
1

LARA WEISIGER

From: Liza Gabato Morse <lizagmorse@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2018 4:19 PM
To: LARA WEISIGER; lizagmorse@earthlink.net
Subject: RE: public comment tonight with video

Thank you Lara. 
 
Yes. please include this in the record: 
 
 
This is a new animal, a new project being tested here in our City. This a very challenging project to pull 
off.  50K was given by the City of Alameda for our 204 homeless and the rest of the 40 million is from outside 
money and the people’s monies from WW 2008, environmental impacts and health & safety have not properly 
researched and analyzed. 
 
I am asking to remove consent calendar item 2K due to legality issues pertaining to health & safety that have 
not been followed regarding the GSA property. The environmental report shows that there is at least 20% 
asbestos, lead paint and other chemicals in the building and soil. Why would we expose persons with 
compromised immune systems and complex medical problems to a poisoned building? I am asking you to not 
to remove the G overlay as GSA needs to clean up the property before disposing it. 
 

 
 
 

From: LARA WEISIGER [mailto:LWEISIGER@alamedaca.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2018 3:52 PM 
To: lizagmorse@earthlink.net 
Subject: RE: public comment tonight with video 
 
Hi Liza, 
I will have the video ready to go at the meeting.  You will need to complete a speaker slip in order to be called up to 
speak.  If you would like me to share your email with the Council and include it in the record, please let me know. 
Thanks, 
Lara 
 

From: Liza Gabato Morse [mailto:lizagmorse@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2018 12:35 PM 
To: LARA WEISIGER <LWEISIGER@alamedaca.gov> 
Cc: lizagmorse@earthlink.net 
Subject: public comment tonight with video 
 

 
Hi Ms. Weisiger, 
 

I will be asking to remove consent calendar item 2K due to legality issues pertaining to health & safety that 
have not been followed regarding the GSA property. The environmental report shows that there is at least 
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20% asbestos, lead paint and other chemicals in the building and soil. Why would we expose persons with 
compromised immune systems and complex medical problems to a poisoned building? I will ask not to remove
the G overlay as GSA needs to clean up the property before disposing it. 
 
Can someone play the video when my speaker slip is called and then I will comment after? 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C89OQledGV8&feature=youtu.be 

Thank you so much. 

 
Sincerely, 
  
Liza Gabato Morse 
lizagmorse@earthlink.net 
 Please consider the environment before printing this email 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information.  It is solely for the use of the 
intended recipient(s).  Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the Electronic Communications 
Privacy Act.  If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication. 
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LARA WEISIGER

From: Shana Zatinsky <whatanicesmile@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 17, 2018 3:36 PM
To: Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft; City Clerk
Subject: We spoke at the menorah lighting and I look forward to your reply

Hello Mayor Elect Ashcraft, 
 
I spoke to you briefly at the Southshore Menorah lighting last week with my 6 year old son.  FYI he was able to 
find another sufganiot jelly donut before Hannukah was over.  
 
I had sent you a long email over a week ago,(copied below) but I am afraid it may have gotten lost in the deluge 
of emails you probably received.  I would like to follow up with you before the next city council meeting to ask 
what conditions of approval you can place on the McKay Avenue proposal and if you will commit to doing 
this?  Specifically, as a homeowner at the Park Webster Condos and a single working mother of a young child, I 
need reassurance that his (and others) safety will be a priority.  I am not worried about the residents inside the 
facility being volatile.  However, I am genuinely concerned that the presence of such a center will attract those 
who may loiter and who may themselves be suffering from untreated mental health and substance abuse 
illnesses.  I am worried that there may be more drug use, volatile and unpredictable people and tent 
encampments on or near McKay.  I worry about my son having a hypodermic needle pierce his shoe and being 
exposed to Hepatitis C or HIV, human waste and perhaps people who might lash out because they are in serious 
distress.  I have a friend who, as a 4 year old child, answered the front door of his house when the doorbell rang 
and had a schizophrenic neighbor throw battery acid on his face.  He suffered terrible chemical burns and 
endured multiple surgeries and is permanently blind and disfigured.  These are the images that keep me up at 
night. 
 
I know that homelessness does not equal drug use and crime but I still am afraid because I have not heard 
anything about specific safety measures for the immediate neighbors and for the public at large.  What 
levers can the Mayors office and the City Council use to address these concerns in a detailed and enforceable 
way?  Will there be more police patrolling the area?  Will APC be required to hire a security service that will 
patrol the street?  Will EBRPD and APRD provide personnel to patrol the area 24 hours a day? Can you require 
this because of the potential impact on the neighborhood and not approve this project until these concerns have 
been addressed?  I would like to see a commitment to public safety by placing requirements that are enforceable 
by fines if not followed through on.  I think this will go a long, long way toward quelling the anxieties of many 
and toward building a good relationship with the community.   
 
The discourse around this topic has been full of mud slinging.  It is hard to voice concerns when one side has 
claimed the moral high ground.  I know that APC is very well connected as has the council's ear.  But please 
respond to the public concerns about safety.  Please tell me what you and the city council can do to place 
enforceable conditions of approval regarding public safety.  I know from working as a nurse and nurse 
practitioner that health care facilities respond to regulations that if not followed are enforceable by large 
fines.  Please make conditions of approval that are enforceable and that show respect for the surrounding 
community and our safety concerns. 
 
Sincerely, Shana Zatinsky 
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I am writing to the Alameda Mayor and City Council Members with concerns about safety regarding the 
proposed Medical Respite Center on McKay.  We need more time to consider the many issues that have raised 
and, for me at least, there has not been adequate time to gather and examine all the facts about this complicated 
process.  Their are many loud  voices with various agendas on both sides of the issue.  I have tried to ascertain 
on my own what is factual and what is political and I have not been able to get a clear sense of some 
fundamental elements of this proposal.  I know people on both sides of this issue and I see the vitriol it has 
created.  I really need some help from the City Council.  
 
I am a Registered Nurse and a Nurse Practitioner and a Certified nurse Midwife.  I have volunteered at the 
Homeless Prenatal Program as a childbirth educator and have had many patients over the past 20 years with 
insecure housing and have seen first hand the deleterious effect it has had on their health.  I have worked to 
assist my patients find stable housing and realize how difficult it can be. I also understand the strain it puts on 
our health care system to have people with chronic conditions drop in to Emergency Rooms for primary care.  I 
also have had parents in assisted living facilities while I managed their care as POA and have seen the many 
benefits to seniors of this kind of living situation.   
 
I am also a homeowner at the Park Webster Condominiums, the only residences directly across from the 
proposed location on McKay.  I am a single mother of an active and curious 6 year old son.  Since I am 100 % 
responsible for his safety and well being, he is my top priority. He is the reason we moved from Oakland to 
Alameda to be in a family friendly, neighborly, safer city.  I am really afraid of the potential for increases in 
unsafe situations on McKay and the nearby Crab Cove and  Crown Memorial State Park. 
 
Specifically my worries are about the possibilities of more people with chronic and unstable mental health and 
substance abuse illnesses being unpredictable, volatile, labile or belligerent in the area.  I also am concerned 
about drug use paraphernalia in the area such as hypodermic needles, etc. as well as the possibilities of tent 
encampment at nearby Crown Memorial and human waste, fires, loitering, increases in theft and violence in the 
immediate area.  I understand that homelessness is not synonymous with drug use and crime but I also know 
that often chronic mental health and substance abuse illnesses often lead to homelessness and it is the possibility 
of dangerous and unpredictable behavior that has many families in the area terrified for the safety of their 
children.   
 
What I would like from the Mayor and City council is to please pause long enough to have these and 
other concerns considered and to come up with a practical solution.   
 
I never received any written notice about this project or about meetings at City Hall or information 
about when was the appropriate time to submit public comment. I believe notice is required. 
 
I also have no idea who is right about the mutually exclusive opinions on who has claim to the property.  Is it 
the park department because of measure WW?  Why and when was the parcel split in two?  Was there public 
notice when that happened? If there have been taxes levied on homeowners to buy the parcel why has that not 
been done?  If the open space designation happened so many years ago does that mean it has precedence?  Who 
determines this?  Is this something that can be actually determined by the City Council and Mayor or will it go 
into litigation to sort it out?  Since the facility would be serving both the city and county of alameda who is 
responsible ultimately for overseeing it? 
 
I understand that there may be a primary care federally qualified health center in the facility and that Alameda 
Hospital would like for that primary care clinic to also serve outpatients or drop ins.  If this happens what will 
stop loitering and the potential for more crime and drug use to happen on this poorly lit and not well maintained 
street? Will the future administrators be able to convert some of the property into a homeless shelter if they so 
choose at a later date?  All of these concerns could negatively effect the families and children living across the 
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street as well as all the people who use the nearby recreation areas and school groups who frequent the nature 
center. 
 
I request that if the proposal goes forward, that the City Council and Mayors office secure concessions in 
the form of enforceable safeguards so that whoever is managing the facilities in perpetuity must be 
responsible for ensuring the safety of the surrounding area.   
 
I don't know if this means a security company to be hired by APC or dedicated police patrolling the area or the 
public health department searching and clearing any drug use detritus or something else but it needs to be in the 
form of regulations that if not done comes with substantial financial fines.  I know from working in hospitals 
that the consequence of having to pay a large sum if in violation of a regulation is the primary motivator to 
ensure that regulations are enforced.  
 
Thank you in advance for reading this and for considering pausing this process unt l more details can be worked 
out.   
 
Sincerely, Shana Zatinsky 
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LARA WEISIGER

From: Claudia Viera, Esq. <claudiaviera@earthlink.net>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 4:05 PM
To: Trish Spencer; Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft; Malia Vella; Frank Matarrese; Jim Oddie
Cc: LARA WEISIGER
Subject: Support for crab cove open space

Dear City Council, 
 
I support keeping Crab Cove safe for children and families – and keeping it designated “open space.” It concerns me that 
a homeless shelter/medical respite home may be housed here (rather than at Alameda Landing) because of the 
proximity to children’s play areas. The Boy Scouts/Girl Scouts meet at the picnic tables on the grassy side of Crab Cove 
during the summer. Middle school cross country runs here all summer and school‐year in the afternoons. Kids play here 
all the time.  
 
I have yet to hear whether security has been proposed or how it will be organized to ensure safety of all, but am 
interested in hearing about that too.  
 
Separately, when I asked for the public meetings on this topic, I never saw any posted. They were not on the 
development website. I trust dialogue will continue, but would like more information on where things stand. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Best, 
Claudia Viera, Esq. 
Mediator 
Mediation Law Offices of Claudia Viera 
510 393 7117 
claudiaviera@earthlink.net  
www.claudiaviera.com 
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LARA WEISIGER

From: lalita <l.kanchanie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2018 8:19 PM
To: LARA WEISIGER; Trish Spencer; Malia Vella; Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft; Jim Oddie; Frank 

Matarrese
Subject: McKay Federal Building Concerns
Attachments: Letter about McKay Project.pdf

To Whom It May Concern, 
We are writing to request further analysis and express our concern regarding the Medical Respite and 
Wellness Center that is proposed on McKay Ave. As new residents to this area, we are all in favor of 
providing services to those in need. The proposed services are quite needed and worthy. However, we 
moved from our beloved Lake location in Oakland to escape the transient presence on our doorstep in 
favor of our current peaceful and clean location. I work in the mental health/service sector and have a 2 
year old daughter who we want to expose to various ways of life and different realms of society. 
However, we also want to be careful about how much and how distressing this exposure may be. 
If this center is established here, we are concerned that this area may become a space for increased 
traffic in general, increased transient community loitering/littering and possible disturbance of peace. 
We are further concerned about the health, safety, and well-being of our daughter, and other children 
who walk on this street every day, specifically to get to the Visitor Center. Where we lived in Oakland was 
nearby a half-way home and other 
services that were providing good things to the transient community but we would frequently 
encounter intoxicated, high, and mentally unstable personalities on our street which added stress to our 
already busy lives. This is in addition to the increased noise pollution from emergency responders almost 
daily. 
Will there be guaranteed security on McKay making sure people are being safe? Will there be increased 
security near our McKay St. Park Webster Garage entrance? Will there be additional loiterers near the 
Crab Cove Visitor Center? Will McKay Ave. become a much busier street? We walk down this street 
everyday to get to the park/visitor center. 
We would like you to consider these questions and add that we are strongly against this plan. We are 
proposing that another space in Alameda be used for this site. For example, there are numerous 
property spaces on the old military base. Or somewhere more centrally located on the island that others 
nearer to Oakland, and the East side/Bay Island can also easily access? It may also be good to have this site near 
a 
medical facility. 
Thank you for taking our voice into consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Lalita, Gyanaranjan and Kalindi Nayak 
Park Webster 
 
--  
we all smile in the same language :) 



March 7th, 2018

To Whom It May Concern,

We are writng to request further analysis and express our concern regarding the Medical Respite and 
Wellness Center that is proposed on McKay Ave. As new residents to this area, we are all in favor of 
providing services to those in need. The proposed services are quite needed and worthy. However, we 
moved from our beloved Lake locaton in Oakland to escape the transient presence on our doorstep in 
favor of our current peaceful and clean locaton. I work in the mental health/service sector and have a 2 
year old daughter who we want to expose to various ways of life and diferent realms of society. 
However, we also want to be careful about how much and how distressing this exposure may be.
If this center is established here, we are concerned that this area may become a space for increased 
trafc in general, increased transient community loitering/litering and possible disturbance of peace. 
We are further concerned about the health, safety, and well-being of our daughter, and other children 
who walk on this street every day. Where we lived in Oakland was nearby a half-way home and other 
services that were providing good things to the transient community but we would frequently 
encounter intoxicated, high, and mentally unstable personalites on our street which added stress to our
already busy lives. This is in additon to the increased noise polluton from emergency responders almost
daily.
Will there be guaranteed security on McKay making sure people are being safe? Will there be increased 
security near our McKay St. Park Webster Garage entrance? Will there be additonal loiterers near the 
Crab Cove Visitor Center? Will McKay Ave. become a much busier street? We walk down this street 
everyday to get to the park/visitor center.
We would like you to consider these questons and add that we are strongly against this plan. We are 
proposing that another space in Alameda be used for this site. For example, there are numerous 
property spaces on the old military base. Or somewhere more centrally located on the island that others
nearer to the East side/Bay Island can also easily access?  It may also be good to have this site near a 
medical facility or closer to the fre staton.
Thank you for taking our voice into consideraton.
Sincerely,
Lalita, Gyanaranjan and Kalindi Nayak
Park Webster


