote for John Knox White on or 
before Tuesday, Nov. 6. 

— Jon M. Spangler

Renaming is not about 
erasing history
Editor:

Recently a community mem-
ber chided the Haight Renaming 
Committee as being “bereft of 
common sense” (“Bereft of com-
mon sense,” Sept. 13). I agree that 
Alameda should rename Haight 
Elementary School, but I also want 
to honor the legacy of the children 
that went to school there.

I am a third-generation 
Alamedan. My great-grandparents 
Davis and Lizzie Sloan migrated 
from South Carolina in 1892 and 
were one of the early Black fami-
lies here. My mom, my six siblings 
and I all attended Haight School. I 
graduated from Haight in 1972, but I 
never knew about the hateful legacy 
of our school’s namesake until this 
year. I will say though that as a 
child, I never liked saying “Hate” 
School. I loved my experience at 
Haight Elementary School, from kin-
dergarten to eighth grade.

Renaming Haight is not about 
“erasing history.” This is a chance 
for Alameda to reckon with his-
tory and honor our greatest values. 
Honoring former Haight students 
and staff is not about preserving the 
heritage of Henry Huntly Haight, the 
man. We want to acknowledge our 
memories and the lifelong friend-
ships we forged at our school. We 
want to honor the legacy of the 
diverse families like mine that ben-
efited from educational opportuni-
ties at the school. 

By collecting memorabilia from 
people like me, we can recon-
nect with our school community 
there today, and help reclaim our 
school from Haight’s racist legacy. 
Displaying the history of our school 
will make sure current and future 
students will both know the history 
and see themselves as part of the 
legacy we are all creating together.

I’ll be submitting the name of 
Sloan Elementary School.

— Sandi Thomas
Haight Renaming  

Committee member

Nicolas Procos
Just last month, Gov. Jerry 

Brown signed legislation requiring 
the state to obtain 60 percent of 
its electricity from clean sources 
— such as wind, solar and hydro-
power — by 2030 and 100 percent 
by 2045. While I applaud California 
for taking this momentous step in 
response to climate change, I also 
congratulate you, Alameda’s resi-
dents and businesses, for taking 
this same great step long ago.

It all began in 1887, when 
Alameda Municipal Power (AMP) 
was created by a group of con-
cerned residents who saw elec-
tricity as an essential public ser-
vice, just like community schools, 
parks, hospitals and police and 
fire departments. During the 20th 
century, when little local utilities 
across the country were being 
bought up by big corporations, 
Alamedans remained committed to 
local control and local decision-
making at their electric utility.

That same commitment to local 
control enabled Alameda to set the 
standard for environmental stew-
ardship in the 1980s. Residents and 
businesses wanted their power to 
come from renewable resources, 
so AMP added geothermal to its 
energy supply, followed by wind, 
landfill gas, hydropower and solar 
over the next several decades. This 
earned AMP the moniker of “green-
est little utility.”

AMP did this while keeping 
rates low. In fact, rates average 17 
percent below those in neighboring 

communities. This means almost 
$11 million per year stays in our 
customers’ pockets compared to 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co.’s custom-
ers. And because AMP is commu-
nity owned, rates go toward opera-
tion of the electric system and to 
improving public services through 
annual transfers of more than $5 
million to the city’s General Fund. 
This means that local dollars stay 
here at home. Revenue from elec-
tricity sales in Alameda goes to the 
community, not a shareholder in 
some distant city or state.

AMP did this without sacrificing 
electric reliability. In public power 
communities like Alameda, custom-
ers are likely to be without power 
for an average of 59 minutes per 
year, compared to customers of 
investor-owned utilities that may 
lose power for an average of 133 
minutes a year — provided there are 
no major adverse effects. Knowing 
our community and its needs helps 
keep homes, businesses and public 
places powered year-round.

And AMP did this because it is 
a part of the community. Decisions 
about AMP’s policies are made 
by Alameda residents who volun-
teer to serve on the city’s Public 
Utilities Board. AMP customers 
have a direct voice in utility deci-
sions and policymaking. Plus, our 
connection to the community 
means that Alamedan’s can expect 
to receive excellent customer ser-
vice when questions arise about 
your electric service.

Alameda’s focus on clean 

energy and local control in the 
past puts us in the strong position 
we are in today. I am excited to 
announce that AMP’s long commit-
ment to clean power will result in a 
100 percent carbon-neutral energy 
supply for Alameda starting in 2020 
— way ahead of California’s new 
clean energy rules. And the best 
part is our customers don’t have to 
do anything to get to 100 percent 
clean energy, the resources are 
already owned or contracted for.

This year, AMP is celebrating 
Public Power Week from Oct. 7 
to 13, along with more than 2,000 
other utilities that provide electric-
ity on a not-for-profit basis to 49 
million Americans. I have worked in 
a number of communities over my 
20 years in the utility industry. It is 
clear that Alameda’s rich history 
of community-owned power truly 
stands out. AMP not only works for 
Alameda, it’s been a cornerstone of 
our community since 1887.

Nicolas Procos is Alameda 
Municipal Power’s general manager.

AMP Leads the Way 
in Clean Power

Commentary

Knowing our com-
munity and its 
needs helps us 
keep homes, busi-
nesses and public 
places powered 
year-round.

Gaby Dolphin
Alamedans in Charge jumped 

the shark when they submitted 
Measure K for November’s ballot.  
While the Charter amendment 
is billed as “real rent control,” 
scratch the surface and you’ll find 
a wolf in sheep’s clothing knock-
ing at our door.

If you think our Real Estate 
leadership or the California 
Apartment Association (CAA) 
have had a change of heart 
towards the plight of renters well, 
I’ve got a bridge in Brooklyn I’d 
like to sell you.

Remember the historic cross-
road at which we stand.  The 
number-one problem facing this 
nation as we attempt to rebuild 
trust in our democratic institu-
tions is to get big-money influence 
out of government — nationally 
and locally. 

Scratch the surface of Measure 
K and you find Alameda’s 1 per-
cent seeking to change the City 
Charter in a way that creates a 
city favorable to the bottom line 
of real estate, CAA and develop-
ers while prosecuting their polit-
ical opponents and critics and 
turning a blind eye to the injus-
tices such so-called policies set 
in motion. Frankly, I’m stunned, 
the “people’s mayor” has accept-
ed campaign financing from this 
cabal. 

The institutional guardrails that 
have restrained this type of influ-
ence buying will not hold forever.

Alameda voters will either 
remove this threat of corporate 

over-reach by speaking out and 
voting a definitive “no” on Measure 
K or run the risk of our city becom-
ing increasingly an enterprise run 
at the behest of special interests. 
Real estate today, who will come 
knocking tomorrow?

Measure K is undemocratic. 
Any attempt by corporate interests 
to legislate special influence in gov-
ernment is flat out wrong. Measure 
K is a thinly veiled attempt to exert 
control over rental market prop-
erty for their bottom line.

The reasons the city of Alameda 
Democratic Club endorsed “No on 
K” are as follows:

n Measure K is unnecessary. 
The law already exists. We’re 
using it. Why amend the City 
Charter with a 26-page piece of 
legislation?

n Measure K is inflexible. State 
law will most assuredly change 
as we navigate the housing cri-
sis. Alameda will be required to 
amend our Charter to come in to 
compliance. Again and again and 
again.

n Measure K is costly. Each 
time we bring the City Charter into 
compliance with State law, an elec-
tion will be required. Alamedans 
will have to foot the bill. 

n Measure K is disingenuous. 
It is not rent control. There is 

no cap. And the inhumane night-
mare of no-cause evictions will be 
enshrined as Alameda law.  

Measure K is not about rent 
control or renters. It is a Trojan 
horse, an attempt by Alameda’s 1 
percent to wrest control of local 
government to once and for all 
silence the pesky renters and per-
manently secure the rental market 
as a playground for profiteering 
over the most vulnerable members 
of our community.

K is definitely not OK.
Gaby Dolphin is the co-president 

of City of Alameda Democratic Club .

Vote ‘No’ on Measure K in November
Alameda Rollercoaster

Measure K is not 
about rent control 
or renters. 


