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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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Arthur Ramirez Lendhardt
As an Alameda Meals on 

Wheels on-call volunteer, I never 
know where I’ll be delivering until 
the phone rings. 

My favorite route is the one 
that takes me to our veterans on 
the former Alameda Naval Air 
Station. Among the recipients 
are those who have served our 
country and who have come to 
live in Dignity Commons, hous-
ing provided by Operation Dignity 
for our veterans who need some 
assistance. 

Jim is a Navy veteran and 
recipient. Because of his disabil-
ity, he is unable to shop or cook 
for himself and thus qualified for 
the program. I was privileged to 
speak with him the other day, 
and he told me a bit about his life 
experiences. 

He joined the Navy right out 
of high school in Martinez, and it 

was his first time away from home. 
After boot camp he was assigned 
to the USNS Kilauea, T-AE-26, an 
ammunition ship. He was part of 
Group 191, the Golden Gate Group, 
in 1979.

After his service he worked 
several jobs in the Bay Area, most-
ly as a cashier at several different 
stores. In spite of his disability, 
he attempted to get along on his 
own, but things turned south in 
2015. His car was broken into and 
a lot of damage was done to it. 
Facing homelessness, Jim turned 
to the Veterans Administration 
(VA) seeking information. He got a 
lot more than that. 

The VA introduced him to 
Operation Dignity. He was able to 
find a home at Dignity Commons 
and discovered that he qualified 
for Meals on Wheels. 

He said he wants all veterans 
to know that there is help out 

there for housing, behavioral 
issues and the like. The centers 
provide showers and clothing as 
needed and veterans need only 
to contact the local VA and they’ll 
point out the right direction. 

Most importantly, Jim wanted 
everyone to know that without 
Meals on Wheels, he would be 
hungry. 

His sense of humor is amazing 
and his way with words a joy to 
hear. He is writing a book and gave 
me a bit of the outline. Suffice it to 
say, I’m buying a copy as soon as 
it hits the shelves. 

All my recipients are special, 
but veterans are extra special and 
Jim makes my day!

Arthur Ramirez Lendhardt is 
an Alamaeda Meals on Wheels  
volunteer.

It’s About Dignity
Commentary

Volunteer shares satisfaction of helping others in need

City must revise 
shelter contract now
Editor:

As a lifetime resident of Alam-
eda, I implore the City of Alam-
eda to revise the current contract 
with the Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS). The con-
tract was signed years ago and 
does not factor in inflation. 

As such, the city’s funding is 
now insufficient, leaving a large 
deficit for FAAS to make up by 
fundraising. Revisions to the con-
tract should include the city’s 
funding to bridge the financial 
gap. It is through no fault of FAAS 
that there is a shortfall; making 
up for the deficit should not rest 
solely their shoulders.

The animal shelter is an im-
portant part of Alameda’s infra-
structure and should receive 
sufficient funding from the city 
to maintain its day-to-day opera-
tions.

— Vicki Bogdanos

City must do its part  
to help local animals
Editor: 

I am extremely concerned 
that the Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS) is in dire 
need of funding or will have to 
close its doors. FAAS is extremely 
successful at doing its own fund-
raising, but the City of Alameda 
must do its part as well. 

It would be lamentable if FAAS 
were to close. The sad truth is 
that this would mean that a much 
higher number of perfectly adopt-
able animals would be killed. 

Alameda is better than that. 
I urge Alameda residents to con-
tact members of the City Council 
and demand that they sustain-
ably fund this humane and in-
valuable community resource.

— Jennifer Chambers

Fully fund FAAS for 
foreseeable future
Editor:

The Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS) is in dire 
need of a fully funded new con-
tract from the City of Alameda. 
As a volunteer since 2007, I have 
witnessed a dramatic change in 
the release percentage rate as 
well as the living conditions of 
the animals. 

Prior to FAAS’ leadership, I 
would proceed to my volunteer 
assignment, not knowing if my 
favorite dogs would still be there, 

or would have succumbed to stress. 
At present, the volunteer pool 

is strong, cages are maintained and 
FAAS has become more involved in 
the community. For the past two 
years I have participated in the re-
warding experience of teaching Al-
ameda’s students to appreciate and 
feel safe around dogs. 

I hope that the city leaders will 
see the value of maintaining a safe, 
modern facility for our helpless ani-
mals and the enhancement of our 
community.

— Mary Hamadeh

Pavment condition 
reflects political will
Editor:

It’s a vicious circle. The follow-
ing is an excerpt from a “SeeClick-
Fix” reporting; “Alameda’s streets 
suffer from $12 to 60 million in de-
ferred maintenance, as a result of 
years of underinvestment. This may 
explain the cause of the service you 
have requested. Alameda’s streets 
are, overall, considered “fair” by a 
metric employed by Bay Area cit-
ies called the pavement condition 
index (PCI). 

Alameda’s PCI of 68 is higher 
than our neighbors in Oakland, San 
Leandro and Berkeley. Yet a “fair” 
PCI still means that, due to decades 
of underinvestment, many of Alame-
da’s streets and most of its residen-
tial streets are in poor condition, as 
the limited resources we have are 
being focused on the busiest arteri-
als.” 

Yet the union-funded City Coun-
cil continues to lavish 5 percent per 
year raises on the public sector, so 
that the members who are forced to 
contribute to the election of those 
City Council members can avoid 
fixing the streets and fund their re-
election campains.  

— Mike Kelly

We do not want a 
‘pound’ in Alameda
Editor: 

I am writing to stress how im-
portant it is to not only me, but 
many of my neighbors, who I 
would be glad to circulate a peti-
tion among. I have lived in Alame-
da almost 30 years and I have seen 
how things can not be fixed, but 
explained away. I don’t want that to 
happen to the Friends of Alameda 
Animal Shelter or have it turned 
into a “pound” where animals are 
exterminated on a weekly basis.

It is crucial that with our Island’s 
growing population that we take 
care of all the pets that come with 

these new residents — the ones 
that get lost, sick or abandoned. 

I don’t know how to argue in any 
other way but that it would be a hei-
nous crime to not fund the shelter 
and keep them doing an excellent 
job: finding homes for 96 percent 
of the animals that end up there. In 
addition, they listen to and engage 
with Alameda residents and edu-
cate us on how to care for and pro-
tect our pets.

Please vote to fund the shelter. 
You can’t seem to find an alternate 
way for West Enders to get off the 
Island but through the tube (or the 
limited ferry); the least you can do 
is help the pets that reside here 
alongside of you.

— Katie Sidney Sanchez

Keep FAAS in place
Editor:

I have lived in Alameda for more 
than 30 years and stayed here all 
that time because of the “feel” of 
Alameda — a small town with a big 
heart. Many call it “Mayberry in the 
Bay.” As an animal lover, I was also 
drawn to our little town due to the 
great places to walk with my dogs 
and the friendliness of a town with 
two dog parks. 

The Friends of the Alameda 
Animal Shelter (FAAS) has done an 
extraordinary job over the last five 
years, given the tiny budget from 
the city. And considering the shelter 
is a public-private partnership, it’s 
amazing that they’ve done so much 
with so little.

In particular, I am consistently 
impressed with their live release 
rate accomplishments. Before FAAS 
took over, the City of Alameda-run 
“pound” had a dismally high eutha-
nasia rate. FAAS, however, regularly 
achieves about a 95 percent live-
release rate that makes me proud 
as an Alamedan — as well as feeling 
safer being a pet owner — knowing 
that if my pet somehow got loose, 
he would not be euthanized right 
away because of time or space at 
the shelter. This is something we, 
as residents, should demand: a su-
perior, animal-focused shelter that 
serves our growing population, but 
always with a very large and caring 
heart.

As a FAAS board member, I know 
that FAAS is running a tight ship, 
with little waste and excellent re-
sults, and is continuing to decrease 
expenses in order to increase pro-
ductivity and morale. The fact that 
the shelter accomplished so much 
given the current financial con-
straints, is a tribute to the dedicat-
ed staff and an incredible cadre of 
volunteers. 

I urge Mayor Trish Spencer and 
the members of the City Council to 
find the funds needed to keep the 
shelter going in such good hands. 
Certainly with all the development 
around the Island, there must be 
increased tax revenues to keep our 
excellent shelter operating at the su-
perior level we have come to expect. 

I greatly encourage the council 
to strongly support providing need-
ed funding to help this “City Jewel” 
live up to the heart-felt expectations 
of the residents of Alameda.

— Kenneth Werner

Only the Electoral 
College counts
Editor: 

There are those who think that 
because Hilary Clinton won the 
majority of the popular vote, she 
achieved a victory over Donald 
Trump in the presidential race. This 
is incorrect since neither Clinton 
nor Trump were in a race for the 
popular vote. They were both 
competing for the 270 Electoral 
College votes necessary to become 
President. Trump won; Clinton lost. 

The popular vote numbers 
are a side show just like the fact 
that Trump “won” the vast major-
ity of counties or the vast majority 
of square miles — all meaningless 
unless you are in denial and need 
something to grab on to in an effort 
to ease the pain.

Regarding John Zugnoni’s view 
of why the Electoral College exists 
(“Slavery, racism play roles,” Jan. 
12), I’ll simply state that it is prob-
ably much more complex than he 
lets on. Interestingly, he leaves out 
a valuable part of history. 

Fact is the Electoral College is 
what made possible the abolition 
of slavery. According to an article 

Deb Knowles 
A year ago this month, Friends of 

the Alameda Animal Shelter (FAAS) 
informed the City of Alameda that 
the public-private partnership to 
run the shelter was not financially 
sustainable. 

We began serious discussions 
with the City Manager last April and 
submitted a proposal on Aug. 10, 
2016. The City Council weighed in on 
this issue in October, directing staff to 
negotiate a new agreement with FAAS 
that would enable us to maintain the 
same high level of outcomes we have 
achieved over the last five years. 

We anticipate a response from 
city staff shortly, but time is run-
ning out. We are continuing to oper-
ate only by liquidating what is left of 
our reserve fund, which will take us 
only through the end of March. We 
will go to the City Council meeting 
Tuesday, Feb. 7, to reiterate the ur-
gency of getting this resolved.

Our proposal is straightforward: 
we are asking that the city take full 
financial responsibility for all shel-
ter operations mandated by City 
Charter and state law: to operate 
a facility for stray and surrendered 
animals that maintains an appropri-
ate standard of care, to spay and 
neuter those animals and facilitate 
their adoption, to assure that all 
domestic pets are licensed and to 
dispose of dead animals. 

FAAS is committed to raising 
$425,000 annually to continue to 
pay for services that exceed city 
mandates and take us beyond the 
typical standard of care at munici-
pal shelters: enhanced adoption 
programs, specialty medical care 
and behavioral rehabilitation and 
other programs that have resulted 
in an increase in the number of ani-
mals going home, being adopted or 
transferred to rescue groups from 
75 percent when the city ran the 
shelter to up to 96 percent today. 
Considering that we receive about 
1,000 animals a year, that’s a lot of 
lives saved. 

mitment to public safety and 
animal welfare than it spent 
during the recessionary years 
leading up to 2012. This small 
amount is all that separates 
Alameda from turning an indus-
try-standard shelter back into a 
municipal dog pound.

We believe our community 
wants the city to fund the shelter 
fairly. If you agree, contact mem-
bers of the City Council, write 
letters to this newspaper and at-
tend the City Council meeting on 
Tuesday, Feb. 7. 

A complete list of email ad-
dresses for City Council members 
can be found on our website at 
www.alamedashelter.org in the 
section “Fair Funding from the 
City.” If you want Alameda to treat 
its voiceless animals humanely, 
you’ll need to speak up for them.

Deb Knowles is the President of 
the Friends of the Alameda board 
of directors.

Speak up for City’s 
Voiceless Animals
Ask the city to fund FAAS fairly Commentary

When the city last operated the 
shelter in 2011, the annual budget 
for all operations now managed by 
FAAS was just under $1 million. Since 
then, steadily increasing costs, the 
inefficiencies of an aging facility and 
higher expectations by our com-
munity have increased the amount 
needed to operate the shelter.

Based on the knowledge we 
have gained by running the shelter 
over the last five years, our propos-
al to the city reflects an annual cost 
of $1.375 million for city-mandated 
services. Under the terms of the 
original contract, we are currently 
receiving only $350,000. To make 
matters worse, the city has failed to 
live up to its end of the bargain in 
a number of ways, including main-
taining the physical plant and hir-
ing two part-time Animal Control 
Officers.

The end result is a staff that is 
underpaid and overworked, which 
has created an unsustainable level 
of turnover. Staff and volunteer dedi-
cation and some one-time financial 
windfalls have been the only reason 
we have managed thus far.

Since the city is obligated by law 
to have a shelter, it has only two op-
tions — allow FAAS to continue op-
erating the shelter with the neces-
sary funding or revert to a city-run 
shelter that provides only the bare 
minimum of services to the commu-
nity and its animals and a return to 
high kill rates. 

We are asking that the city dedi-
cate just $375,000 more to its com-

Increasing costs, 
the inefficiencies 
of an aging facil-
ity and higher 
expectations by 
our community 
have increased the 
amount needed to 
operate the shelter.
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