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mind, I did the maintenance myself 
to keep the cost down and was 
able to rent the apartments at fair 
market value.)

If M1 is passed, preventing the 
apartments from being rented at 
fair market value, it wouldn’t be 
long before there would be no 
money to maintain the apartments 
or building, pay taxes, provide 
insurance, let alone improve or 
replace worn out appliances, car-
pets or flooring. I believe there 
wouldn’t even be the incentive to 
do so. I also believe this would 
lead to foreclosures, reduced prop-
erty values, and create a slow but 
steady decline into what’s known 
as ‘slumlord’ property. (The inside 
talk is that many landlords have 
already quietly began to talk about 
selling their buildings, leading to a 
landside if this measure passes.)

The other factor that bothers 
me even more, is when we go down 
the road of telling someone what 
they can and can’t do with their 
business and how much they can 
charge for their product or services 
it starts to become socialism. This 
country was founded on democracy 
and the free-market system. That’s 
what sets us apart from much of the 
world and makes our country great. 
Our system may not be perfect, 
but it’s better than most systems 
in the world. It’s the reason why 
millions of people are even risking 
their lives, for the chance to live 
here, and perhaps have the same 
opportunities we have? 

I understand the plight of the 
renters, but please understand, 
the landlords are not the cause 
of the high rents. Rents are based 
on supply and demand. The more 
people that want to live here, the 
higher the demand. With a fixed 
supply, this causes rents to go up. 
(This is our free market system.) If 
you want to blame anyone, blame 
our beautiful city. Alameda is a 
safe city to live in, has compara-
tively low crime rates, has a good 
environment with nice shops and 
restaurants, and has good schools. 
All this makes more people want to 
live here.

I urge you to vote “no” on L1 
and M1.

— Ed Payne 

Open letter to Council
The Alameda Sun received a 

copy of this letter. 

Dear Mayor and  
Council members: 

Alameda Renters Coalition 
(ARC) is not the “homegrown” 
group they claim to be. They are a 
“member organization” of Tenants 
Together (TT), a San Francisco-
based group that, according to its 
website, “seeks to galvanize a state-
wide movement for renter’s rights.” 

To do this, they “recruit groups 
to become member organizations.” 
They have “field organizers and 
provide training” and “provide 
technical assistance on organizing 
campaigns… to win state and local 
legislative battles.” TT’s network 
“trains and develops tenant attor-
neys across the state.” This same 
organization is behind all five rent 
control ballot initiatives in the Bay 
Area this November. Alameda has 
the unfortunate distinction of having 
the most radical version of the five. 

In fact, Measure M1 was written 
by a Berkeley resident. Compare 
this to Measure L1, written by our 
elected City Council, all of whom 

reside in Alameda. There are a num-
ber of groups campaigning against 
Measure M1. One of these is the 
California Apartment Association. 
They are spending a significant sum 
of money throughout the State of 
California, not just Alameda. Their 
expenditures for TV and radio 
are targeting Bay Area voters 
with rent control measures initi-
ated by TT in Richmond, Mountain 
View, Burlingame, San Mateo and 
of course, Alameda. To claim that 
all this money is being spent in 
Alameda against M1 is ridiculous. 

I am the treasurer for a group 
named “Yes on L1, No on M1: 
Alamedans for Fair Rent Control.” 
We are comprised only of Alameda 
home and property owners, we are 
all volunteers, and we are receiv-
ing no technical, legal, campaign 
or other assistance in our effort to 
defeat M1. 

Our donors are primarily indi-
viduals, mostly retired, and we have 
raised our campaign funds so far by 
donations from more than 70 indi-
viduals, 11 local businesses and the 
local realtors’ association who asked 
for assistance from the California 
Association of Realtors. The contri-
bution from the Realtors’ associa-
tion comprises less than 20 percent 
of our funding so far. Additionally, 
we are receiving no guidance, train-
ing or advice from any organization, 
including the realtors. 

By contrast, ARC received $6,000 
from an outside union. As of their 
latest filing, this comprises 50 per-
cent of their funds. They are backed 
by TT which, according to their 
website, is also currently organiz-
ing in Antioch, Fresno, Merced, 
Concord, Sacramento, Ridgecrest, 
San Diego, Santa Ana, Santa Cruz 
and other communities. TT spent 
more than $440,000 on efforts in 
2013, the latest year for which the 
information is available. 

ARC’s is hardly a small-town 
“grassroots” effort at rental policy 
that works for everyone. They are 
not on their own against big, bad, 
corporate and out of town owners 
and “greedy” local landlords. With 
the backing of TT, they are pitting 
themselves against their neighbors, 
fellow parents and grandparents 
and many others who care deeply 
about Alameda. 

The individuals in our group 
who oppose M1 have made, on 
aggregate, a very large investment 
of time, energy and money in our 
city.

— Mary Jacak

L1 is fair, well-thought-
out, as opposed to M1
Editor:

There are three important rea-
sons to vote “yes” on L1 and “no” 
on M1. 

n The lack of control in Measure 
M1 over who moves into a rental 
property will make our community 
less safe. The outcome of unvetted 
additions — additional family and 
their spouses or domestic partners 
as outlined in Section 5B of M1 is 
very important to our community. 

The tenant without any permis-
sion or vetting by the landlord, 
can increase the persons in their 
unit. The two person per bedroom 
plus one additional person for any 
rental unit is hidden in this clause. 
These unvetted additions will not 
only increase the chances for crimi-
nal activity, but also increase the 
number of cars on our streets and 
have an impact on our schools. 

n The radical terms of M1 

will cause many owners of con-
dos, townhomes and single fam-
ily detached homes to sell. There 
is no law anywhere that requires 
a landlord to stay in the rental 
business if doing is unattractive. 
M1 is extremely unattractive to 
landlords. Home prices are high 
right now. 

The relocation fees will be a 
drop in the bucket as compared 
to sales prices. As seen in all rent 
controlled cities in the past, many 
sales will happen and decrease 
the rental stock supply. Many of 
our teachers, medical personnel 
and city workers will be forced 
to leave their homes. There will 
be an opposite effect as to what 
M1 claims about keeping people in 
their homes. People will be forced 
to leave their homes. Realtors are 
already noticing a jump in non-
owner-occupied sales with just the 
threat of M1. A “yes” vote on L1 will 
allow many landlords to remain in 
the rental business. 

n Rent control as radical as 
outlined in M1 will certainly dimin-
ish the upkeep and appearance 
of the rental units and result in 
decreased property values of the 
rental unit and the entire neighbor-
hood. Alameda will become a less 
desirable place to live. A “yes” vote 
on L1 will lead to a fair and well-
thought-out answer to the very 
complex situation that rising rents 
have brought to our community.

— Marie Kane

B1 means stay the 
course for schools
Editor: 

The Measure B1 parcel tax is 
crucial to the future of our stu-
dents and our community. It is a 
replacement of our current parcel 
tax and will not raise taxes. I am a 
lifelong Alameda resident. I gradu-
ated from Alameda High School in 
1980 and started coaching there 
in 1981. Now I am honored to be a 
teacher and the director of athlet-
ics at my alma mater. 

I am extremely proud of Hornet 
High. Alameda High School is one 
of the top academic institutions in 
the nation and I am ecstatic to have 
a coaching staff who believes in 
educational athletics, developing 
the whole person and preparing 
students for life after high school. 

Parcel tax revenue makes up 75 
percent of our high school athlet-
ics budget. Educational athletics 
is the life blood of so many of our 
students. It gives them a sense 
of purpose and pride. It develops 
their character and sense of team 
and self. It teaches a model that our 
society sorely needs. 

Without Measure B1 money we 
would need to cut most or all of our 
freshmen and junior varsity teams, 
as well as some of our entire pro-
grams. We currently have 43 teams, 
33 of them would be eliminated. 
Do not allow an exodus of our top 
students, a decline in campus and 
community spirit and a drop in 
home values. Vote “yes” on B1 and 
keep Alameda special.

— Brad Thomas

LWV says ‘yes’ on K1
Editor: 

The League of Women Voters 
Alameda (LWVA) urges a “yes” 
vote on Measure K1, the Utility 
Modernization Act (UMA). This 
measure provides vital support for 
city services and ensures our local 
Utility Users Tax (UTT) ordinance 
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far above the advertised 5 percent 
limit. At 8 percent, rent doubles in 9 
years, a disaster for many families.

Landlords may have learned to 
game the system by going in with 
double what they want and settle for 
half, giving the false impression of an 
arms-length negotiation. No wonder 
they love the RRAC. It fills pockets 
and flatters egos. If the RRAC is so 
effective, as Councilmember Tony 
Daysog has emphasized, how about 
sending those 27 families a customer 
satisfaction survey?

It is time for a change.

Monty J. Heying has lived in 
Alameda for 16 years.

is applied fairly. 
The Alameda City Council placed 

Measure K1 on the November ballot. 
The measure amends the city char-
ter to safeguard the annual transfer 
of approximately $3.7 million from 
Alameda Municipal Power (AMP) 
to the General Fund. Measure K1 
also updates the UTT ordinance to 
provide current definitions of tech-
nologies and clear instructions to 
service providers. This tax is used 
to fund essential city services.

 There is no change in the 7.5 
percent UUT and many people will 
not see a change in their telecom-
munications bills. Some subscrib-
ers may see an increase of up to 
$5 in their monthly bills due to 
clearer definitions and instructions 
to providers. 

Measure K1 includes a 2 percent 
reduction in the tax for seniors 
over 65 and for low-income indi-
viduals. Additionally, the city will 
allow seniors who already have the 
exemption, but are younger than 65, 
to continue to pay the reduced rate. 

The LWVA bases its support of 
Measure K1 on the LWV California 
position on government finance 
which states in brief: “To assure 
revenues meet changing needs, to 
emphasize equity and a fair sharing 
of the tax burden, and to include 
finance methods that meet current 
and future needs.” K1 meets our 
state-level League criteria. For more 
information on Measure K1, visit Vote 
with the League at http://lwvalam-
eda.org/VoteWithThe League.html.

The League of Women Voters 
of Alameda encourages informed 
and active participation in govern-
ment and influences public policy 
through education and advocacy. 
Visit alameda.ca.lwvnet.org for 
more information about LWVA.

— Felice Zensius & Karen Butter 
 Co-Chairs, Action Committee

League of Women Voters 
Alameda (LWVA)

Editor’s note: The Alameda 
Sun is receiving more writing sub-
mitted on the upcoming election 
than we currently have space to 
print. The aim is to print all of the 
letters received, including those re-
garding particular local candidates 
and the recent “attack mailer” in 
the Nov. 3 election edition. Some 
longer pieces are also being held 
in order to allow more voices to be 
heard on these pages. 

Please continue to submit let-
ters to editor@alamedasun.com or 
via the Alameda Sun website: www. 
alamedasun.com. We thank you for 
your submissions.

INSERTS
INSERTS
INSERTS
INSERTS

It’s easier than you think 
to have something delivered 
to each door in Alameda. The 
Alameda Sun delivery service 
provides many options for 
inserting material into the 
Alameda Sun for delivery each 
Thursday.

Potential insertions can 
be targeted at a particular 
neighborhood. Choose Bay 
Farm, East End, South Shore, 
Central Main or West End for 
targeted delivery. Got a flyer 
printed? Good, now get it out. 
Inserts run just $50 per thou-
sand. (Printing not included.) 
Call now: (510) 263-1470.
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