~ Opponents of a Measure

By Dan Abbott

The latest round: of the debate
over the redevelopment: of Alameda:
Pottﬂmedmhgthepiamhgboard
meeting July 10, when overa dozen
citizens addressed the board about a
controversial. proposal to amend
Measure A" Though Measure A was
not-onithe agenda, the nghour
o'ﬂthe.‘hua:ﬁb&:t;m ting since May
22 was dominated| by the 14 speakers
who adilressed the board.

lzmﬂﬁﬂe,-uﬂ&i-ﬁas played &He
In‘letters' to newspapers-and at th
- city council meeting July 5, centers on

whether an exsmption to Measure A
a 1973 ‘Alameda Gharter amendment
which limits ‘new de ey

order for: the lssue to get- on the Bal-

Helen Sause, president.of HOMES,
told the board that since the Naval

A exem
along the Estuary in ®@akland

Measure A Debate Dominafes

: ) ito
two units' per structure, should be

.
ption: pointifo the pro

base was not undenthe city’sjurisdic-
tion in 1973, new developments there
should not be subject to Measure A's
restrictions,

“Those of us in favor. (of. the
£xemption) feel such an oppressive
law.Is nat appropriate on Alameda
Polot” Sause sald, Sause is alsy a
Leagte of Viom u\Efthe.{L\W.l').

2 0 men. VYoters: L
Mﬂch-mmtlymsmt;gtertolaﬂic:%ly
council urging the to p e
issue on the'ballot.

Fellow kL,WV ‘member. Gretchen
tion, arguing that. it should only be
placed onthe ballot if peoponents can'
gather the necessary signatures.

“Measure A was put on thie ballot
by a umassive grassroots project,”
Lipow said, ‘Imanftu-m':m.
the Ballot again you've gobto go

€ Process again " e

Lipow also said the mpact: of

unfettered development at Oakland's

Oaltito 9th waterfront project, where
over 3,000 units are being built, needs
to e taken/into account: Tipow said
thencreased traffic from the Oakdand
development will make exiting
Alameda a. diffiult proposttion,
which she:said further | the
heed: to limit development in

' Building Inspector
| Pleads Not Guiltv

Image courtesy of waterfrontaction. org
posed Qak to 9th project
as.an example of overdevelopment,

Planning Board N eeting

‘Tt-looks like we're going to be
baxed in by our neighbors across the
estuary” Lipow told the board,

Others argued thabthe limitations
oﬂMeaswe-A,.whichwaspassedp&rt—
ly to protect historic Victortan archi-
tecture, keep large swaths of

homes. Allegra’ O'Donoghue, a 19-

yearold'student, sald the next,gener.

ation of Alameda residents will need
affordable housing, and the.d
ments on Alameda Point offer a
unlquie opportunity,

“When I getiout.of college, I'd like
to come backto Alameda and maytie
buy. my. own house,” O'Donoghue
said. “If we don't look at. this hase.
We're going to lose Alamedans.”

O'Donoghue’s ‘mother  Laura
Thomas, concurred, adding that
Measure A “was voted on 33 Yyears

g0 mder . different

dmmstanqa;.
“we're facingnow is thab people

who provide us with essential servic
es can't afford to'live here.”

“We needl multifamily homes,”
Thomas said. “if"you can'typrovide
-iwhattﬁe next: generation, you've lost:

EVer you're irying to preserve.”

Local activist David Kirwin said
allowing an exemption now: would
open the door to developers. ;

“Now more than ever we need
Measure A to protect us against
overdeve!qpment,;i Kirwin: sajd!
Kirwin also accus pro-exemption
advocates of attempting an endirun
around' the regular Initative
process,

Said!Kirwin: “They're doinig this

lastiminute push ause they don't

have public support:






