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Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

Agenda illuminated 
Editor:

I met Brian Kennedy as we both 
walked toward the corner of Santa 
Clara Avenue and Park Street the 
day of the rally. We were both 
carrying posters. He commented 
to me that the rally notice said 
everyone was invited. I stated in 
the affirmative that was true and 
asked to see his poster. I read his 
“No Sanctuary City” poster and 
showed him my “No NRA Blood $” 
poster. We parted cordially.

I will not comment on my sus-
picions on why he was there, but 
I was not surprised to see that he 
lumped all we “oh-so ‘tolerant’ 
Alameda progressives” together 
in his recent letter (“On Alameda’s 
resident amendment haters,” 
April 5). Yes, there are crimes 
committed by some people resid-
ing in the United States illegally. 

Even the right-wing-lean-
ing site Center for Immigration 
Studies states assaults, homicides 
and firearm crimes are perpetrat-
ed at the same rate as others in a 
study from 2011 to 2016.

Agenda-driven people can 
make a case for anything. Mr. 
Kennedy, you played your card 
and your agenda was obvious. 
Now I know who you are, too. That 
moment of cordiality sadly, wast-
ed. But my attendance supporting 
the students’ hope for our future 
and our newly minted voters was 
not. And so it goes.

— Cynthia La Croix

‘Amendment haters’ 
showed compassion
Editor:

It was with much interest that 
I read Brian Kennedy’s letter (“On 
Alameda’s resident amendment 
haters,” April 5). I was also at 
the protest mentioned, standing 
across the street from him. 

His sign intrigued me and sev-
eral others. We crossed over to 
talk with him. As we were lis-
tening, a young man came by 
and rudely ripped the sign out 
of Kennedy’s hands and crossed 
the street, while tearing his sign 
in half. 

There was an outcry of dis-
approval from many around us. 
Another young man ran out into 
the street, retrieved the sign 
and handed it back to Kennedy. 
There were many comments 
about the importance of support-
ing Kennedy’s right to freedom of 
expression.

I am sorry that Kennedy didn’t 

remember that there were people 
present who did respect his First 
and Second Amendment rights.

— Elizabeth Rogers

Response to recent 
coverage on teacher
Editor:

A number of community mem-
bers have written to the Alameda 
Sun (and to district staff) in recent 
weeks, alleging that Ash Jones, a 
longtime teacher and substitute 
in our district, was fired due to his 
participation in a march and rally 
against gun violence in schools.

We would like to emphasize 
that no Alameda Unified School 
District (AUSD) employees were 
disciplined for participating in the 
March 14 vigils and rally. In fact, 
principals at our high schools 
(including Alameda High School) 
asked teachers to volunteer if 
they wanted to help supervise 
the students as they headed to 
Washington Park. Staff from the 
district office also helped super-
vise the students.

State laws prohibit govern-
ment agencies from releasing 
confidential employee informa-
tion (such as why an employee 
has been released). Those laws 
exist to protect employees. As 
such, AUSD will not discuss Jones’ 
employment status with commu-
nity members. We can continue to 
assure our community, however, 
that no AUSD staff member — 
whether permanent or substitute 
— was dismissed or terminated 
as a result of the student-led rally 
on March 14. 

— Susan E. Davis, Senior 
Manager, Community Affairs, 

Alameda Unified School District

A heartfelt thanks
Editor:

Please allow me to thank 
Eric and Dennis for the Alameda 
Sun’s new city government page. 
Especially at a time like this, it’s 
a boon to Alameda’s dazed, con-
fused and exasperated public.

— Marla Koss

The smile of a baby 
Editor:

This article was very dear 
(“The Smile of a Baby,” April 5).  
The author was touched by many 
endearing sights over a day or 
two.  

I think he missed an extremely 
important point, however. The 
fact that a mother made the effort 
to speak to her child about noth-

ing in particular while walking. It 
is not  uncommon to see children 
ignored while a parent engages for 
long periods on their phone.  

We know children beginning 
with young babies are absorbing 
everything and people are letting 
precious communication moments 
disappear when they don’t engage 
the minds of their children. 

Talk to your kids. Show them 
clouds and rainbows. Explain how 
things work and find ways to reach 
them. It’s the most important thing 
you can do.

— Anne Spanier RN, Ed.D

McKay project doesn’t 
respect voters’ wishes
Editor:

The $40 million dollar proposal 
to build a facility for the home-
less on McKay Avenue is a blatant 
disregard of the wishes of 22,251 
Alameda voters. 

In 2008 East Bay Regional 
Parks District (EBRPD) sponsored 
Measure WW, which passed by 
71.9 percent of the vote. It was 
supported by the San Francisco 
Bay Sierra Club, League of Women 
Voters, Doug Siden and many oth-
ers. Measure WW included Project 
18 which allocated $6.5 million to 
“replace and expand the Crab Cove 
interpretative center, expand and 
restore Alameda Beach to increase 
space and protect shoreline and 
acquire surplus federal property if 
it becomes available.” At the time, 
there was only a single parcel with 
federal buildings on McKay.

Ignoring the voters and EBRPD, 
the federal government split the 
parcel and sold the first part to 
developer Tim Lewis. Antagonized 
voters responded with an initiative 
rezoning the lot to open space. 
After obtaining the required num-
ber of signatures, the City Council 
rezoned it to open space. Now, the 
federal government is trying to dis-
pose of the second part of the origi-
nal parcel, again in defiance of the 
voters’ expressed mandate. 

Crab Cove Regional Educational 
Center serves tens of thousands 
of children, seniors and disabled 
persons, and the beach serves 
more than 1.5 million persons per 
year. Population is growing and the 
opportunities to expand access to 
natural resources are disappear-
ing. Global warming and sea level 
rise threaten our coasts. Alameda 
needs to retain this last three acres 
for recreation and education. Once 
lost, it can never be regained.

Although helping the home-
less is noble and to be commend-
ed, Alameda currently houses 
500 homeless at Alameda Point. 
Alameda has 204 homeless, while 
Alameda County has 5,629. Alameda 
houses two-and-a-half times the 
number of Alameda’s homeless per-
sons. Some cities in the county, 
with BART and other transit, do not 
house any homeless. 

The 34 acres originally given the 
homeless at Alameda Point, while 
being reduced to 10 acres, is still 
sufficient to include a respite center 
and hospice. The will of the voters 
should be sacrosanct to our elected 
officials and other leaders. Building 
a new homeless facility is good, but 
building it on land voters were led 
to believe was going to recreation 
will destroy any remaining trust in 
our government’s ability to provide 
guardianship of our environment.

— Barbara Thomas,  
former Vice-Mayor and 

Councilmember

Statues bear no signage
Editor:

A recently installed public 
sculpture depicting three Native 
American figures, presumably 
Ohlone, on the corner of Buena 
Vista and Entrance Road has caught 
my attention. It bears no signage 
so it’s difficult to find out who is 
responsible for this piece of art 
and whether local tribal members 
are aware of it or were consulted 
in the making and placing of these 
three figures. Do you know anything 
about the how these sculptures 
came about? 

My emails to the Ohlone tribal 
council were unanswered and I was 
told by the Alameda public works 
manager that all art is good art 
because it makes us think. I believe 
these sculptures to be another 
example of those in power choos-
ing and directing the historical nar-

rative away from reality and any 
responsibility for suffering.

— Carrie Blanche

Editor’s note: The Alameda 
Sun reported on the installation of 
the statues last year. (“New Public 
Art in Place on North Shore,” July 
20, 2017). Past articles can be 
found as they were printed in the 
online archive at alamedasun.com/ 
print-editions).

Local politicians endorse 
corrupt district attorney
Editor:

Stephon Clark’s killing by 
Sacramento police and the scan-
dal of their District Attorney (DA) 
accepting money from the police 
unions to cover it up is in the news, 
but we have the same scandal brew-
ing here in Alameda County. Last 
year, Fremont cops shot and killed 
unarmed teenager Elena Mondragon. 
A few weeks ago it was revealed that 
afterwards, the Fremont police union 
gave DA Nancy O’Malley $10,000. 
This was followed by O’Malley clear-
ing the cops of any wrongdoing.

Oh yeah, and one of the killers?  
President of that police union! Isn’t 

that called hush money? Bribery? 
This level of corruption is inexcus-
able.

What’s also inexcusable is how 
many politicians — including all 
three of our presumptive candi-
dates for Alameda mayor — have 
been lining up to endorse and sup-
port O’Malley. (I give credit to Jim 
Oddie for being the only Alameda 
City Councilmember to avoid 
her.) I’m not surprised though … 
O’Malley has been trading huge 
campaign contributions over the 
years with politicians (like right-
winger sheriff Greg Ahern, Rep. Eric 
Swalwell, et alia.) who then help 
O’Malley when she needs a favor!

Don’t politicians realize that 
endorsing corruption puts a dark 
stain on their reputation?

Perhaps the supporters of 
O’Malley didn’t realize what they 
were getting into. But it’s not too 
late to change their minds! I call 
upon these local politicians to 
rescind their endorsements of our 
disgraced DA.

And to voters, I encourage you 
to consider her challenger, civil 
rights attorney Pamela Price, when 
you vote on June 5.

— Dan Wood

Tony Brasunas
A recent front page article 

(“Smart Meter Activist Arrested 
for Blockage,” April 5) had several 
errors and significant evidence of 
bias, but given my appreciation 
for the Alameda Sun, I’ll assume 
that these weren’t deliberate dis-
tortions. I’ll just spell them out so 
the paper can make a correction or 
do better next time.

Listing a person’s actual home 
address in print like this is inexcus-
able. In the modern Internet era 
it’s called “doxing.” It opens up 
someone who’s in the public eye to 
harassment, violations of privacy 
and possible physical harm. No 
excuse for this. 

The article blithely makes a 
judgment that what Rabe did in 
peacefully standing his ground was 
“against the law,” but never cite 
what the law is. Instead the story 
quickly switches to talking about 
AMP’s “rules.” AMP is not a law-
making body. 

A careful reading of the law 
would have been wonderful for this 
article, and would have shown Rabe 
was within his rights, that the police 
already acknowledged this on previ-
ous occasions and that Rabe is thus 
an innocent, peaceful man acting 
within his rights to protect his fam-
ily. He never interfered with his 
working utility meter or attempted 
to steal energy. 

The article utterly misses what 
Rabe’s true dilemma is. The cur-
rent opt-out from these radiation-
pulsing machines doesn’t work 
when there’s a panel of meters on 
the wall of your home and you can 
only opt out of one of them. Rabe 
has opted out of his meter, but 
AMP hasn’t allowed him to keep his 
family safe from all the meters on 
the wall adjacent to his children’s 
bedroom. This is a crucial piece of 
the story that was missed.

In truth, the article never men-
tions that there’s another side to 
the story at all. It doesn’t men-

tion Alameda Safe Energy (ASE), 
an organization of local residents 
that shares Rabe’s concerns and 
supports Rabe’s decision to stand 
his ground for the safety of his 
family. ASE has a website, www. 
alamedasafeenergy.org, which 
spells out the other side of this 
story on its homepage.

As for whether these pulsing 
radiation meters are safe (as the 
companies making profit on them 
insist) or dangerous (as some stud-
ies now show), it seems odd that 
the article simply takes a corpora-
tion’s public relations department’s 
word for it against the eyewitness 
statements of Alamedans who are 
using special instruments to mea-
sure actual functioning meters here 
in Alameda. 

Investigative journalism might 
be all but dead in 2018, but there 
is obviously much missed with 
this story. Simply correcting these 
errors and balancing the bias 
would make the piece far more 
informative and useful for read-
ers. Instead the paper basically 
convicted a man in a trial-by-news-
paper and published his personal 
home address all without citing 
any actual law that was broken.

Tony Brasunas lives in Alameda. 

Editor’s note: The Alameda 
Sun disputes Brasunas’ dox-
ing accusation. Doxing involves 
researching private information 
and making that information pub-
lic. Rabe’s arrest at his apartment 
complex put that address in the 
public record, as it was clearly 
listed in the arrest report. The Sun 
did not publish Rabe’s address, 
which includes an apartment num-
ber, it published the address of 

Questions on Smart 
Meter Arrest Story

Commentary

The paper basically convicted a man 
in a trial-by-newspaper and pub-
lished his personal home address all 
without citing any actual law that 
was broken.

the apartment complex where he 
was arrested. 

The Sun did not research the 
address. It obtained the informa-
tion from a public document. The 
newspaper business has an adage: 
“If you don’t want to see it in print, 
don’t let it happen.” If you don’t 
want your address in the newspa-
per, don’t draw attention to your 
address by getting arrested there. 

The Sun did not cite the law 
Rabe allegedly violated because 
staff was unable to speak to the dis-
trict attorney (DA) before the paper 
went to press. The Sun chose not to 
print what the police arrested the 
suspect for, rather staff preferred 
to contact the DA’s office with the 
report number for official reasons 
that the DA is charging this sus-
pect. Often, people will read or 
hear, “The police arrested XYZ 
and charged him with ABC.” That 
is incorrect, police do not charge 
anyone, that’s the DA’s job. 

The Sun knows what law the 
Alameda Police Department sub-
mitted to the DA as far as charges 
are concerned. The paper did not 
print that information because 
staff did not hear from the DA 
before deadline. The sentence 
about not hearing from the DA 
was put in the story for that rea-
son. The Sun did not hear back 
from its contact at the DA’s office 
until Friday, April 6, a full week 
after the story ran.  

As far as not telling the whole 
story, this was a story about the 
arrest, not an investigative piece 
about smart meters. Rabe personal-
ly called this newspaper’s attention 
to his arrest in a series of letters 
he emailed to the Sun. Rabe’s let-
ters precipitated the story. The Sun 
would have run Rabe’s side of the 
story in the form of a letter in his 
own words, but will no longer inter-
act with him after receiving threat-
ening phone calls and emails. 


