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ELECTION SPECIAL — VOTE NOV. 8

EXPERIENCE WITH PROVEN RESULTS! 
VOTE LENA TAM ON NOVEMBER 8TH!

Alameda City Council
Experience • Integrity • Character

Paid for by Tam for Council 2016  •   FPPC# 1387962

www.lenatam.com
@tamforcouncil

Anne McKereghan
for

Alameda School Board 

Student Focused

Community Minded     

Fiscally Responsible

“Anne is one of the best informed citizens of 
Alameda regarding educational policy, programs 
and our school structures. She will be a tremendous 
asset to the growth and vision of AUSD.”

Margie Sherratt, Former AUSD School Board    
   Member, Retired Principal-Alameda High School

www.Anne4AlamedaSchools.com

Paid for by the Anne McKereghan for AUSD School Board 2016 Campaign  #1382672

Join Parents, Teachers, & Community Leaders 
on November 8th and VOTE

Anne McKereghan for 
Alameda School Board!

Anne for AUSD School Board

For more information and a full list of endorsements visit

Alameda

School Board
Paid for by Matt Hettich for Alameda School Board 2016 -  FPPC #1386003

Marilyn is working hard to create good jobs and 
housing opportunities, achieve a sustainable 
budget, protect our environment, promote 
ethical city government, and ensure that 
Alameda remains a vibrant, livable community.

Re-Elect Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft to City Council!

Paid for by Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft for City Council 2016 FPPC ID #1350030

Paid Political Advertisement.

owner to do their due diligence 
before renting a unit. The point of 
“just cause eviction” is to prevent 
tenants — those who are paying 
rent and following the terms of their 
lease — from being displaced for an 
arbitrary, or no reason at all made 
known to the tenant.

Like the proponents of 
Alameda’s Measure A — who argued 
that Measure A wasn’t about racism 
or classism but about protecting 
our Victorian architecture — the 
proponents of Measure L1 would 
have you believe our old buildings 
are once again at risk with the 
passage of M1. Measure A had a 
disproportionate impact on middle 
and lower class, African Americans, 
Latinos and Asian Americans. The 
same effect will be felt should M1 
go down in defeat. It is this same 
so-called “preservationist atti-
tude” — though surely beneficial to 
Alameda’s “gestalt” — nonetheless 
also masks classism and racism 
within our community.

The same individuals who 
thought the L1 ordinance signaled 
the end of days for Alameda rental 
property owners now claim that the 
ordinance they once opposed is the 
best option for all of Alameda. Why? 
Because it can be modified and even 
100 percent removed. Keep your eyes 
open. The reason more than $500,000 
has been poured in to Alameda to 
defeat M1 is because property own-
ers have a vested interest in the 
system staying the way it is.

It is a system they can influ-
ence and even remove should the 
political will be there to do so. An 
M1 charter amendment puts the 
fundamental right to live securely 
in one’s home in the hands of the 
people. It is a needed line of relief 
and defense protecting those many 
who have so little from those few 
with so very much.

Alameda is peaceful and safe 
because of the people who live here 
not because of the buildings. If we 
love our community, as we all claim 
to, why push people out?

M1 is as much about keeping 
people in their homes as it is re-
examining our collective values. 
Are we a community that values 
profit over people?

Are we a community that allows 
gouging renters, taking them for 
more than any wage increase they 
could possibly earn? How is this sus-
tainable or tenable to seniors and 
the disabled or anyone on a fixed 
income? Do we really want to live in 
a place where you need to be a mil-
lionaire a few times over in order to 
stay in Alameda after you’re 65?

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Both measures unfair
Editor:

As a previous renter in Tuolumne 
County, I sat on a committee com-
posed of renters and owners that 
was formed and conducted by the 
county to update the existing rent 
control ordinance for mobile home 
parks. In a series of meetings, we 
discussed the issues and made 
adjustments. Respect and compro-
mise resulted in mutual improve-
ments for both sides. An ordinance 
gives you the power to do that.

As a current renter in Alameda, 
I appreciate reasonable protections 
for renters. However, I also believe 
in fair play. I see both measures as 
unfairly biased and prejudicial. As 
a charter amendment, M1 would 
be expensive to implement and vir-
tually unchangeable. As an ordi-
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open to adjustments in response 
to changes in the housing market. 
An ordinance is a valuable working 
tool to keep at one’s command.

— Margaret Bittrolff

Small landlord for M1
Editor:

I am an Alameda homeowner 
and a small landlord; the sort 
whom our conservative politicians 
and big money off-Island donors 
claim to want to protect.

However, I am also a person 
who cares about the stability of 
our community and the tragedy of 
long-time Alamedans being forced 
out by excessive rent increases. 
Like anyone truly concerned about 
this town, I wholeheartedly sup-
port Measure M1. It is very much 
needed to keep families and seniors 
in their homes. 

Measure L1 is no rent control at 
all; M1 is only thing that can help. 
Contrary to the rants of the more 
predatory landlord interests, M1 is 
a moderate and reasonable way to 
protect residents without harming 
good landlords.

To all of my fellow landlords, 
large or small, I want to reassure 
you that if you are a decent per-
son and fair landlord, nothing in 
the measure will impact your busi-
ness. Presumably you don’t repeat-
edly raise rents by unconscionable 
amounts or evict or harass your 
tenants for no good reason. If so, 
then M1 can do us no harm. 

Please join me in supporting fair 
rules for all residents of Alameda 
regardless of status.

— Brian R. McDonald

Vote ‘no’ on M1 and L1
Editor:

I want to thank Katherine Untch 
for her article (“M1? L1? Let’s Vote 
‘No’ on Both,” Oct. 6). Small land-
lords like us are being crushed 

by unfair propositions initiated by 
corporate landlords and dissatis-
fied tenants. We don’t have deep 
pockets like corporate-run apart-
ments nor numerical advantages 
like the tenants. We do contribute 
to the rental stability of Alamneda 
and are being punished for being 
labelled a landlord. 

Our incomes are either wholly 
or largely subsidized by the rental 
while most of us are still working 
full-time jobs. To keep this fragile 
rent business hassle- and loss-free 
we naturally would like to keep our 
rentals stable. (i.e. avoid evictions 
and large rent increases which can 
drive out quality tenants.) 

I support L1’s mediation pro-
cess and no large rent increases, 
but the relocation fee is a joke to us 
mom-and-pop landlords. Have any 
of the drafters of L1 and M1 tried 
to evict undesirable tenants, or be 
a landlord, even for a single year? 

To evict someone it takes at 
least half a year (if you are lucky), 
a huge amount of legal fees and 
a loss of rent. On top of that the 
tenants can trash your units in the 
meantime. 

All landlords take a big chance 
letting strangers live in their prop-
erties. Rent is a just compensation 
for their risk, rising maintenance 
and repair costs, property tax, etc. 
How about a new proposition for 
landlords’ compensation for tenants’ 
move-out? We face a loss of at least 
1 or 2 months worth of rent while 
screening for tenant replacements. 

Don’t forget, tenants can move 
wherever and whenever while land-
lords have to deal with the vacancy 
or troublesome tenants. Vote “no” 
on both unjust propositions and 
say no to de-mob-cracy.

— Julian Tsang

B1 means quality schools
Editor:

I am writing in support of 
Measure B1 to extend the current 

parcel tax to benefit our schools. In 
my 24 years of working with youth, 
including 14 years as executive 
director of the Alameda Boys & Girls 
Club, I have first-hand knowledge of 
the impact that good schools have 
on the youth of our community and, 
ultimately, on the community itself.

School-aged children spend 
more of their waking life in a school 
environment than in any other. The 
school setting, including teachers, 
stimulating classes and activities, 
athletics and counseling, create a 
safe and nurturing environment 
where children feel both safe and 
empowered, making learning and 
personal development an easier 
road for them.

B1 allows our school district to 
support and enhance this environ-
ment. Good schools are a cornerstone 
of a healthy and vibrant community. 
Families want to move to an area 
where their children can benefit from 
a quality school system. Businesses 
want to locate in a healthy community 
with a strong customer base as well as 
a stable workforce.

Please look at B1 as an invest-
ment in our community and its 
greatest asset, our children.

— George Phillips

M1 not the Alameda way
Editor:

Whether you are a tenant, home 
owner, or landlord, we all want 
Alameda to remain a nice place to 

live. Residential property rental is 
mostly done by local Alamedans 
who have worked hard over the 
years to be able to buy and rent a 
property out for some extra income. 

M1 was written by a Berkeley 
tenant rights attorney, Leah Simon-
Weisberg, who is the legal director 
of San Francisco-based “Tenants 
Together (TT).” Alameda Renters 
Coalition (ARC) purports to be 
homegrown and local, but it has 
now morphed into the TT local 
chapter, actively promoting the TT 
agenda to bring radical rent con-
trol to Alameda and four other Bay 
Area cities. ARC has spread lies 
about L1, the City Rent Stabilization 

Ordinance, which is designed to 
protect Alameda tenants’ rights, 
while being fair to landlords. 
That’s why there are several 
Alameda organizations voicing 
their objections to M1, and sug-
gesting each of us to vote “yes” on 
L1 and “no” on M1.

M1 is not only unfair to land-
lords, but will also have adverse 
consequences for all of us — rent-
ers and homeowners alike. Rent 
control decreases rental stock, 
as single-family rental houses are 
pulled off the market and sold; 
decreases property values, as the 
rental cap reduces the proceeds 
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