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OPINION

The Alameda Sun is independently owned and operated. The newspaper is supported by its 
advertisers and subscribers. The Sun focuses on just the news that affects the residents of the city 
of Alameda, from the West End to the East End, from Bay Farm to Alameda Point.

Our Letters Policy
Opinions in Letters to the 
Editor are the express 
views of the writers and do 
not necessarily reflect the 
opinions of the Alameda 
Sun, its advertisers or staff.
Letters to the Editor are wel-
come from the community. 
Letters must include a name 
and phone number for veri-
fication purposes. Unsigned 
letters will not be printed.
Letters are subject to edit-
ing for length, clarification 
and legal considerations. 
Please try to limit letters 
to 250 words.
Mail your letters to Editor, 
Alameda Sun, 3215 J 
Encinal Ave., Alameda, CA 
94501, or e-mail them to 
editor@alamedasun.com.
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The Humane Society 
reaches out
Editor:

The Humane Society of  
Alameda membership drive is 
underway. A big thank you to 
our members renewing their 
membership, to our new mem-
bers and to everyone who made 
a donation to our organization.

 We know you have choices 
and we appreciate your think-
ing about the Humane Society 
of Alameda. Your donations and 
membership renewals allow us 
to provide for all the helpless, 
homeless animals and animals 
in need of special services and 
attention. It also gives us the 
opportunity to continue our 
programs providing financial 
assistance the Alameda Animal 
Shelter. 

The big project this year 
was resurfacing, resealing and 
painting all the shelter kennels 
at a cost of $32,425.00. In 2012 
providing food for the animals 
at the shelter cost $16,259.17, 
while medical assistance cost 
$2,149.83; cat carriers, new 
blankets, kitten heating pads, 
600 leashes, new energy ef-
ficient dishwasher, new en-
ergy efficient freezer totaled 
$3,865.41. 

Other financial assistance 
for the spay/neuter program 
and medical assistance to 
those animals in need, and 
the free vaccination clinic and 
free micro-chip clinic totaling 
$5,879.00. Along with the our 
free animal adoptions, from 
the Alameda Animal Shelter, for 
Alameda Senior Citizens living 
on low incomes, we have insti-
tuted a new, through a special 
bequest, offering veterans the 
opportunity to adopt an animal 
from the Alameda Animal Shel-
ter at no cost.

Your memberships and do-
nations are taking care of our 
beloved animals in so many 
ways. Please continue sending 
your memberships and dona-
tions to:  The Humane Society 
of Alameda, P.O. Box 1571, Al-
ameda, CA 94501. 

You can also donate through 
our secured website www.HSAl-
ameda.org. The board of direc-
tors thanks you for your con-
tinued support these past 37 
years, and our beloved animals 
thank you too.

— Holly Schmalenberger-
Haugen, Treasurer

Humane Society of Alameda

Taking issue with  
animal shelter
Editor:

As much as I wish I could say 
good things about our animal shel-
ter, which is run by the nonprofit 
Friends of the Alameda Animal 
Shelter, it saddens me to know the 
things that take place there. Let me 
start with the volunteer coordinator 
who thinks she can talk to people 
anyway she likes.

I know for a fact they have lost 
people because of her, and it’s only 
a matter of time before they lose 
more. This place is run by people 
who don’t even know the animals, 
but yet they kill them regularly. I 
know what you’re probably thinking 
“it’s a no kill shelter,” no, very much 
not true. 

One dog who did nothing wrong 
fell victim just recently, and I truly 
mean he did nothing. It was said 
he was aggressive, but yet he had 
been walked with another dog and 
he was fine, no aggression at all. If 
they don’t like a dog, it’s basically a 
death sentence for that dog. 

The most recent killing, has cre-
ated outrage among many people, 
because he (Zeus) was an awesome 
loveable guy who was used for 
trainings, and was just an all-around 
great dog. It’s time everyone knows 
what’s going on. I’m not writing to 
anger people who donate into not 
donating or for people not to sup-
port the shelter, my goal is hoping 
that we can get the incompetent 
people out of there, and hopefully 
get people in there who know how 
to run a shelter.

— Debbie McDonald

Oppose club rezoning
Editor:

We residents who share Packet 
Landing Road with Harbor Bay Club 
and who oppose rezoning and mov-
ing the club may resent facing two 
years of loud and dirty demolition 
and construction, increased resi-
dential density, impeded emergen-
cy evacuation, or losing the conve-
nience of the club. 

Other uncertainties are degrad-
ed curb appeal from the loss of the 
tree canopy, declining property val-
ue, or more or different residences 
in a final approved plan for the club 
property.

When viewed from old-fashioned 
righteousness, it is shocking that we 
are even discussing this matter. Re-
zoning would be a betrayal of prom-
ises to Harbor Bay by the city and 
agreed by developer Ron Cowan. 

Here’s a summary; to learn more 

visit www.harborbayneighbors.
wordpress.com. 

Cowan claimed financial hard-
ship in 1976, so the city let him 
eliminate Harbor Bay’s community-
owned recreational facilities, sub-
stituting the club to be owned by 
his firm in the plan. Further, land 
dedicated to recreational space was 
reduced by 26 acres. In other words, 
Cowan was given back 26 acres to 
build houses on. The city, having 
made great concessions, wisely in-
corporated protections for future 
residents concerning the operation 
of the club, some of which have 
been broken. But what was explicit 
was that “the purpose of the club 
was to provide recreation facilities 
for the residents of Harbor Bay Isle 
residential development.”

Because the club property was 
specifically zoned for its purpose, 
and because of the city’s vision, 
many Harbor Bay villages were built 
without dedicated recreation facili-
ties and people moved here know-
ing of the special resource that the 
Club is. To move the club to the 
business park would be a betrayal 
of the covenant with Harbor Bay 
residents with wrongful aggrandize-
ment to Cowan’s interests.

— Victor V. Cordell

Stubbornly optimistic
Editor:

In reference to “Bus, BART Dis-
putes Offer Clear Contrast,” Oct. 24, 
it seems that much of the strife in 
the world comes down to one per-
son or a group of people trying to 
dominate and control another. 

Throughout our history, human 
beings have shown repeatedly and 
oh, so wearisomely, that a lot of us 
simply cannot resist becoming cor-
rupted for personal gain. It makes 
me wonder about the idea that we 
have evolved as far as we can; if so, 
we are probably doomed. 

Trying to explain how it feels to 
be a compassionate, empathetic, 
and positive being to a sociopath is 
like trying to explain an LSD trip to 
a non-user. 

However, because I am stub-
bornly optimistic in my cynicism, I 
remain hopeful for our future.

— Jaan Carter

Stubbornly optimistic
Editor:

In reference to “Bus, BART Dis-
putes Offer Clear Contrast,” Oct. 24, 
I’m imagining rolling through the 
Webster Tube in our power wheel-
chairs in order to get to Oakland 
from Alameda if the bus drivers go 
on strike.

— Mary Fowler 

An open letter  
on animal shelter

The Alameda Sun received a 
copy of this letter.

Dear Alameda residents, donors 
and board of directors, Friends of 
the Alameda Animal Shelter: 

I am mad as hell and I am 
not going to take it anymore. The 
situation at the Alameda Animal 
Shelter is outrageous. Time is long 
past to make all aware of what is 
really happening to our innocent 
animals. Animals are being killed 
(not humanly euthanized as is the 
rehearsed answer) without proper 
protocol or true expert evaluation. 
The shelter has a young, unquali-
fied animal coordinator mak-
ing very bad decisions regarding 
assessments. 

Mim Carlson, the executive 
director, is only a paper pusher, 
numbers cruncher, grant writer and 
administrator with no relationship 
with the animals. However, she has 
the power to order the animals’ 
deaths. She is accepting these so 
called professional evaluations in 
lieu of having actual contact and 
firsthand knowledge of the animals 
in question. 

Carlson is so fearful of what 
animals might do that it is easier 
for the shelter to kill them than to 
risk possible liability (even though 
these animals have done nothing). 

The suspect animals, which 
could be giving the animal coordi-
nator wrong looks or not the right 
feeling that day, are left in the ken-
nels for weeks with no chance of 
any human contact. They are not 
allowed to be walked or handled in 
any way. This causes severe stress, 
a condition referred to as kennel 
crazy. This stress is then used as an 

excuse for killing the animal, even 
though it has been caused by their 
treatment in our shelter.

This is just the tip of the ice-
berg.

I ask the board to please not 
accept what Carlson is reporting 
to you as she is spinning the truth. 
Please, do your own research to 
find out the real truth. Ask the staff 
workers and volunteers who no 
longer work at the shelter. Allow 
the volunteers a way to anony-
mously let you know what is truly 
going on. 

I don’t want this letter to stop 
donors from giving to the shelter. 
That will only hurt the animals 
further. 

Enough bad decisions are 
already being made. It is time for 
new management across the board, 
including the executive director, 

animal coordinator, volunteer coor-
dinator and kennel manager.

— Flo Galli

Correction
The Oct. 24 article about 

energy efficiency (“Small Busi-
nesses Can Get Help Saving 
Energy”) gave the incorrect 
contact information. Business 
interested in programs that in-
volve energy efficiency should 
contact Alameda Municipal 
Power at 748-3900, not the 
number given in the article. 

Pacific Gas and Electric 
provides incentives only for 
natural gas-saving energy ef-
ficiency projects to Alameda 
businesses.

Nancy Evans  
and Mim Carlson

Friends of the Alameda Animal 
Shelter (FAAS) is justifiably proud 
of its distinction as a “no-kill” shel-
ter that rehabilitates and finds 
homes for 94 percent of the ap-
proximately 700 unclaimed stray 
or homeless dogs and cats that 
come to us each year. 

We never euthanize adopt-
able animals simply because the 
shelter is full. The FAAS staff and 
volunteers work hard year round 
to find homes for all adoptable 
animals regardless of how long it 
takes and how cramped we are for 
space.

The sad reality, however, is 
that not all animals are adoptable. 
Some come to us too ill or too bad-
ly injured; others — cats as well as 
dogs — represent too great a dan-
ger to potential adopters and the 
community.  

We do a thorough physical and 
behavioral assessment of every 
unclaimed stray animal and those 
surrendered to us by owners un-
able to care for them. We are fortu-
nate to have the services of local 
veterinarians and an on-staff be-
havior specialist trained to deter-
mine the fitness of animals to be 
put up for adoption. We also have 
on-call behaviorists who help with 
assessments as needed.

The physical assessment is 
done as soon as the animal arrives 
at the shelter unless he or she is 
too fearful. The behavior assess-
ment is done after the minimum  
“holding period” of four business 
days during which a pet must by 
law remain in the shelter before 
being put up for adoption. Based 
on the assessments, we determine 
which of a number of options is 
best for the animal and the com-
munity:

n Animals deemed both 
healthy and of little to no behav-
ior risk are put up for adoption as 
soon as the holding period is over. 
Fortunately, this accounts for ap-
proximately 70 percent of the un-
claimed animals.

n Another 20 percent are deter-
mined adoptable with appropriate 
medical care or behavior training. 
Our veterinarians, volunteers and 
paid staff work hard to rehabili-
tate these animals and get them 
ready for adoption. This may take 
months, especially when medical 
care is involved.

n Approximately 4 percent 
have physical or behavioral prob-
lems that are best handled by 
rescue groups, so we ask for their 
help. These groups (who also take 
adoptable animals from us so we 

don’t get overcrowded) have re-
sources to find a suitable environ-
ment in which the animal can live 
out its life. 

n In a small percentage of cas-
es, we find that animals are simply 
too sick or too dangerous for any 
of these options to make sense. 
While we always consider eutha-
nasia a last resort, over the nearly 
two years since FAAS started op-
erating the shelter we have had to 
euthanize 6 percent of the animals 
brought to us — one of the lowest 
rates of any municipal shelter in 
the Bay Area and among the low-
est in the state. 

We do not reach the decision 
to euthanize lightly. We will only 
euthanize an animal after a com-
plete assessment, an attempt at 
physical or behavioral rehabili-
tation whenever possible, and a 
thorough review by a committee 

Euthanasia Always 
Shelter’s Last Resort

Commentary
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The toughest deci-
sions involve oth-
erwise healthy 
animals that are 
simply too dan-
gerous to exercise 
any option other 
than euthanasia.

Mark Greenside 
I am writing in response to Dick 

Spees’ response (“New building 
will fill need,” Oct. 24) to my letter 
(“Time for change in leadership,” 
Oct. 3).

I do not in any way disagree 
with Spees about the need for 
new and better assisted-living and 
memory-care housing for seniors 
in Alameda. For 15 years, I worked 
as a teacher and program planner 
at Merritt College and the former 
Vista College (now Berkeley City 
College). The schools provided 
educational services to seniors in 
many East Bay facilities, including 
Waters Edge and the Mastick Senior 
Center. I am well aware of the needs 
of frail seniors, and I fully support 
providing for them. That is not the 
issue — at least it is not my issue.

My issue is traffic gridlock, and 

while it is clear, as Spees states, 
that the senior residents in the 
proposed Cardinal Point facility 
will not be driving, it is also clear 
— as Spees does not state — other 
people will: the administrators, 
staff, doctors, nurses, aides, and 
personal assistants who work there 
will drive there and home; the resi-
dents’ friends and family who visit 
them will drive there and home, and 
so will the many service providers: 
food, medical, cleaning, emergency 
vehicles, etc. All of that will add a 
lot more traffic than currently ex-
ists from the currently closed and 
vacant Chevy’s.

Spees is also correct that when 
Chevy’s was open, it did indeed at-
tract considerable traffic through 
the tubes, and he might even be 
correct that the old Chevy’s traffic 
was more than the new, proposed 

New Building Part of Larger Gridlock Nightmare

Cardinal Point traffic will gener-
ate. However, that was the old 
Alameda. 

The new Alameda, which 
Spees did not mention, and will 
have a new Target, a new 24-hour 
“Lifestyle” Safeway, a new In-and-
out-Burger, a new 24-hour gas sta-
tion, 240 new housing units at Al-
ameda Landing and another 1,425 
housing units planned along with 
almost six million square feet of 
retail and business space at Al-
ameda Point — all feeding off and 
on the Posey and Webster tubes, 
the same entry and exit points 

b GRIDLOCK: Page 10

Commentary


