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Joe Heller

Farewell, Karin Lucas
Editor:

Former City Councilmember 
Karin Lucas passed away on Aug. 
31. I am truly saddened to hear this 
and send my condolences to her 
family. In the late ’70s, I grew-up 
with her sons, Tim and Bill, so I 
knew Lucas before she was active 
in Alameda civic life and before she 
became a Councilmember.

I always thought it humorous 
how, upon arriving on City Council 
for the first time in December 
1996, I was officially sitting on the 
Council dais next to her. She used 
to serve snacks to me, Bill, Tim and 
another friend Dan after playing in 
the street in front of her West End 
home in the late 1970s. 

As a Councilmember, Lucas 
was a true trail-blazer — a tireless 
fighter for equality and Alameda’s 
gay and lesbian community in 
the days when society generally 
was less accepting. In a close 
3-2 decision in 1997, I was able 
to provide Lucas the third vote 
that allowed City Hall to extend 
health benefits to domestic part-
ners of city employees, a matter 
she championed. 

She also cared deeply about the 
beauty of Alameda, as a supporter 
of historic preservation and ridding 
the city of dilapidated newspaper 
stands. 

Karin Lucas helped pivot 
Alameda in a more welcoming 
and socially progressive direction 
because of her efforts and successes 
on City Council and, for that, all resi-
dents owe her a debt of gratitude.

— Tony Daysog

Did it the right way
Editor:

You did nothing wrong by 
describing all the characteristics of 
the suspect, (“Recent crime report-
ing raises concern,” Sept. 6). As 
an Alameda resident, I want and 
deserve to know as much as possi-
ble about suspected and convicted 
criminals. Thank you.

— Susan Alford

Old plus white do  
not equal racist
Editor:

I would like to address people 
who are labeling as “racists” mem-
bers of the Alameda Citizens Task 
Force (ACT) and A Better Alameda 
Political Action Committee (ABA 
PAC).

Strange that they call ACT and 
ABA PAC racist. These organiza-
tions are supporting a Hispanic 
female, a Filipino male and a white 
male. ACT has always had public 
meetings, announced publicly. The 

name callers believe ACT is limited 
to old, white people. But anyone 
can come to their public meetings. 
There has never been a guard at 
the door telling certain people they 
can’t come in. 

ACT membership is through 
emails with payments made by 
check. It’s hard to tell the ethnicity 
of someone in email and from a name 
on a check. No checks were returned, 
so where is the racism there? 

Young people and minorities 
are usually very busy trying to 
live busy lives. Many organizations, 
including ACT, are often managed 
by retired (older) people who have 
the time to invest in the organiza-
tion. That doesn’t make them rac-
ists, it just means others are very 
busy. It’s not a crime to be an old, 
white person who is retired and 
chooses to spend the time being 
active in the community. It also 
doesn’t make them racists.

Name calling seems to be an 
activity some people have chosen 
to participate in, and social media 
makes it easier for them to do so. 
I must say that ACT and ABA PAC 
are becoming better known just by 
the fuss their opposition is making 
about them. 

Name calling doesn’t make 
things true, and no one has pro-
vided any facts that indicates these 
organizations are racist. These 
groups have members who are 
your neighbors working to make 
your city a better place to live for 
everyone. Disagreeing with their 
ideas is ok, but making up things 
that can’t be proven and name 
calling are not. Doing so is a nega-
tive reflection on the name callers’ 
character and not on ACT’s or ABA 
PAC’s membership.

— Dorothy Freeman

Bereft of common sense
Editor:

I received notice from the school 
district announcing its plans to 
rename Henry Haight Elementary 
School, due to the racist legacy 
associated with its eponymous for-
mer California governor.

I was greatly disheartened to 
read the final paragraph of the letter 
that stated if the school is renamed, 
“the committee feels strongly that 
it does not want to erase the histo-
ry and legacy of ‘Haight Elementary 
School.’ Instead, the committee 
plans to solicit and display memo-
ries and photos of the school, as 
well as put up plaques with a his-
tory of the school, including why 
it was renamed. When that process 
begins, committee members will 
reach out the community for sug-
gestions and materials.”

This sentiment of preserving 
the “history and legacy” of the 

name Henry Haight sounds exactly 
like Southerners who grasp onto 
Confederate battle flags and stat-
ues of Confederate generals, who 
fought to preserve slavery, in the 
name of Southern “heritage.”

Is the entire school renaming 
committee bereft of any common 
sense? If the name is unfit for the 
school, it is unfit for the preserva-
tion of its “history and legacy.” 
There should be no, “plans to 
solicit and display memories and 
photos of the school, as well as put 
up plaques with a history of the 
school.”

Change the name of the school. 
Install a single plaque that docu-
ments Henry Huntly Haight’s rac-
ism, and explains how wrong it was 
to name the school for him in the 
first place.

— David Howard

Donations linked to 
influence, corruption
Editor:

A healthy dose of distrust of 
any politician’s vote relative to 
significant campaign donors is nei-
ther right-wing, left-wing, racist, 
misogynist nor sexist. It is com-
mon knowledge that some people 
will donate money or time to can-
didates who, if elected, will have 
the power to decide or influence 
decisions on matters that benefit 
donors financially. 

It’s certainly easier for me to 
believe there are good reasons why 
a councilmember may support a 
certain city contract or deal, for 
example, if there isn’t the suspicion 
of partiality to a major campaign 
donor.

And why wouldn’t any elected 
official go to great lengths to avoid 
even a hint of corruption? I don’t 
think it is asking too much of our 
local candidates to refuse dona-
tions from entities that do business 
with the city. The argument that it’s 
expensive to run a campaign isn’t 
nearly as relevant if each candidate 
is operating with the same restric-
tion on fundraising.

On Nov. 6 I expect to vote 
for candidates without contribu-
tions from unions and developers 
because I know they will be vot-
ing on payment and benefit con-
tracts and land or development 
deals during their time in office. In 
the event candidates have already 
accepted and spent such donations 
then promises to recuse themselves 
from any votes relative to those 
donors just might be sufficient to 
warrant my consideration.

— Mary Jacak

Our bees need us
Editor:

I love fruit smoothies. I love 
strawberries and kiwi, “very berry” 
blends, Jamba Juice’s delicious 
green formulations and their new, 
summery, watermelon smoothies. 
But all of them might be gone with 
the disappearance of our bee popu-
lations.

We depend on honeybees to 
produce so many crops, from the 
sweetest of fruits to the alfalfa our 
cows eat. Yet 30 percent of our bee 
colonies are killed off each season 
by pesticides, particularly a type 
called neonicotinoids. 

Pesticide manufacturing com-
panies turn a blind eye, for these 
neonicotinoids rake in billions of 
dollars. The state of Minnesota, the 
providence of Ontario, Canada, and 
the European Union have already 
taken steps towards banning neo-
nicotinoids, against the pesticide 
manufacturers’ will.

Why haven’t we?
Not only do I want to keep enjoy-

ing the fruits of the world, I want 
to share them with the next gen-
eration, too. Please, speak out and 
support a ban on neonicotinoids. 
Save the bees.

— Christina Tangsombatvisit

For goodness sake,  
drop it already
Editor: 

In my opinion, the ongoing recall 
effort against Vice Mayor Malia 
Vella is about retribution and par-
tisan pettiness. Recall is allowed by 
state law and gives voters an oppor-
tunity to remove elected officials 
before their term expires. In this 
instance, the recall is being used 
by a subset of Alamedans who saw 
their preferred candidate lose in the 
2016 election. 

Perhaps the hope is harbored 

that a recall will result in a “do-
over” and produce the desired 
result. Worse, perhaps it’s being 
done out of sheer spite. Whatever 
it is, it is a blight on our city’s gov-
ernance.

Recalls are intended for get-
ting rid of crooked or incompe-
tent politicians. Recalls ought to be 
reserved for serious matters such 
as abuse of office or betrayals of 
core commitments. No such thing 
has occurred under Vella’s leader-
ship. The current recall effort has 
the appearance of desperation and 
mean-spiritedness.

We are not alone in this recall 
matter. Recall attempts sweeping 
the country have resurrected a 
political debate over democratic 
governance. While voters need a 
way to remove elected officials who 
have forsaken the public trust, the 
use of the frivolous recall by a 
group of disgruntled voters after 
the majority have spoken, under-
mines the fabric of democratic elec-
tions. The intent of such a recall is 
to distract, intimidate and hope to 
plant a seed of doubt among the 
public, that “where there’s smoke 
,there surely must be fire” when no 
such fire exists at all.

Those attempting to recall 
Vice Mayor Malia Vella have every 
legal right to do so. However that 
doesn’t mean they ought to do it. 
The reasonable, prudent, balanced 
course — the way of moderation 
and reason — is to build a case 
for the election of the candidate of 
one’s choice during upcoming elec-
tion, rather than dividing the city 
yet again and wasting taxpayers’ 
time and money.

— Gabrielle “Gaby” Dolphin

Kudos to APD
Editor: 

I would like to commend and 
applaud the top-priority and 

stellar work the Alameda Police 
Department (APD) and Police 
Chief Paul Rolleri put into inves-
tigating the murder of Cindy Lê 
that occurred on April 6 outside 
her Webster Street restaurant, Pho 
Anh Dao. The excellent coverage 
of the Alameda Sun and Bay Area 
television stations must also be 
recognized. 

The recent arrests of Donte 
Holloway and Paul Paez in Lê’s 
murder have not brought com-
plete closure to the Lê family yet, 
or to the people of Alameda and 
the Vietnamese American com-
munity. This murder case rests 
in the hands of District Attorney 
Nancy O’Malley and the judicial 
system. 

The charges against Holloway 
and Paez include not only murder 
and robbery, but also special cir-
cumstances of lying in wait. The 
police charged them with waiting 
for Lê to leave her restaurant in 
Oakland and then following her to 
her restaurant in Alameda where, 
they allegedly robbed and mur-
dered her.

APD’s stellar work should serve 
as a model for other police depart-
ments, including the San Francisco 
and the Oakland police depart-
ments. Holloway and Paez both 
have multiple robbery and other 
felony convictions. One of them 
also faces a third strike in this 
murder and robbery case. 

Finally, I call on O’Malley’s office 
to charge both Holloway and Paez 
with hate crimes in Lê’s murder, 
as she was a Vietnamese-American 
citizen.

— A. Lê

Thanks for Urban 
Shield coverage
Editor:

A special thank you to Richard 
Bangert for his coverage of Urban 

Shield at Alameda  Point that includ-
ed firing blank rounds of ammu-
nition (“Urban Shield Practice at 
Point Included Gunfire,” Sept. 13).

Is gunfire against the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
own rules? I find this concerning, 
and disturbing. I do not think that 
people were aware, or even notified 
about what was taking place. 

Thankfully, the Alameda County 
Board of Supervisors, voted on 
March 28 to end funding for Urban 
Shield, a law-enforcement and 
first-responder training exercise 
hosted by Alameda County Sherriff 
Gregory Ahern. 

That vote only happened after 
many years of pressure, and activ-
ism from many social-justice organi-
zations committed to ending Urban 
Shield.

We need to stop this practice 
completely once and for all.

— Austin Tam  

Paula Rainey
I would like to express special 

thanks to Richard Bangert for his 
story (“Urban Shield Practice at 
Point Included Gunfire,” Sept. 13). 
This is a very important and con-
cerning report about the failure 
of agencies tasked with steward-
ship at the “nature reserve” to 
follow the procedures identified 
in their own 2013 Environmental 
Assessment.

What were they thinking? 
Clearly the U.S. Department of 
Veterans Affairs that owns the land 
violated its agreement to not per-
form SWAT team training on the 
nature reserve. What was the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service thinking 
when they abandoned their duty to 
protect the nature reserve? What 
was the Audubon Society’s Friends 
of the Alameda Wildlife Reserve 
thinking when they canceled their 
scheduled volunteer work at the 
least tern colony without pushing 
back and saying “no!”

The general public is not 
allowed to leave the bus during the 
annual tour of the least tern breed-
ing area; but military exercises, 
including gunfire and explosions go 
ahead? Did Mayor Trish Spencer or 
members of the City Council and 
the Alameda Police Department get 
a heads up? Did they say “no” to 
Urban Shield?

For those not familiar with 
Urban Shield, it is a highly contro-
versial region-wide program that 
will gasp a last breath at the end of 
the year, thanks to the tireless work 
of many in our community who 
said “no” to the militarization of 
our local police departments, “no” 
to training exercises that perpetu-
ate racial stereotypes; and “no” 
to bringing surplus A-grade mili-
tary equipment into our cities and 
towns. 

A big thank you to the Alameda 
County Board of Supervisors that 
voted in March 2018 stop fund-
ing Urban Shield. The Sept. 8 to 
10 militarized training in Alameda 
was contrary to the spirit of the 
supervisors’ 2018 mandate to do 
emergency preparedness training, 
not militarized training.

The training at Alameda Point 
appears to have the stamp of past 

years’ exercises. Urban Shield 
training includes 36 teams (typical-
ly eight officers each) and at least 
one of these teams passed through 
the nature reserve. That means 
that 35 teams enacted the same 
kidnapping scenario there or in 
the surrounding areas at Alameda 
Point, from 5 a.m., Saturday, Sept. 8 
to 5 a.m., Monday, Sept. 10. 

Each of the tactical teams 
was issued automatic weapons 
and special magazines for firing 
blanks. SWAT exercises included 
an armored vehicle and mock hos-
tages. Sounds like a page out of the 
old Urban Shield to me! I do not like 
it! What happened? 

Does the Board of Supervisors 
have any ability to sanction the 
Alameda County Sheriff’s Offfice 
and the Alameda County EMS 
office that hosted these exercises, 
Urban Shield and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife for taking SWAT training, 
including gunfire, on to our Nature 
Reserve? 

Please work with me and keep 
pushing to demand real commu-
nity-based preparedness and 
responses to natural and man-
made disasters that do not rely on 
militarization. For more informa-
tion, go to stopurbanshield.org and 
alamedapointenviro.com/author/
richard94501.

Paula Rainey lives in Alameda.

Time to Put a Stop 
to Urban Shield

Commentary

The militarized 
training was con-
trary to the spirit 
of the mandate to 
do emergency  
preparedness 
training.


