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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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Island Poetry 
The Alameda Sun received a 

copy of this poem by Lori Cassels.

Versailles/Versigh
The corner sign on my street
Defines you quick and sure

To Sigh or Sail
That is your choice

This island city demurs

The moody French prefer to sigh
But Bay folk as usual rebels

Is it poetic
Is it phonetic

No Alamedaen will tell

My wife was quick 
To change her clip

Her boater blood runs  
blue not red.

At first I struggled to sail not sigh
It seemed so odd and quaint 

Now a decade since our  
island move

I’ve come to know, a bit too slow

This East Coast born,  
now West Coast proud

Of course, I’d rather  
sail then sigh

LaRouche and China’s 
Belt and Road Initiative
Editor:

I was pleased to read the 
letter from Chuck Park, (“Is 
the Democratic Party coming 
to its senses?” Sept. 14) where 
he mentions the example of 
Lyndon LaRouche as a coura-
geous statesman, in the tradi-
tion of Franklin Roosevelt and 
John F. Kennedy. Rarely does 
one see the name LaRouche in 
print, despite his visionary lead-
ership and willingness to take 
on the powers of Wall Street and 
London, weathering wild defa-
mation, proven targeting by the 
FBI, etc.

I have been an ally of 
LaRouche for more than 40 years 
and have seen his vision becom-
ing a reality in much of the 
world in the recent years. This 
vision of a world liberated from 
the stifling of the human spirit, 
especially due to the continuing 
remnants of the British Empire, 
where every human being can 
participate in advancing man’s 
knowledge of the universe and 
increase man’s power to move 
forward in that universe, is being 
rapidly spread due to China’s 
Belt and Road Initiative. 

This project of massive 
infrastructure building and cul-

tural exchange, now involves 
more than 65 nations. Lyndon 
LaRouche and his wife Helga 
Zepp LaRouche were seminal 
figures in designing this policy, 
as is publicly recognized by the 
Chinese government and media. 
Where would America be if our 
media treated visionary geniuses 
with such respect?

The Chinese national newspa-
per, Peoples Daily recently held a 
conference with several hundred 
leading journalists from around 
the world for the purpose of edu-
cating them to be able to better 
get out the word on the wonders 
of the Belt and Road. 

One of the two Americans 
who traveled to China for this 
conference is a close associate 
of LaRouche. He gave a presen-
tation here in Alameda Sept. 30. 
Those who would like to know 
more, may contact me at hunter 
cobb3@gmail.com.

— Hunter Cobb

Response to letter writer
Editor:

In response to Brian 
Kennedy’s letter (“Council’s 
wrong decision,” Sept. 28) 
Kennedy wrote: “Did we elect 
our City Council to look out for 
Alamedans or foreign nationals 
who have entered our country 
illegally?”

Umm, if you are living in 
Alameda, that makes you an 
Alamedan, no matter what your 
immigration status is, or the 
color of your skin. I’m sure that 
all your ancestors moved here 
legally, and that there is a paper 
trail to back that up, right? 

And that the land you now 
live on was purchased fair and 
square from the Muwekma 
Ohlone Tribe, and there is a 
properly executed deed to 
prove that, too?

Oh, good. I thought so.
— Al Wright

Open letter to Encinal 
High community

The Alameda Sun received 
this letter accompanied by a 
series of photographs of peo-
ple honoring fallen veterans on 
one knee, or in other expres-
sions of reverence. Some had 
an accompanying caption. One 
longer anecdote associated with 
the photos appears in italics at 
the end.

I wish those undereducated 
children at Encinal High School 

Christopher R. Rabe
As many Alamedans know, 

Alameda Municipal Power (AMP) 
has been implementing its Smart 
Meter program in residential neigh-
borhoods. What most Alamedans 
do not know, however, is the hidden 
potential for danger these radio-
frequency (RF) radiation-emitting 
devices have. There is current evi-
dence of a link between cancer 
and RF radiation. This includes a 
$25 million study by the federal 
government’s National Toxicology 
Program that proves the link.

I asked AMP’s Rebecca Irwin 
how many times per day the new 
Smart Meters transmit data. She 
told me that they only transmit 
three times a day, for a total of 87 
seconds. That makes three bursts 
that last approximately 29 seconds 
each. 

I told her I have a handheld RF 
meter and have stood in front of 
one of these Smart Meters and was 
getting short microbursts lasting 
less than one second, between six 
and 12 per minute. I also tested 
banks of multiple meters. What I 
discovered was shocking. 

Standing in front of a bank of 
five Smart Meters, my meter was 
picking up pulsed microbursts of 
RF radiation faster than two per 

second, about as fast as my meter 
can count. This bank is constant-
ly emitting a steady, continuous 
stream of pulsed microwave radia-
tion, 24 hours a day, seven days a 
week. I made a video and sent it 
to AMP.

Others who have been analyz-
ing these readings estimate at a 
minimum, Smart Meters transmit 
more than 9,000 times per day, and 
up to a maximum of 190,000. That is 
just for a single meter. For a bank of 
multiple meters, just multiply the 
number of meters times 9,000 for a 
minimum estimate. Visit stopsmart 
meters.org to see the studies.

The apartment building I live 
in has 13 analog meters on the 
outside of my children’s shared 
bedroom wall. If AMP gets its way, 
my children will be subjected to a 
constant stream of pulsed RF radia-
tion 24/7. This would be like having 
your bed right next to a cell phone 
tower, or an array of microwave 
ovens always on. I do not allow my 
children wireless devices because 
of the risks, I certainly do not want 
this in our home!

They say we can opt out of the 
Smart Meters for $125 and $10 a 
month. But what about the 12 other 
meters on my kid’s wall? This is 
extortion and discrimination, and 

Place Moratorium 
on Smart Meters

is not fair to people who live in 
multi-unit buildings.

Irwin saw my video, and 
when I asked for her response, 
she said, “We have an RF meter 
here and we’re planning to go 
out in the field to do some test-
ing.” This was last week, and I’m 
still waiting to hear the results of 
this testing. I think all Alamedans 
have a right to know about this 
testing and the results.

I urge all concerned citizens 
to purchase an RF meter online, 
and conduct your own testing. Or 
contact me (christopher.r.rabe@
gmail.com) to schedule a free 
RF test of your Smart Meter and 
other RF-emitting devices. I also 
urge those concerned to attend 
the next Public Utilites Board 
meeting, Monday, Oct. 16, at 7 
p.m., at City Hall. You get three 
minutes to speak. I plan to talk 
about how the opt out disadvan-
tages people in multi-unit dwell-
ings, and I will ask if at least 
one resident wants to opt out at 
an apartment building, then the 
whole bank is analog for no fee.

Three times a day is very dif-
ferent from 9,000-190,000 times 
a day. If Smart Meters were only 
emitting three times a day, they 
would be a lot safer, but then 
there are still privacy, overcharg-
ing and fire concerns. 

We need to enact a morato-
rium like 57 local governments 
— including Santa Cruz and 
Marin counties and the city of 
Berkeley — have already done 
in California. We must imple-
mentation of this new tech-
nology, and conduct further 
testing to make sure it is 100 
percent safe before subjecting 
the public to it.

Christopher R. Rabe lives in 
Alameda.

Smart Meters 
transmit more 
than 9,000 times 
per day, and up 
to a maximum of 
190,000.

Commentary

The Alameda Sun received a 
copy of this letter in response to 
Councilmember Marilyn Ezzy 
Ashcraft’s recent commentary 
(“Cannabis Conundrum Confounds 
Community,” Sept. 14). It has been 
edited due to space constraints. 

Hello Member Ashcraft:
Thank you for learning so much 

about the cannabis industry in 
such a short amount a time. It’s 
definitely a learning curve, and I 
appreciate the effort you have put 
forth to educate yourself on an 
industry that is unfamiliar terri-
tory. The more knowledge of the 
industry one possesses, the better 
prepared one is when voting to 
regulate such an industry. 

The following are comments 
and corrections regarding your  
recent commentary:

Going slow: This makes sense, 
but I would like to remind you 
that no action was made regarding 
regulating cannabis businesses for 
nearly six months after a coun-
cilmember’s referral, hence the 
Mayor’s referral. I frequently con-
tacted members of staff to learn 
of the progress, and as of April 
20, staff hadn’t begun working on 
their report. According to the the 
Council Referral Tracker, a deci-
sion on cannabis was to follow 
desicions made regarding the ani-
mal shelter. Staff could have begun 
laying out some of the foundations 
of the proposal much earlier, which 
is admittedly highly detailed, and 
likely much different than anything 
they have done in their past. After 
waiting 20 years, how much slower 
can things possibly go? By advocat-
ing to go slower, we are giving staff 
the green light to put off their work 
longer.

Delivery: You mentioned that 
Alameda patients can get canna-

bis “delivered to their homes” yet 
Alameda Municipal Code 30-5.15 
explicitly bans mobile dispensary, 
by definition: “Medical marijuana 
dispensary means any facility or 
location, whether fixed or mobile, 
where medical marijuana is provid-
ed, sold, made available, or other-
wise distributed to one or more of 
the following: a primary caregiver, 
a qualified patient or a person with 
an identification card.” Alameda’s 
own Rob Bonta was quoted in a 
recent article saying, “It is our 
intent to provide more regulations 
around deliveries.” 

Taxes: It is correct that sales 
tax for recreational cannabis has 
not  gone to the voters, and that 
adult users will be paying taxes 
on cannabis, but that transition 
has not happened yet. Alameda 
has been losing out on tax rev-
enue to Oakland because medical 
patients have been, and are, cur-
rently charged tax at dispensaries. 
Alameda needs to make sure to 
have a cannabis tax on the next bal-
lot, not brushing it under the rug 
by saying we aren’t losing tax dol-
lars. We most certainly have been 
losing out for the past decade. A 
way to get past the voter initiative 
is to place fees on different kinds of 
business actions. i.e. a fee of gross 
sales receipts instead of relying 
on voters to approve a tax ballot 
measure. 

Testing labs: Labs contract their 
business through other businesses, 
and it is reasonably predicted that 
safety and efficacy cannabis testing 
labs will be the higher-end rev-
enue generating businesses start-
ing in 2018. Because there cur-
rently aren’t many labs, and all 
products need to be tested, there 
is projected to be a bottleneck in 
the testing industry due to the 
need for rapid turn-around. Supply 

and demand dictates that analyti-
cal test fees will increase because 
of that bottleneck. While we don’t 
want to over-tax or fee-burden the 
industry, we can’t ignore that labs 
will be the expected money-making 
part of the industry.

Public health concerns: If you 
type in “cannabis child resistant” 
into the Leginfo website, you will 
find that 10 bills this legislative 
session were issued to define and 
regulate child resistant packaging. 
They were combined into SB-663, 
which was enrolled on Aug. 25.

Legal issues on Alameda Point: 
Alameda is in a unique position 
regarding land-ownership on the 
Point. It would be incredibly inspir-
ing for our Council to take the side 
of sickly medical cannabis patients 
and allow safe access on the Island 
in the same fashion that they have 
done immigrants, by passing our 
sanctuary city status.

Public safety: A single cannabis 
plant’s value is rarely, if ever, worth 
“$10,000 (wholesale).” Laws need 
to be made considering evidence-
based conclusions, not one based 
on one-off personal anecdotes that 
likely came from an exaggerating 
cultivator boasting, or law enforce-
ment “bust” information. Law 
enforcement has a notorious his-
tory of valuing their “busts” based 
on how many joints could be rolled 
and the price those could be sold to 
a consumer. This is not an accurate 
representation of wholesale value.  

Zoning: The double standard 
for alcohol establishments is espe-
cially apparent regarding zoning 
and driving expectations. I attend-
ed Alameda High School. There is 
a liquor store literally right across 
the street, and Alameda’s Spirits 
Alley pretty much requires people 
to drive to it. Although I don’t want 

Clearing the Air on Cannabis Code
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could see this, but I just don’t 
know to foward it to them. It is 
with great pleasure that I forward 
this so the people who do not 
stand might realize what a great 
diservice they do these men.

President Donald is right. “Fire 
every one of those SOB’s.” There 
is a time and place for protest. 
That time is not after you hear, 
“Ladies and gentleman, please 
stand to honor our nation’s 
heroes.”

Some small ceremonies in 
America should remain sacred.   
And here’s why. “The American 
Flag does not fly because the 
wind moves past it. The American 
Flag flies from the last breath of 
each military member who has 
died protecting it.”

We brought 16 Pearl Harbor 
survivors back to Hawaii. On our 
final day, we took the Greatest 
Generation to the USS Arizona 
for a tribute where the men would 
drop rose petals into an opening in 
the Arizona.

Larry Parry was confined to a 
wheelchair for the majority of the 
trip. I was standing behind Larry 
when I heard him whisper quietly 
to his escort, “Miss, I may need 
your assistance for a moment. I’d 
like to try to stand up.”

Larry, who had lost his wife 
only weeks before our trip, stood 
up, dropped the rose petals into 
the gentle current to honor his 
fallen shipmates and was over-
whelmed with emotion.

— Bruce Elerick

Support for Encinal 
High ‘taking a knee’
Editor:

Alameda’s high school stu-
dents have joined with profes-
sional athletes and others in 
making gestures to convey that, 
in important ways, this country 
does not always honor its prin-
ciples (“Encinal Takes a Knee,” 
Sept. 28). I’m sure that many 
people will call this action “unpa-
triotic” but I am proud of the 
students. 

Taking steps to make our 
nation a better, more just soci-
ety is the essence of patriotism. 
Criticism of such efforts express-
es a “my country, right or wrong” 
jingoism that will lead to a worse 
society.

— Jerome Harrison


