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Mark Greenside
Folks in the city’s Planning Divi-

sion have repeatedly said traffic is 
bad, and it’s not going to get any 
better. They blame traffic backups 
on Interstate 880 — and they’re par-
tially correct. What’s 100 percent 
correct, though, is the more cars 
you add, the worse it will be. 

These planners tell us not to 
worry, because, after all, they have 
a plan, something called traffic de-
mand management (TDM). This 
plan consists of making people in 
new residential developments buy 
transit vouchers for buses and fer-
ries and is based on millennials not 
owning or driving cars. That’s not 
a plan; it’s a hope and a prayer. A 
plan, you see, has measurable, de-
liverable and achievable goals. A 
plan has benchmarks and penalties 
for failure. A plan has alternatives: 
Plan B, Plan C and Plan D. 

The city’s TDM has none of 
these. There is zero empirical evi-
dence that the use of cars is dimin-
ishing. Every year more cars are 
sold than the previous year. Every 
year more cars are on the roads. 
And every year, in the Bay Area and 
most populated areas, it takes lon-
ger to get from point A to point B 
than it did the previous year. What 
are these people thinking? 

You can make people buy vouch-
ers, you can’t make them use them, 
especially in bad weather, at night, 

when they have kids, go shopping, 
have to be someplace on time, or 
don’t want to stand for an hour on 
BART. And you can’t base the future 
of a city on the answers of 20-year-
olds with bicycles as to whether or 
not they will be driving cars when 
they’re 40 and have two kids. 

The planners have also spoken 
a good deal about jobs. Alameda’s 
jobs-to-housing ratio, like our traf-
fic congestion, is terrible and get-
ting worse. Alameda needs more 
jobs, everyone agrees. Indeed, one 
of the arguments for building so 
much housing is so people who live 
on the Island can work on the Island 
and not have to commute, thereby 
reducing the number of cars on the 
road. It’s a reasonable argument, 
except for two factors: shrinking 
commercial space and new housing 
that none of us can afford. 

The amount of available com-
mercial space diminishes every 
time a new residential development 
is built on mixed-use zoned land. 
The 2015-2023 Housing Element 
assumes a 60-40 residential-com-
mercial split of mixed use zoned 
property. 

Developers, however, ignore 
this ratio and submit plans that 
are 90-10 residential-commercial 
and the Planning Board approves 
them, and so does City Council. For 
example, the Housing Element says 
that Encinal Terminals is a mixed-
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use property with a “reasonable 
capacity” of 234 housing units. 
The developer submitted a plan 
to build 589 units, including a 
14-story skyscraper. The plan-
ning folks said, “OK, let’s look at 
it. And when they finished look-
ing at it, they approved it. They’ll 
pass it on to the City Council, and 
they’ll do the same. 

Shipways is currently 100 per-
cent commercial, zoned mixed 
use, and has a “realistic capac-
ity” of 146 units. The developer 
submitted a plan for 292 units. 
Worst of the bunch is Alameda 
Marina, a mixed-use zoned prop-
erty that is currently 100 percent 
commercial and supports more 
than 250 well-paying jobs. The 
developer has submitted a plan 
that will wipe out most of those 
jobs, force 84 businesses, includ-
ing a world-class nautical busi-
ness (DOER), to move, so they 
can build 670 housing units that 
most of us could not afford.

You see, most of us can’t af-
ford the houses being built in 
Alameda. According to the latest 
U.S. Housing and Urban Devel-
opment report, $80,400 is “low 
income” for a family of four in 
Alameda County. 

The median income for a fam-
ily of four in Alameda County is 
$97,400. To buy a low-end mar-
ket-priced housing unit (about 
$700,000) here requires a family 
income of $160,000 a year. 

The average salary for most 
of the new jobs being created 
at Target, In-and-Out, Safeway, 
etc. is not much above minimum 
wage and certainly not enough 
for anyone to rent, let alone buy, 
in Alameda. The only people who 
can afford to buy are investors, 
lawyers, doctors, techies and 
retirees who just sold $1 million-
plus homes. There’s nothing 
wrong with any of that or them, 
but they do not add up to a  

Jeff Wasserman
A self-serving group of wealthy 

Alameda homeowners dominated 
the April 25 City Council meeting. 
They sought to exclude other Al-
amedans access to long-held public 
waterfront land on the shores of 
the Oakland Estuary. 

When C. C. Adams and Mark T. 
Cole planned Waterside Terrace on 
Alameda’s East End in 1912, they pro-
vided access to the water for all resi-
dents with three small semicircular 
parks east of Fernside Boulevard. The 
city approved the subdivision map 
with these parks — one near High 
Street, a second just across Fernside 
Boulevard from Monte Vista and a 
third across Fernside from Fairview.

This waterfront access consist-
ed of a 10-foot-wide path from Fern-
side to the water, with a 35-foot-
wide semi-circle at the water’s edge 
to allow a couple of benches to 
be installed for other Alamedans 
to come and enjoy the waterfront 
view, or use for fishing. 

Deeds to the six houses on ei-
ther side of these public access 
points specifically addressed that 
the waterfront land behind these 
houses did not extend the full 
width of the house lot, and that the 
12 feet closest to the water on one 
side of these six homes was public 
land, for public use.

In 2015 the Army Corps of En-
gineers offered the city the ability 
to purchase the parks, and then 
transfer them to the waterfront 
homeowners. Alameda studied the 
issue in 2016, and after fact-finding 
and community meetings, decided 
to let these homeowners purchase 
this valuable waterfront property 
for a very reasonable $10,000 each. 

This was a windfall for these 
homeowners, as it clearly increased 
the value of their $1 million-plus 
homes by $50,000 or more. Still, 
it was a reasonable compromise 
that met the needs of the federal 
government, the city and the 100 
homeowners with property along 
the estuary. 

During this land transfer pro-
cess the city was reminded of these 
three designated waterfront access 
areas, and had to figure out what 
to do with them in the context of 
the new waterfront land transfer. 
Early in the process, the city, es-
pecially City Councilmember Frank 
Matarrese, took the position that 
these designated waterfront access 
points remain public property, for 
public use, and that some of $1 mil-
lion in transfer fees raised by Alam-
eda from the federal land transfer 
be used to improve these water-
front access points for public use 
and enjoyment.

The six Fernside homeowners 
whose homes abutted these pub-
lic access points feared public use 
and saw an opportunity to seize 
this public waterfront land for their 
own use and enrichment. They 
started petitioning their Fernside 
neighbors and the City Council. 
They asked to be able to purchase 
the waterfront public access areas 
as well, since they were poorly 
marked and underused. 

This would clearly be a huge fi-
nancial windfall for these six home-
owners, as they could significantly 
increase the size of their home 
lots and their valuable waterfront 

access, at far below market value, 
akin to the $10,000 they paid for the 
waterfront lots behind their homes. 

Other Fernside neighbors 
with homes on the water were 
convinced to support these six 
neighbors through a classic scare 
campaign by which the neighbors 
envisioned all of the nefarious ac-
tivity that their Alameda neighbors 
might engage in these small wa-
terfront access points. Trash, graf-
fiti, drinking; oh, the horrors! Their 
crown jewel argument was that one 
time, one man was once seen mas-
turbating in one of the three public 
access points. Not a murder, not a 
robbery, but one lame dude plea-
suring himself one time where he 
shouldn’t have been.

At the April 25 meeting, these 
six neighbors and their friends de-
manded that the three public access 
lands be sold to them, or at very 
least, that they be allowed to keep 
the 35-foot-wide waterfront parklets 
from being built, and gates and fenc-
es built at the entrance of the 10-
foot wide-right of way so they could 
lock them up every evening (and, of 
course, then forget to unlock them 
the following morning). 

They were organized, they were 
rich and connected, and they elic-
ited commitments from City Coun-
cil members to look at the issue in 
a light favorable to the six wealthy 
homeowners. No one at the meet-
ing spoke on behalf of the public’s 
interest.

So, Alameda, this is your 
chance. If you don’t care that these 
six wealthy homeowners get to re-
strict your access and use of these 
publicly designated waterfront  
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Time to roll  
up your sleeves

The Alameda Sun received a 
copy of his letter.

Dear City Council Members, City 
Manager, Alameda Municipal 
Power (AMP), Public Utilities 
Board and Community Action for 
a Sustainable Alameda (CASA):

Thank you, Councilmember 
Frank Matarrese, for your referral 
asking city staff to revisit, review 
and revise the 2008 City of Alam-
eda Climate Change Action Plan. 
And thank you, CASA, for provid-
ing timely community activities 
celebrating our green accomplish-
ments with the “Earthpalooza” 
event and for hosting a meeting 
at 6 p.m., Tuesday, May 23, at the 
Main Branch of the Alameda Free 
Library. The meeting will review 
the climate action plan.

I hope to see the evolution 
and implementation of a dynamic, 
new plan reflecting the critical 
conditions facing us now, politi-
cal as well as environmental. By 
re-booting our environmental con-
cerns with Matarrese’s referral, 
we have righted our little ship of 
state regarding the urgency of cli-
mate change. But we are woefully 
behind schedule. 

While Alameda sat on its hands 
so to speak, environmental and 
climate degradation proceeded 
apace. Now, living with the uncer-
tainty, our call is to move faster 
rather than slower. The climate 
crisis is real. It has happened. We 
need to take action now.

A two-year window for revising 
the climate action was suggested.  
Two years to weave a viable re-
newable energy mix plan is pru-
dent, but move forward on solar 
now.  We’ve been talking solar for 
years; we already know the ups 
and downs of solar; we know how 
solar can and cannot be used and 
implemented. We don’t need two 
more years of study on this “flag-
ship” project.  

I encourage all relevant parties 
to come together and implement 
net energy metering as rapidly as 
possible. With net energy meter-
ing, the city can join the region 
and state in transitioning to more 
solar power and positioning itself 
to participate in the new energy 
networks now being laid. The cus-
tomers want solar; our environ-
ment needs it.

AMP is no longer the touted 
“greenest little power company” 
around but has become a region-
al back-slider, refusing to follow 

the lead both our region and the 
state have provided. This is a mat-
ter of political will. I believe the 
vast majority on the Island want 
this stepped-up renewable energy 
commitment including solar. 

If we stand together, there is 
nothing, absolutely nothing, we 
cannot accomplish.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Dear Mr. President
Editor:

A lifelong friend of mine 
is sending e-mails to President 
Donald Trump every day.

His name is Dan Embree. He is a 
Vietnam veteran (two tours) and a 
West Point graduate who current-
ly divides his time between New 
Mexico and  Berkeley. I receive 
copies of his emails every day. 
Because your paper printed sev-
eral letters about the issue “Why 
I hate the President,” I thought 
today’s e-mail to the White House, 
shown below, would be a timely 
contribution. 

  — Dan Embree
Dear Mr. President:

I guess it’s pretty obvious 
that you haven’t read much his-
tory — given that you didn’t know 
that Lincoln was a Republican; 
that Frederick Douglass isn’t 
one of your supporters; that the 
Civil War battle of “The River 
of Blood”, fulsomely commem-
orated by a plaque on one of 
your golf courses, never hap-
pened, there or anywhere else; 
that Kim Jong Il no longer rules 
North Korea; that NATO conducts 
counter-terrorism operations; 
that every middle-school gradu-
ate knows who Susan B. Anthony 
was; and that Andrew Jackson 
wasn’t angry about the Civil War 
because he was dead long before 
anyone thought of waging it. 

Reading the 100 or so books 
that would minimally prepare you 
to comprehend the geopolitics 
of the world you bestride like 
a psychosis wouldn’t pay off in 
the short run, and let’s face it, a 
man who is 70, overweight and 
in a high-stress job hasn’t got a 
long run.

So forget that. Try to think 
instead about how history will 
read you. And there is no doubt 
that it will — intensely, obses-
sively, eternally.

Generations  in the 22nd 
century will match your boasts 
against your actual achievements 
and scoff at the short-sighted 
motives that led you to ignore the 
perfectly obvious consequences 
which have damned them to a 

world that is broken in ways and 
on a scale for which history can 
provide no precedent. You are not 
going into the books on your own 
terms — as, I suppose you imag-
ine, a populist hero, a champion 
of the forgotten and neglected, 
a Spartacus, a Robin Hood, an 
Emiliano Zapata.

Instead, you are on track to 
be remembered as greedier than 
William Randolph Hearst, more 
corrupt than Boss Tweed, dumb-
er than Sarah Palin.

But you can still salvage some-
thing from the detritus of your 
own bombast.

What if you (with expert 
advice) took a determined stand 
in favor of a few of your own 
least-meant promises — to work 
out a healthcare plan that really 
would cover everyone equal-
ly with lower premiums, or to 
boost wages through massive 
infrastructure projects, or to 
find a sensible way of granting 
citizenship to law-abiding immi-
grants, or to embrace science 
rather than the ideology of oil 
magnates? What if you really did 
drain the swamp of lobbyists pos-
ing as officials, starting with your 
own cabinet? What if instead of 
applauding the brutality of dicta-
tors, you applauded the courage 
of the people who stand up to 
them? History never forgets, but 
it sometimes forgives.”

— Hans D Siebert
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Schools Supe 
Addresses 
Issues at Lum

Sean McPhetridge
One of my favorite tasks as a 

superintendent is reporting good 
news — such as school awards, 
innovative teaching practices, stu-
dent successes and measures of 
community support that astound 
and enrich us year after year. We 
have had many reports of good 
news in the past year and in the 
years before that, and let us al-
ways remain mindful of, and grate-
ful for, our wonderful schools.

However, an equally impor-
tant part of my job also has to be 
leading our school communities 
through difficult times, including 
those times involving uncertainty, 
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