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Alameda is a great city. Let's keep it that way.

Alameda wrote its own Rent Control ordinance.
L1 was written by the Alameda City Council through an open democratic process. 

L1 will provide the necessary protections for tenants without all the adverse 
consequences that the radical rent control M1 would impose.

Outsiders won’t have to live here after our 
crime rate goes up, our property values go 
down, and rental units are taken off the 
market.

Outsiders won’t have to pay for M1's 
expensive bureaucracy or the avalanche 
of resulting lawsuits.

Outsiders wrote M1. M1’s primary author is 
Leah Simon-Weisberg, candidate for the 
Berkeley Rent Stabilization Board and Legal 
Director of SF based Tenants Together.

Outsiders funded M1. M1's primary backers 
are outside labor organizations and radical 
rent control advocates.

DON’T LET OUTSIDERS RUIN ALAMEDA

ALAMEDANS FOR 
FAIR RENT CONTROL
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kind of landlord that I always want-
ed to have but never did. I respond 
quickly to requests and I am honest 
and fair, as I have been told by my 
tenants many times.

After waiting many years I pur-
chased in Alameda at the bottom of 
the market, otherwise I would have 
never been able to buy a home in 
the Bay Area. I was lucky enough to 
scrape together, entirely on my own, 
the 3.5 percent down payment for an 
Federal Housing Administration loan 
to buy my home. I am not a member 
of the 1 percent, nor am I aspiring 
to be, but I would, someday, like to 
be able to retire. I feel lucky to have 
been able to buy my home but it was 
also a lot of hard work putting myself 
through college (I am the first in my 
family to get a college degree), pay-
ing off credit card debt and students 
loans then saving what I could for 15 
years to hopefully someday buy a 
house of my own.

I don’t have a lot of money, have 
very little saved for retirement and 
I had to quit my job last year to 
care for my terminally ill sister out 
of state. Luckily it was before rent 
control and I was able to rent out 
my unit for to help cover expenses 
which saved me from financial ruin. 
Due to my sister’s passing I have 
become solely responsible for the 
financial support and care of my 

elderly, destitute mother. As a direct 
result of the current rent control 
regulations, I am forced to leave my 
mother, alone, two hours away from 
me where the rents are significantly 
lower but in a town where we know 
no one, because I cannot afford to 
buy out the current tenant who is in 
my larger home. 

My choices are this or I am 
forced to be “displaced” out of 
the area where there is very little 
opportunity for my skill set. It sure 
feels to me that the rights of the 
tenants have superseded my own. 
Where does that leave my commu-
nity? And in anticipation that you 
might have thought “Why not just 
move her in with you?” the front 
unit has 1,000 square feet while 
my unit has only 475 square feet. 
I hope you can see how I cannot 
fit my mother, my two 60-pound 
dogs (one was my sister’s) and me 
where I currently live.

Section 4 (a)(1) of the M1 ballot 
measure says that I have to be liv-
ing in the larger of the two units in 
order to not be subject to the rath-
er harsh, one-sided and extremely 
expensive proposed rent control 
regulations. I guess because I never 
had children nor have I gotten mar-
ried and happen to currently live 
alone that I should still be forced 
to live in the larger unit and forego 
that additional rent which would 
go toward my retirement? 

When I chose to live in the small 
unit, I could not have foreseen the 
death of my only sister five years 
from that time. I find this part of 
this regulation extremely heavy-
handed, unnecessary and un-bene-
ficial to anyone. 

In fact it seems to me to be 
encouraging quite the opposite of 
the intended consequences if one 
of the goals here is to provide 
more available housing, not less. 
I have heard other landlords say 
that they feel like they have to raise 
rents every year because of the 
current regulations and because of 
the severe nature of M1, I have to 
say that I am now inclined to agree 
with them even though my policy 
prior to this rent control issue was 
to not raise rents on good tenants.

I read a comment by a staunch 
proponent of Measure M1, on east 
baytimes.com “Numbers aside, the 
argument for rent control is moral, 
not economic. There’s an expense 
associated with public health and 
safety, which includes safe hous-
ing. It is immoral to kick people 
onto the street to make a higher 
profit. The Bay Area’s burgeoning 
homeless population didn’t spring 
up from nothing; it was created.” 

I am about as far left on the 
political landscape as one can be 
and I completely agree that home-
lessness is morally reprehensible, 
but I fail to see how in a so-called 

capitalist society that specifically 
landlords are to blame here and 
are now being made almost entirely 
responsible for this social ill. 

So the restaurants some of us 
cannot afford to eat in are not 
required to serve us, correct? They 
are not required to adjust their 
prices because I want to eat some-
where I cannot afford (not to men-
tion that this rent control measure 
largely helps people who can afford 
market rents). I want to live in 
San Francisco but I can’t afford to 
live there, so I live in Alameda. I 
could go on but I hope you get the 
picture. It is an unfortunate reality.

Another quote in support of 
Measure M1 on eastbaytimes.com 
is there is “an expense associated 
with public health and safety” and 
my response to that was included 
in the quote; yes — it a “public” 
issue that requires a “public” and 
governmental solution, not placed 
squarely on the private sector. 

I am not doing this as a busi-
ness and as a private citizen, I 
don’t feel I am trying to get a higher 
profit. I am only trying to engage in 
a capitalist society as I understood 
it to be in order to someday be able 
to stop working so I won’t have to 
rely upon government programs or 
the kindness of strangers to be able 
to eat once I retire.

Thanks for reading.
— L. Brown
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Plane Makes 
Landing on 
Point Runway

Sun Staff Reports
A private Cessna 172 plane made 

an emergency landing at Alameda 
Point last Thursday due to inclem-
ent weather. The plane was headed 
for Oakland Airport but the pilot 
became nervous about thick cloud 
cover at his intended destination 
and instead touched down in the 
Island City. 

This marks the first time a plane 
has landed on the runways at the 
former Alameda Naval Air Station 
since the base closed in 1997.

Alameda Fire Department 
crews responded to a call at 4:55 
p.m. from the Federal Aviation 
Administration in Sacramento that 
a plane was in distress. The pilot 
was not injured and the plane land-
ed without damage. No passengers 
were on board.


