
Name:  Gig Codiga 

Phone: 510-356-8070 

E-mail:  Gig4council@gmail.com  

Website: Under development 

1. What background and experience makes you a strong candidate? 

GEC: There are several reasons that I am a strong candidate. 1) Experience of two terms 

unopposed at the Alameda Unified School District ('83-'91); 2) Community involvement on 

several boards over the years - specifically 35 years on the Alameda Boys and Girls Club 

board (past president); 3) Business executive dealing with global transactions (up to 

$800,000,000) for major corporations and running an advisory business. 

 

2. Why are you running and what do you wish to accomplish? 

GEC: Running to bring Honesty, Trust and Openness to the voices of ALL Alamedans - new, 

old, young or old, of all cultures and diversity.  I will investigate establishing District 

Elections to allow a more diverse _expression_ and ideas, permitting access to a seat which 

is otherwise too expensive for many that do not have the means and support from large 

political contributors, public unions, and PACs. 

 

3. Who is supporting you? Whom are you endorsing? 

GEC: I am being supported by a variety of individuals of all cultures. I believe that 

EVERYONE must be respected and treated equally.  As a new candidate, I do not have the 

automatic endorsements from established political contributors, public unions, lobbyists and 

PACs which receive money from unions and outside monies.  Thus we are in the 

development stage. 

I am not endorsing anyone. 



 

4. Are you receiving corporate donations for the campaign? How much money do you 

project to spend? 

GEC: as shared I am accepting individual contributions. I will weigh contributions 

acceptability as the contributors come forth.  I will not accept contributions from public 

unions, lobbyists, large out of area money and large PACs which receive large money from 

outside unions and contributors. 

 

5. Whom do you see as your allies and opponents on the Council? 

GEC: My alignment depends on the issue, the facts and the discussion, thus I look at each 

of the council members to be allies.  I am running for one of the available council seat. 

6. What is your position on Article 26/Measure A? 

GEC:  I do not support the full repeal of Measure A/26 of the City Charter. In the June 2nd 

meeting the subcommittee of the mayor, council member and planning director suggested, 

recommended and voted to ONLY delete 26-1. Eliminating the constraint as to only being 

able to build a duplex. Then in the next meeting they flipped and went for a full repeal. I 

could have supported this modification and then addressed revisions in the 26-3 section as 

we develop our General Plan. The original Measure A was brought to the citizens because of 

a massive development plan at Harbor Bay Isle (though visionary was too much density for 

Alameda - 10K homes) and the destruction of homes (Victorian and regular homes) being 

replaced by multi family apartment complexes. People of Alameda voted on the merits of 

the restrictions on development, increased density and saving Alameda architecture and 

neighborhoods of becoming a hodgepodge of single family residences and multi unit 

apartments. As far as diversity, it appears that Alameda is significantly more diverse today 

than in 1970 ('70 ~90% white; 2010 ~50% white ;35% of Alameda families are considered 

low income) thus Measure A/26 did not restrain the diversity both social or economic 

beneficial attributes. The problem with eliminating 26 from the City Charter is that even 

though there are steps in-between (even for historical homes) an appeal to the Council can 

overrule and allow the density infill within non conforming residential neighborhoods even if 

that community/neighborhood opposes. Further, the Ordinance (result of a full repeal) can 

be redesigned by the Council to an up-zoning allowing an increase of infill in the wrong 

environments. Measure A restriction to 1 unit per 2000 sf and to only a duplex is a 



disincentive to tearing down our heritage and period housing - not enough profit to justify 

only a 1 for 2 effort. Politics are too volatile not to have constraints within the City Charter 

where the people have to vote on changes. Since 2012 the Council passed a multi family 

(MF) overlay district that has allowed Alameda to comply with the State Housing Element. 

We have over 3800 new dwellings (~3,000 are multi family). Article 26 / Measure A has not 

stopped increases in all kinds of housing. We comply to the Housing Element due to the MF 

overlay. The issue I see is that the Council has failed to meet the Affordable Housing count 

by ~300 units, but exceeded the Market Rate housing by 3 times. Obviously Measure A / 

Article 26 was not much of a constraint on building MF overlay housing in Alameda. We just 

need to make sure we get the Affordable Housing number up. The threat of lawsuits are 

always there, but there are no pending or anticipated suits. The risk was that the City was 

failing to comply with the 1969 Housing Element Law which compelled the MF Overlay to 

successfully overcome that concern. The non compliance was not a nexus to Article 26, and 

there was a Statewide non-compliance issue in 2010.  

Right size the Police Department (and others) and against straight out Defunding which by 

recent activity is not safe for Alameda or any Alamedans (not a mother just missed being 

shot on Santa Clara only due to the fact it stopped in the back of her seat, and missed her 

child); 

Address the independent auditor's identified risks;  

Revisit the mass development that is causing horrific traffic problems until we have a 

strategy around how to handle the traffic congestion (leaving cars idling and emitting 

flumes) particularly given our natural and structural constrained infrasture not Anti 

Development and for Smart Development; Seek limitation on outside contribution to 

individuals and contributing PAC to prevent cronyism and political favoritism; AND, Promote 

positive and constructive dialogue, avoiding bullying, smearing and intimidation which 

causes polarizations - we have to stop that behavior. 

8. What added revenues could be gained for the city? 

GEC: We are going to have some rough early years in sales tax revenue until our 

businesses get back on their feet. We may have to take some drastic steps in reducing our 

costs, which is obviously not revenue generating.  We will have to look at each department 

to make sure that they are providing the services that are core to their mission, and, 

eliminating or modifying the non core services.  All communities including the state will be 



looking for grants and public funding, thus not sure if we can really rely on these for 

funding. We already have fees for so many services I question the viability to increase that 

source of funding.  We must protect our city's credit rating otherwise your bonds costs will 

increase, thus important to address the independent auditor report's issues.  We require 

open, safe, constructive discussions to develop innovative solutions. 

9. Is there anything you wish to add? 

GEC: I read the climate report. I felt it appropriately addressed many of my issues on rising 

sea, emissions, and air quality. I believe we need to address our environment and climate 

concerns. I will continue, on balance, help make that report by priorities over time based on 

resources to be achieved.  Openly I will say that there is a section that encourages infilling 

in our existing neighborhoods (see above for my position on 25/A) which I do oppose, given 

we have plenty of land for development.  

Our density is greater than our neighboring communities, even San Francisco, yet we are an 

island with traffic constraining pathways. We must be thoughtful and sensible to how much 

more this island city can densify and still be the community we came here to reside. 

Progress is Great Until it Isn't. 

I will focus holistically on COMMUNITY. You moved here because of Alameda's unique island 

community. Where you feel safe due to low crime, where you are proud of the architectural 

heritage and neighborhoods (sporting houses styles for every decade!), you enjoy the 

coastlines and parks, partake in faires and events, eat and shop at our local businesses, and 

THRIVE on Alameda's diversity of culture and ideas. I believe in a healthy safe thriving 

diverse Alameda for all Alamedans - new or long time residents. 

-- 

Best Regards - Be Well 

  

Gig4Council 

Gig Codiga 

 


