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Alameda’s economy and attracts 
businesses and families to our 
community.

Measure B1 does not increase 
our taxes. It simply extends the exist-
ing parceltax (Measure A) through 
fiscal year 2025. Measure A expires 
in fiscal year 2018, but affects bud-
get planning much sooner. Measure 
B1 provides needed continuity for 
our schools during the budget plan-
ning process and contains strong 
accountability provisions.

Measure B1, like the existing 
Measure A, will generate about $12 
million in local funds each year to 
support our schools. These funds 
enable our local community to main-
tain current class size, core academ-
ics, art, music, athletic programs, 
and neighborhood schools. Funding 
stability helps our school district 
recruit and retain excellent teachers.

The LWVA bases its support of 
Measure B1 on the LWV California 
education position, which states in 
brief: “Support a system of public 
education funding that is adequate, 
flexible, equitable, reliable and sus-
tainable: derived from a combination 
of revenue sources and distributed 
fairly to support access and equitable 
opportunities for students.” Measure 
B1 meets our state-level criteria.

For more information on 
Measure B1, visit http://lwvalam-
eda.org/VoteWithTheLeague.html.

The LWVA encourages informed 
and active participation in govern-
ment and influences public policy 
through education and advocacy. 
For more information visit http://
lwvalameda.org/index.html.

— Felice Zensius and 
Karen Butter, Co Chairs Action 

Committee LWV Alameda

B1 tax is not new
Editor:

This election season, Alamedans 
have the opportunity to support 
their local schools without increas-
ing their tax bills.

Measure B1 is not a new tax, but 
a renewal of the tax Alameda prop-
erty owners are already paying. It’s 
a modest investment, and one that 
offers a great return for our kids, 
schools and teachers.

Alamedans who have been 
in our schools have seen what 
makes them great — small class 
sizes, music and theater, athletics, 
Advanced Placement classes, coun-
seling and, of course, our excellent 
teachers. But we can’t take any of 

this for granted. The tax is only in 
place until 2018, unless the com-
munity votes to extend it this fall.

Many times, our community has 
come together to show its commit-
ment to our schools, our students 
and our teachers by approving par-
cel taxes to keep them funded. 
Let’s renew our commitment this 
fall by stepping up and voting “yes” 
on Measure B1.

— Rob Bonta Assembly  
member, 18th District

M1 takes away control
Editor:

Vote for M1 and lose all your 
democratic right to control the 
Rent Review Advisory Committee. 
Be sure you read these sections of 
the Measure text before voting!

In Section 6 (o) discusses the 
autonomy of M1 board: “Independent 
from the City Council, City Manager, 
and City Attorney, except by the 
request of the rest of the board, the 
city shall provide infrastructural sup-
port on an outgoing basis as it would 
with any other department.” All tax-
payers contribute to this.

Section 6 (g) describes the power 
of M1 board: “Establish a base rent, 
set rates, make studies, surveys, 
investigations, and conduct hear-
ings. Charge fees, contract legal 
assistance for low income residents. 
Financed by landlords. Set free rates 
and penalties.”

Section 6 (p) says this about the 
M1 budget: “The city council and the 
city manager shall have no authority 
to oversee, supervise, or approve 
this budget. At any meeting the M1 
board may amend or supplement 
the budget by affirmed votes of at 
least three M1 board members.”

Section 6 (m) on financing says, 
“Expenses by charging landlords 
annual fees in amounts deemed 
responsible by M1 board.”

M1 is a spiteful document with 
dictatorial powers that has ele-
ments that will result in inconceiv-
able consequences!

— Larry Wilson

Benefit of B1 is uniform
Editor:

I am writing in response to 
a recent commentary by Leland 
Tremain (“Measure B1: Unfair, 
Unlawful, Unneccessary, Sept. 29.) 

The article has a number of 
inaccuracies and misrepresenta-
tions related to Measure B1 but 
there is one point in particular we 
would like to address. In his letter, 

he states that charter schools are 
being treated as second class citi-
zens by the parcel tax allocations. 

Despite the difference in alloca-
tion, we are writing to confirm that 
the charter schools in Alameda 
are 100 percent in support of B1 
because the parcel tax will ben-
efit all students. And if it is not 
approved, it will hurt all students, 
including charter school students. 

The implications of not continu-
ing the parcel tax (currently known 
as Measure A) will be dire and 
far reaching beyond the families 
with children attending our public 
schools — the fundamental basis 
of our communities are rooted in 
a robust public education system 
and that is what is at stake. 

Tremain does not speak for our 
school, the Academy of Alameda. 
This school has, and will contin-
ue to, work collaboratively with 
Alameda Unified School District 
(AUSD) for ongoing support and 
resources because ultimately, we 
all share the same mission: to pro-
vide the highest quality education 
to all of Alameda’s students. 

To underscore our school com-
munity’s broad-based support, our 
parents, students, and teachers 
volunteer for and have donated 
to support the campaign. And our 
PTA has unanimously voted to 
endorse Measure B1. 

We are in this together with 
all AUSD public schools and look 
forward to helping it pass. Great 
Schools mean a Great Alameda. 
I urge voters in Alameda to vote 
“yes” on B1 on Tuesday, Nov. 8.

— Deni Adaniya, President 
Academy of Alameda PTA

Tail wagging dog again
Editor:

Reading recent letters, we have 
heard from renters, landlords, and 
sympathetic home owners about 
the two rent-related items on the 
ballot this fall — M1, the renters’ 
charter amendment and L1, the 
city’s ordinance. 

Both measures are a response 
to large rent increases levied on 
residents of our community and no 
cause evictions that took place dur-
ing 2015. Primarily, the offending 
landlords were out-of-town owners 
of large 50-plus unit complexes as 
identified in a study conducted by 
BAE Urban Economics in June 2015 
for the city of Alameda.

Our City Council responded to 
the urgent pleas of renters that 
were expressed during countless 

hours of meetings when the council 
developed Ordinance 3184 which is 
essentially the same as L1. Bear in 
mind, the exorbitant time was spent 
to assist 53 percent of our popula-
tion who are renters. Nearly half of 
those are not affected by rent con-
trol due to state law exemptions for 
single family homes and multifamily 
units built after 1995. Much time has 
been spent on an issue that con-
cerns about 25 percent of us. 

City Council devised a second 
fair agreement even though it had 
already adopted a non-binding 
mediation plan that was never given 
a chance to prove itself. Since the 
initiation of the city’s rent stabili-
zation plan in March of this year, 
nearly all rent increases above the 
5 percent mark have been success-
fully mediated by the Rent Review 
Advisory Committee so this plan is 
working. Rents have stabilized and 
landlords are receiving a fair return 
on their investments. We have not 
seen properties becoming derelict 
due to lack of funds to keep them 
maintained. Mass evictions have 
become an issue of the past so the 
community and schools have stabi-
lized as well. 

Personally, I favor no rent control 
as it has been shown that it does not 
work in other communities and hor-
ror stories abound over landlords’ 
inability to control their properties. 
My concern is that if many people 
vote “no” on both measures, the L1 
vote will become split and the unin-
tended consequence will be a larger 
number of votes tallied for M1. 

That would truly be a matter of 
the tail wagging the dog for 25 per-
cent of our population to gain a dra-
conian measure that will result in the 
other 75 percent will be homeown-
ers experiencing reduced property 
values and a run-down community. 

— Thom Mantooth

Thanks to city planner
Editor:

Finally, someone has spoken 
out loud to remind the rest of the 
world that Alameda is an island 
with only five doors into the build-
ing. Just try to get off the Island at 
5 p.m. and see how long it takes. 

Andrew Thomas’ recent letter 
pulled together all the facts and fig-
ures needed to demonstrate that 
Alameda cannot provide an infinite 
number of households even though 
it may have some vacant land left. As 
a city planner, he is uniquely quali-
fied to assemble the data and also 
deal with our distress with the over-

crowding. I hope the Planning Board 
and City Council have the courage to 
support him.

I particularly admired his 
restraint in not mentioning the 
Bay Area cities nearby that fail or 
refuse to provide any more hous-
ing whatsoever. I always wondered 
why Alameda always had “housing 
goals” to meet, but other cities did 
not. I still wonder about that.

Traffic on almost all Alameda’s 
main roads has grown to mammoth 
proportions. Long lines of single file 
traffic on Otis, Fernside and High 
make getting on or off the Island dif-
ficult, not to mention being trapped 
in your neighborhood. Tube back-
ups getting off the Island are often 
matched by traffic in Oakland getting 
on the Island. If we get too much 
more traffic, will traffic freeze?

Traffic is not the only fallout from 
over-building. Next will come over-
crowded schools; water and electric 
service and overworked public ser-
vices. Who will pay for that? 

I hope Thomas gets the funding 
he wants and stops the unrealistic 
building quotas.

— Susan Jeffries Fitzgerald

Vote ‘no’ on K1
Editor:

The Utility Tax measure on the 
November ballot (Measure K1) is 
three bad proposals rolled into 
one. In addition to broadening 
the tax, the measure diverts over 
$2.8 million annually of ratepayer 
money to the city of Alameda. That 
is money that should be used to 
maintain our electrical infrastruc-
ture and streetlights. Many of our 
streetlights are rusted and have not 
been repainted in decades. Even 
graffiti removal can take months. 

The $2.8 million of ratepayer 
money will go into the city’s gen-
eral fund to support income and 
benefits for city employees. 

According to public records, in 
2015 there were 157 city employ-
ees with combined annual income 
and benefits between $200,000 and 
$400,000. The measure decreases 
the number of senior citizens eli-
gible for the utility tax exemption 
by raising the age of the exemption 
from 62 to 65. Many of those cur-
rently on Social Security will find 
their taxes increasing.

Our utility bills should not be 
used to support those with higher 
incomes at the expense of senior 
citizens and our public infrastruc-
ture. If any measure deserved a 
“no” vote, it is this one. Please vote 

“no” on tax Measure K1.
— Steve Gerstle

How the wealthy make 
money off rent control
Editor:

I am retired, living on a fixed 
income and the owner of four-unit 
apartment building in Alameda. 
While reading the language of 
Measure M1, I was inspired by this  
phrase in Section 2: 

“The people of Alameda find and 
declare as follows: The problem of 
rent increases has reached a crisis 
level, with examples of rents rising at 
rates more than ten (10) times that 
of inflation or average wage growth.”

The key word in this section is 
“examples.” An example is not sta-
tistically significant. How can a crisis 
be present without statistics? That’s 
a separate topic for exploration. I 
would like to share an example: a real-
life situation that has resulted from 
long-term radical rent control in San 
Francisco that is very similar to M1. 
Again, this is only an example, but it 
is not unique.

Mary and Joe live in a rent-con-
trolled building in San Francisco. 
They are executives at major cor-
porations and together make more 
than $200,000 a year. They moved 
into their rent-controlled apartment 
20 years ago. Over the years, the 
landlord has only been able to raise 
the rents a percentage of CPI (simi-
lar to the calculation contained in 
M1); according to Mary, about 1 
percent a year. The results of this 
restriction over 20 years is:

n Mary and Joe currently pay 
$2,000 for an apartment with a 
market value of $4,500.
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