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OPINION
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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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Malachi Fallon
I appreciate you taking the time 

to address the homeless concerns 
in Alameda (“Pushing Homeless 
around Is No Help, July 27). I do 
feel you over-dramatized to some 
effect people’s perception with, “…
patting their wallets…clutch their 
bags tighter…” Are you making the 
presumption that all Alamedans feel 
this way, it would certainly seem so?

The people who formerly lived 
on the Alameda Belt Line property 
knew for at least one year about 
the Jean Sweeney Open Space Park 
creation. The occupants of the old 
railroad yard were regularly com-
municated with by personnel from 
the City, Operation Dignity and 
others. They were given 90-day, 
60-day, then 30-day official notices 
of the construction start date. Yet 
when the day came, many of them 
claimed they needed more time to 
gather their property and come 
up with a plan about where to go. 
I am sorry if this seems callous, 
but many homeless people did not 
become homeless because they 
made responsible decisions and 
were held accountable. 

One thing people seem to lose 
sight of, is though many of them 
need assistance, be it with mental 
health, financial or other, they are 
all adults and a great proportion 
of responsibility should ultimately 
lie with them. Is the public respon-
sible for hand-holding homeless and 
those down on their luck through 

every life decision? Even on its sur-
face, so many would love a helping 
hand, but so many do not want help. 

So let us talk about those that 
do want assistance. This is not 
an altruistic community, though 
I would say it does have a lot 
of compassion. Be that as it may, 
people as a whole are not going 
to open their backyards, showers 
and wallets to solve the lives of 
every homeless person in Alameda. 
People have kids, rent, mortgage, 
elderly care to provide for; oh yeah, 
food costs money, too.  

You need resources to care for the 
outsourcing of homeless. Resources 
such as mental health counseling, 
shelters, food banks, soup kitchens, 
clothing all cost money. Not just 
money, a lot of money. Case study, 
San Francisco, arguably with the larg-
est homeless populations in the Bay 
Area. San Francisco’s budget is about 
$600 million per year. Think about 
that for a minute, $600 million. 

Having lived in and worked in 
the trenches of San Francisco’s 

On Homeless, City 
Shows Compassion
Evicted people were given notice, help when possible

Commentary

homeless crisis, I can speak first 
hand of its effects. To the gen-
eral public, especially the tour-
ists and out-of-town visitors, it 
may not look so bad. Because 
of ordinances like “Sit-Lie,” and 
anti-panhandling ordinances, it 
is not in the face of the public as 
much as it used to be. Talk to the 
people who live in the Mission, 
South of Market, the Tenderloin, 
North Beach, the Haight. It is in 
their faces every day, and does 
not seem to be getting resolved 
on any significant level.

My point being, you can-
not just solve the problem with 
money. Money is a Band-Aid, 
too. One of the worst side-effects 
of establishing a larger home-
less outreach coalition or set-
ting aside money for shelter 
construction is within the home-
less community, word spreads 
fast and homeless tend to flock 
together. There would be stacks 
and stacks of tents waiting their 
turn on the Alameda side of the 
bridge if we opened our doors to 
solve homelessness and provide 
resources.

I believe the City of Alameda 
is actually very compassion-
ate toward homeless. I believe 
the residents here are generally 
very tolerant of homeless, and 
as a whole we all care to some 
extent. I do not contribute to any 
organizations, but out of my own 
pocket I have purchased new 
clothing on occasion and hand 
delivered it to those in need. I 
do not need recognition. Money 
is not the solution, our small city 
could not sustain such a burden, 
and it would break us.

Though there is communi-
ty compassion, I believe about 
two-thirds of Alameda do not 
know how bad it could be here 
if it were not for our rules and 
regulations related to the home-
less. The reason for the discon-
nect in my opinion is because 
those who live east of Grand 

‘Honesty’ piece shows 
bias of writer, paper
Editor:

I wish to commend Dr. Charles 
Herget for his extremely well-
written and insightful letter 
(“Honesty? Honestly.” July 27), 
where he called out the writer of a 
previous commentary, (“Honesty 
is Essential,” July 20). 

There can be no doubt that 
honesty in all our endeavors is the 
best policy. However, it seemed 
to me that the writer of the origi-
nal article was more interested 
in doing a politcal hatchet job on 
our President than discussing any 
moral standards. 

I encourage you to be a little 
more discerning in your selec-
tion of editorial writers or readers 
may get the impression that the 
Alameda Sun has a political bias.

— Don Kittleman, MSM

Editor’s note: The Alameda 
Sun is not affiliated with any other 
media outlet, corporation, politi-
cian or political party. The opinion 
page is open to everyone regard-
less of viewpoint. Items for the 
opinion page are published on a 
first-come, first-served and space-
available basis. 

Open letter to public  
art commission
Dear Honorable Members of the 
Public Art Commission (PAC):

The Alameda Coalition for the 
Arts is a local advocacy group 
comprised of creators, venues 
and residents with a shared goal: 
to foster and promote more per-
forming and visual art in Alameda. 
Through this shared vision, we 
hope to increase exposure for 
local artists and provide a plat-
form to have their voices heard to 
create a more vibrant community. 

This coalition of more than 40 
local residents and many others 
have invested time into organiz-
ing meetings, reviewing materials 
relevant to PAC meetings, making 
suggestions for the request for 
proposal (RFP) process and amen-
dement to the public art ordinance 
and formulated presentations to 
represent our creative vision for 
Alameda. Business owners have 
donated their time and resources 
to support these efforts. 

However, we have not seen the 
same level of commitment from 
all of the commissioners that have 
volunteered to officially represent 
our arts community. 

On July 19, some 30 or 40 local 

artists, representatives from local 
businesses and galleries took the 
time to write, organize, prepare 
presentations and showed up at 
City Hall. After an hour of wait-
ing, three out of five members of 
the PAC failed to appear, and the 
meeting was canceled. 

For the second time in just a 
few months, the community and 
city staff were stood up with no 
notice. This is unacceptable. We 
deserve better.

With this impending RFP and 
several large developments in 
progress, Alameda stands to see 
the largest influx of precious finan-
cial resources to support public 
art in its history. The role of the 
PAC to guide these decisions is 
too important to be squandered. 
We recognize this is a volunteer 
position, but this breakdown has 
been a fundamental failure to 
meet an obligation they set with 
the community.

The artists, galleries and unique 
businesses make Alameda a des-
tination city. Art is what makes 
the Bay Area what it is. Alameda 
is slow to get on board. While we 
are working hard to make changes, 
we need the commision’s support. 
They must attend meetings. 

We are willing to work through 
this first goal of getting the public 
art RFP out so we can move on to 
the many other important items 
we would like to see implemented 
in our city. Why? Because we love 
Alameda.

We have demonstrated our 
level of commitment. We now are 
making a public request that our 
commissioners evaluate if they 
are willing to do the same. 

We look forward to seeing you 
there to discuss the immediate 
business before the PAC.

— Jessica Warren 
Alameda Coalition  

for the Arts

Editor’s note: The rescheduled 
PAC meeting was expected to take 
place yesterday after the Alameda 
Sun print deadline.

Let’s take a step back
Editor:

Congress just voted for, almost 
unanimously, further sanctions 
on Russia and on any companies 
doing business with Russia, such 
as those working on Russian gas 
pipelines to Western Europe. This 
dramatically escalates tensions 
with a nuclear nation and hits 
hard our allies in Europe. 

Of course the justification for 
this is the continuing mantra of 

David Howard
I understand that, due to space 

limitations, the Alameda Sun was 
not able to cite every aspect of 
my homeless investigation in 
the recent editorial (“Pushing 
Homeless Around Is No Help,” 
July 27). I do think, however, that 
residents should know the senti-
ment of Randall Hagar, Director 
of Government Relations for the 
California Psychiatric Association, 
with whom I spoke at length for the 
story cited. 

Namely, to the extent our home-
less suffer severe mental disorders, 
like schizophrenia, no amount of 
community outreach services are 
going to help. Roughly half of them 
are too sick to know they are sick 
and accept services. They belong 
in in-patient care.

However, there are not enough 
in-patient psychiatric care beds in 
California. Hagar estimates that we 
have less than half as many beds 
per 100,000 residents in California 
as we should have, far behind 
established national standards.

Despite the pronouncements of 
blame I’ve observed that people 
are wont to issue, this is a bi-
partisan failing, at the national and 
state level, over decades. Viewing it 
through the lens of the left versus 
the right, trying to apportion more 
blame to one side or the other, is 
not conducive to solving the issue. 
Honestly, blaming statements start 
to sound like a cop-out for not 
doing anything.

The long-time neglect of disor-
ders such as schizophrenia com-
pounds the problem on an indi-
vidual basis. Failure to interrupt 
the course of the illness tends to 
make it worse. It takes a lot longer, 
and more treatment, to get some-
one who has been un-treated for 
10 years back to a baseline level 
of stability. Short-term “5150” psy-
chiatric holds don’t nearly provide 
enough time to stabilize a patient.

The local DeWitt case is one 
where stronger interventions may 
have saved two lives — that of 
an Oakland man, and that of the 
young, mentally ill, Alameda man 
who killed him.

Long-term involuntary commit-
ment is controversial, and there are 
patient rights groups who oppose 
it, with well-reasoned arguments. 
Nonetheless, the psychiatric asso-
ciation asserts that psychiatric 
treatment for severe cases can take 
months — much longer than the 
typical 72-hour “5150” hold.

If, however, residents want to 
move the discussion forward, there 
are at least three things they can 
do:

n Contact Wilma Chan and ask 
her to bring before the Alameda 
County Board of Supervisors a 
resolution to authorize within the 
county the use of 30-day intensive 
treatment “5270” holds.

n Contact Rob Bonta’s office 
and ask him to support further 

refinements of the 1967 bi-parti-
san Lanterman-Petris-Short, which 
aimed to minimize involuntary 
commitments and is considered by 
some to be a swing of the pendu-
lum too far in one direction.

n Contact Barbara Lee’s office 
to ask Congress to revisit the 
Medicaid Institutions for Mental 
Diseases (IMD) exclusion, to allow 
federal funding for longer-term 
in-patient psychiatric care. The 
Medicaid IMD exclusion has been 
an issue since the mid-1960s.

Finally, to bring a sharp focus 
on the mental illness dimension of 
the homeless issue is not to dimin-
ish other contributing factors. It is 
a complex problem, with no single 
pat answer, which has stymied far 
greater minds for decades.

Homelessness simply strikes 
most of us as “new” because we 
haven’t really had to confront it in 
Alameda until recently.

David Howard lives in Alameda. 
He publishes the blog Action 
Alameda News. 

Some Homeless Suffer Mental Illness
Estimates show 
that we have 
less than half as 
many beds ... in 
California as we 
should have, far 
behind established 
national 
standards.
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Two-thirds of 
Alamedans do not 
take the Broadway 
exit off of I-880 ... 
and see the eight-
foot towers of 
homeless cities  
lining the streets.
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“Russia hacking the U.S. election,” 
which is taken as a given, since we 
have heard it over and over hun-
dreds of times since last summer. But 
what has just come out from Veteran 
Intelligence Professionals for Sanity 
(VIPS), a group of respected senior 
retired intelligence professionals, is 
a report with proof that recently 
released metadata of the “hack of 
the Democratic National Committee 
(DNC) computers” could not pos-
sibly have been done remotely over 
the Internet, whether from Russia or 
anywhere else.

According to the report, the trans-
fer of data and emails embarrassing 
to the Hillary Clinton campaign must 
have been done by an insider physi-
cally present at the computer with 
a thumb drive or some other data-
storage device. As VIPS’ member Ray 
McGovern, has pointed out, former 
FBI Director James Comey never sent 
a team of technicians to look at the 
DNC computers! Scott Ritter, former 
chief Iraq weapons inspector has 
also emphasized this.

Right now we are stumbling down 
the road toward thermonuclear con-
frontation with Russia. Wouldn’t it 
make sense to take a step back and 
seriously investigate these matters? 
Call your Congressional and other 
representatives and demand they 
read the VIPS report and that they 
hold hearings on this matter.

— Chuck Park

Dreaming of a 
World with No 
Commuters

Steven Lowens 
In my dotage, it has become a 

habit to turn to the Opinion section 
of the Sun every Thursday morning, 
and, over my traditional juice, bagel 
and cereal, read the latest opinions 
on the state of traffic congestion in 
and out of Alameda. Transit and tran-
sit-oriented development is our only 
hope, say the authors. The articles 
are well written, well thought out, 
and long. They are regrettably short 
on facts. So, here are some facts:

The average cost of a new diesel 
bus in 2011 was about $400,000.

The cost to operate one AC 
Transit bus 14 hours a day, 365 days 
a year in 2014-15 was $1,051,383. 
Operating cost does not include the 
cost of buying the bus, just running it.

AC Transit got 19 percent of its 
operating revenue from the fare 
box in 2014-15. This is up from 
16 percent 3 years before. That 
means the passenger is paying 
about $1 for every $5 it costs AC 
Transit to run a bus. The other 
$4 comes from federal, state,  
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