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OPINION
Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

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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Let’s get beyond  
innuendo
Editor:

I find it deplorable and un-
professional of you to print such 
condemning and unsubstantiat-
ed allegations about Friends of 
Alameda Animal Shelter (FAAS) 
and the shelter’s staff. 

Other than sad story of al-
leged euthanasia of a dog named 
Zeus, the letter writers can only 
cite rumor, innuendo and hear-
say.  Contrarily, there are re-
spondent letters from individu-
als with personal experience 
with the shelter’s operation that 
contradict these “allegations.”

A noteworthy and credible 
board of directors oversees the 
shelter’s operation and man-
agement. I have no doubt that 
the board would gladly give 
these malcontents a fair hear-
ing should they have the moral 
courage to come forth with ac-
tual evidence or personal expe-
rience.  

The Alameda Animal Shel-
ter has solid evidence that it 
has achieved one of the low-
est euthanasia numbers of the 
nine Alameda County animal 
shelters. Since FAAS assumed 
responsibility for shelter opera-
tions they have reduced the eu-
thanasia rate for dogs and cats 
has been reduced by 64 percent 
compared with previous opera-
tions there. 

Euthanasia is guided not 
only by the State Humane As-
sociation of California (Article 
599d: California Animal Laws 
Handbook, 2011 Edition) but by 
FAAS internal policy and proce-
dures, which are currently un-
der review by the FAAS board of 
directors. 

While closely involved in the 
humane treatment of animals in 
Alameda, I am not a staff mem-
ber, or volunteer at the shelter, 
and I do not sit on the FAAS 
board of directors. 

— Bruce Elerick

Fix the ‘friends’ bench
Editor:

As someone whose house 
faces the historic Jackson Park 
bench (“Wind Helps Damage 
Famed ‘Friends’ Bench” Nov. 
28), I see activity there more 
consistently than just about 
anybody. It is true that teens 
like to gather at the bench and 
the vast majority of the time 
they are well behaved. 

I will grant critics that pot 

is smoked at this location, but 
I have never witnessed teens 
jumping out and scaring pass-
ersby. 

The bench is often warmed 
by the sun, and is a fun place to 
sit. I can see why the teens hang 
out there. I would hate to see 
the bench removed and hope 
the city will repair the damage 
to the plaque and repaint the 
bench. 

— Jim Manning

Restore historic  
Jackson Park Bench
Editor:

The historic bench in 
Jackson Park has been dam-
aged and needs to be fixed, 
not removed or replaced (“Wind 
Helps Damage Famed ‘Friends’ 
Bench,” Nov. 28). 

It’s laughable to read last 
week’s comment (“Friends 
bench as eyesore, unsafe,” Dec. 
5) that it should go because one 
person was scared by a prank-
ster near it one time. 

I live on Park Avenue and 
this bench has been a place 
for children to play, for neigh-
bors to meet and for teens to 
hang out for decades. The fam-
ily who donated this bench (to 
Alameda’s oldest park) deserve 
to have their gift preserved for 
generations to come. 

I was amazed at how well the 
bench held up with the huge 
palm tree crashing down on it 
and only leaving minor damage 
to the front of the structure. 
A minor fix to the front of the 
structure would preserve this 
historic gift to our park for cen-
turies to come.

— Aaron Walters

Editor’s note: According to 
Alameda Recreation and Parks 
Department (ARPD) Director Amy 
Wooldridge, ARPD is finalizing a 
cost estimate to restore the bench. 
This will then determine the depart-
ment’s course of action.

Adressing negativity 
toward shelter
Editor:

This letter is to address 
some of the negativity surround-
ing the Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS). I am a 
former board member. I find 
it appalling that a handful of 
people who do not volunteer or 
work at the shelter are claiming 
that FAAS is euthanizing adopt-
able animals at a ridiculous rate.

Irma Garcia-Sinclair
I have been a resident of Al-

ameda Point for 15 years. While I 
have been here I have seen lots of 
toxic cleanup activity for radioac-
tive materials under Building 5 and 
elsewhere. I have seen the cleanup 
of diesel and other petroleum 
products in the soil, lead paint, as-
bestos and more.  It will be years 
before all this is finished.

I recently became aware that 
US Customs and Border Patrol is 
now sending all suspect cargo un-
der the Anti-Terrorism and Contra-
band Enforcement Team (A-CET) 
from the Port of Oakland to the 
West End for examination. This is 
high-risk cargo that may contain 
weapons of mass destruction, ra-
dioactive materials, explosives 
and other hazardous materials un-
der the program.  

Customs rejected this idea in 
2006 when BOBAC Corp. at Alam-
eda Landing first applied for this 
contract. It turned BOBAC down 
because of the risk to the public 
of shipping the potentially dan-
gerous cargo coming through the 
Posey and Webster tubes.

When the city of Oakland was 
preparing to redevelop the Oak-
land Army Base, the A-TCET con-
tractor there couldn’t get a long-
enough lease to satisfy Customs.  
In April Customs awarded a new 
contract split between a West Oak-
land company and BOBAC to han-
dle the high-risk cargo, apparently 
ignoring its 2006 determination. 
As of September, Customs direct-
ed all hazardous A-TCET cargo to  
BOBAC in Alameda.

In West Oakland, the West 
Oakland Environmental Indica-
tors Project (WOEIP) mobilized 
to stop the hazardous shipments 
from coming to or passing through 
West Oakland. The project has 
been challenging the Port of Oak-
land’s heavy truck traffic for a long 
time. WOEIP fought against 300 

extra trucks a month carrying po-
tentially hazardous waste through 
West Oakland. The organization re-
cently received an award from the 
Planning and Conservation League 
for its East Bay environmental 
work.

I don’t want these trucks in our 
community either. I would like to 
know if the city approved BOBAC’s 
new contract. Doesn’t such a new 
use require approval from the city 
and the community? I feel the resi-
dents of Alameda have a right to 
speak out on an activity that Cus-
toms rejected seven years ago be-
cause of the risk to public safety.

How much sense does it make 
to ship potentially hazardous car-
go four miles to Alameda instead 
of examining it at the Port of Oak-
land? BOBAC is a business and, of 
course, wants the business, but 
not at the expense of our commu-
nity. This is an activity that Alam-
eda doesn’t need. We don’t need 
any more hazardous materials in 
the West End. If you feel like I do, 
please let the City Council know.

Irma Garcia-Sinclair lives in 
Alameda.

West End Exposed 
to Even More Toxins

We don’t need 
any more hazard-
ous materials in 
the West End.

Commentary

Those of you ridiculing FAAS 
for its standards need to think, 
if you adopted a pet and it bit or 
maimed a beloved family member 
or pet who would you blame? 
Your beloved family member or 
the pet? You would blame the 
Alameda Animal Shelter for allow-
ing such an adoption. 

Would you prefer our lost ani-
mals be sent to a shelter with 
a higher euthanasia rate such 
as Fremont or Hayward, as was 
originally looked into by the city? 
My suggestion is, get behind the 
local facility. 

Don’t belittle it for personal 
reasons. You don’t know what 
you have until it’s gone.

FAAS is doing a fantastic job. 
The statistics prove it. Get behind 
them and support them. Don’t 
obstruct a nonprofit trying to 
help the city of Alameda, the 
community and the lost and aban-
doned animals.

— Chuck Bianchi

Running shelter requires 
some hard decisions
Editor:

I really can’t understand the 
thoughtlessness in these let-
ters about the Alameda Animal 
Shelter. There are several ideas 
that stick out in my mind for why 
a pet might need to be eutha-
nized. I, for one, am honestly fear-
ful of aggressive dogs. As a youth 
I was terrorized by a neighbor’s 
beagle who regularly chased after 
the neighborhood kids and bit 
me, my brother and our friends 
on a few occasions. 

This dog, a family favorite 
for some reason, was put down 
after it bit a relative, requiring 
stitches, and leaving a scar on 
the child’s cheek. (Neighbor kids 
getting bit was not a punishable 
offense for this dog.)

Having a dog like this around 
is no pleasant event. I like dogs 
in general and I know they can 
be supportive to people in many 
ways. However, an aggressive, 
dangerous dog (or even a cat) is a 
definite liability to any family. Not 
only is an agressive pet a danger 
to family members, it is a danger 
to the community at large. 

Dog attacks or single bites 
get listed in the police blotter as 
though they were crimes. I agree 
that people who foster, breed or 
encourage aggressiveness in dogs 
should be branded criminals.

Back to the animal shelter, 
I trust the people running the 
shelter to care about every ani-
mal that comes their way. Every 
animal has a unique personality, 
sometimes an unpleasant one. I 
trust the people at the shelter to 
determine if an animal is adopt-
able or not. I trust the people at 
the shelter not to let someone 
adopt a pet that might be a dan-
ger to the new owner or someone 
else. 

In my opinion this is the role 
of the shelter. It’s not necessarily 
to save every single animal for 
the rest of their lives. Obviously, 
there isn’t enough room for every 
animal who needs it to stay 
indefinitely here in our Alameda  
facilities.  

I’ll say it again. I trust the 
Friends of the Alameda Animal 
Shelter (FAAS) to make these hard 
decisions for our community. 
In the rare instance FAAS might 
decide euthenasia is necessary, I 
applaud their ability to make this 
incredibly difficult choice in all of 
our best interests.

— Tony Janello

Why don’t volunteers 
adopt aggresive dogs?
Editor:

A recent letter (“Euthanasia 
After the Ball,” Nov. 21) regarding 
a dog at Alameda Animal Shelter 
that bit two people left me won-
dering who exactly the letter writ-
ers thought would adopt a clearly 
violent dog.

I ask the readers who protest 
against the decision to euthanize 
to then take these pets home to 
their own residences and adjust 
the pets’ nasty attitude them-
selves. 

It would not surprise me that a 
volunteer who on one hand would 
be outraged at a euthanization on 
the other hand would strongly 

Sue McCullough
I have noticed an unfortunate 

trend in the letters section recent-
ly. There seems to be a handful of 
disgruntled letter writers, bashing 
the Friends of the Alameda Animal 
Shelter (FAAS). The writer of two 
of the letters, “Euthanasia After 
the Ball” (Nov. 21) and “Shelter 
open for criticism, too” (Nov. 28), 
Kristina Ivanova, has been particu-
larly outspoken. 

Out of curiosity, I went to the 
popular review website Yelp, and 
looked up the reviews for the shel-
ter and FAAS. It was not a surprise 
to find that Ivanova had posted a 
negative review, complaining about 
the same things, more than two 
years ago. She even posted a poem 
about the shelter. 

A quick look on the Alameda Sun 
website also showed me that two 
years ago, Ivanova wrote a letter 
to the editor criticizing the shelter, 

One Individual Appears to Have 
Vendetta Against Animal Shelter

Two years ago, 
Ivanova wrote a 
letter to the editor 
criticizing the shel-
ter, even before it 
had been taken 
over by FAAS.
even before it had been taken over 
by FAAS.

I have had my own personal 
experiences with the animal shelter, 
and they have been nothing but 
positive. In fact, both of my dogs 
were adopted from the shelter. In 
both cases, I started out as a fos-
ter home, which became a forever 
home. 

The first dog, that joined our 
family a little over a year ago, is a 
senior Chihuahua. When we brought 
the second dog home, four months 
ago, we had some concerns about 
fitting her into the family. She’s only 
a year old, and even though she’s 
also a Chihuahua, she’s much big-
ger than the first. 

Being so much younger, she’s 
also quite a bit more rambunc-
tious. Whenever I called the shel-
ter for advice about how to make 
the adjustment, the staff at the 
shelter were helpful and friendly. 
I was offered a chance to talk to 
the behavior specialist. At no time 
was I made to feel as if I was taking 
up someone’s time or asking silly 
questions. It was perfectly clear 
that they wanted to make sure that 
the adoptions were successful for 
all of us. 

Although the facilities are anti-
quated, the staff and volunteers 
make the most of what they have. 
Whenever possible, FAAS makes 
arrangements for the animals to go 

into foster homes to relieve the 
stress of being kept in the cages, 
and to learn how to live in a fam-
ily setting again, even if it’s just 
for a little while. 

It is unfortunate that Ivanova, 
and the others who have com-
plained about the shelter, are 
detracting from the wonderful 
work that FAAS and the shelter 
are doing. 

It would be a shame if the 
words and actions of a few peo-
ple with obvious agendas were to 
deter people from volunteering 
or making donations to such a 
worthy cause.

Sue McCullough is a former 
Alameda resident and an avid 
Alameda Sun reader.

Commentary

resist taking that pet to a place 
where it could pose a threat to 
children, other pets, or the volun-
teer themselves.

According to the American 
Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) web-
site, “incidents and frequency 
of aggression can be reduced in 
pets, but there is no guarantee.” 
Dogs that are consistently unpre-
dictably aggressive are consid-
ered a definite insurance liability, 
also according to the ASPCA. 

Let the passionate volunteers 
take the risk then. I’d prefer the 
officials who run the shelter (a 
non-profit) not have to face the 
risk of fending off lawsuits from 
pet owners who recently had 
their hands bit off.

— Peter Johnson


