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Letters to the Editor
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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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‘Ridiculous’ traffic  
calculations from city
Editor:

This is a bit ridiculous. Did 
they follow the cars all the way to 
and from their destinations? (“City 
Decides about Transportation 
Choices,” Nov. 23). Have they ever 
seen that hundreds, if not thou-
sands, of children are dropped 
off at schools in the morning, 
then their parents drive to work, 
many of whom stop to get coffee 
or run an errand on the way? Just 
because the car only has one pas-
senger when it crosses the water 
doesn’t mean the trip started or 
ended that way.

Further, please don’t tell me 
that we should all start biking 
everywhere. It is not always prac-
tical. I’d have a heck of a time 
biking three kids to three differ-
ent schools — due to their ages 
— then biking down 880 to work 
which is not near BART or the bus. 

I don’t trust a city-proposed 
solution at all, especially because 
the same city planners denied for 
years that we even have a transit 
problem when the city was blindly 
and widely approving new hous-
ing all while denying the fact that 
traffic was rising.

— Theresa Feldman

Nuclear technology is 
dying, but not here 
Editor:

Nuclear technology is dying 
and deservedly so given the 
high level radwaste it leaves for 
future generations to deal with 
(“Nuclear Research Coming to 
Alameda,” Nov. 16.) Then there’s 
the meltdowns, accidents that  
leave behind huge dead zones and 
many billions of dollars in losses 
behind. Fukushima alone will cost 
well over $1 trillion to “clean up.”

Molten salt fast reactors, modu-
lar or otherwise, specifically in the 
past, have been haunted by their 
sodium coolant’s chemical reactiv-
ity and plagued by rising costs. It’s 
simply a dishonest fantasy to claim 
that such hypothetical and uneco-
nomic ways to recover energy or 
other value from spent light water 
reactor (LWR) fuel means: “There 
is no such thing as nuclear waste.” 
Of course, the nuclear power 
industry wishes this were true.

Every new type of reactor in 
history has been costlier, slower 
and harder than projected. Low 
pressure, different safety profile, 
high temperature and potentially 
higher thermal efficiency come 

with countervailing disadvantages 
and costs that advocates assume 
away, contrary to all experience. 
No new kind of reactor is likely 
to be much, if at all, cheaper 
than today’s LWRs, which remain 
grossly uncompetitive and are get-
ting more so despite five decades 
of maturation.

The old, stale and dirty over-
centralized model of energy is 
giving way to the cleaner, more 
efficient distributed energy pro-
duction of the future such as solar, 
wind and the geothermal power 
that Alameda has been producing 
at Midland, Calif., for almost as 
long as the commercial nuclear 
power industry has existed.

That’s a good thing.
It’s ironic that today we are set 

to host members of the nuclear 
power industry priesthood in our 
little city.

— Jeff Gould

Make crime report to 
Council annually
Editor:

Great news! A 10-year trend of 
significantly lower crime in our 
city. Kudos to Chief Paul Rolleri’s 
work and that of his predeces-
sor, Chief Mike Noonan. That said, 
how silly is it that this is the first 
time ever that Council has asked 
Rolleri for crime data? This should 
be an annual report to the Council 
that includes historical data for 
context, so the Council and the 
public can be informed and com-
prehend the work of the Alameda 
Police Department and our city’s 
crime trends. 

To City Manager Jill Keimach: 
Let’s make this type of deep, wide 
crime stat report an annual and 
recurring one presented to the 
City Council. Thank you!

— Denise Lai 

Adding to the chorus
Editor:

I’d like to add my voice to the 
chorus of kudos to Eric J. Kos for 
starting an important community 
discussion about the elephant 
in the room: the out-sized influ-
ence of the firefighters’ union in 
Alameda politics. (“Just Business 
as Usual in Alameda,” Nov. 16). 

Although I share many of the 
progressive views of those who 
have been elected to the City 
Council with the firefighters’ help, 
I am dismayed by what appear 
to be conflicts of interest when 
Councilmembers address issues 
of importance to the union.

Resolving this at the ballot box 

as Paul Foreman suggested last week 
(“After Next Election: Business as 
Usual?” Nov. 23) is fine, but longer-
term safeguards are needed. 

I hope that someone with a bet-
ter grasp of public policy than I 
can suggest ways in which we can 
(1) limit the influence of special-
interest campaign contributions 
(by landlords and others as well 
as unions) through some kind of 
campaign-finance restrictions, and 
(2) limit the influence of major con-
tributors on city business by requir-
ing Councilmembers to recuse 
themselves from decisions related 
to individuals or organizations that 
have contributed over a certain 
amount to their campaigns.

While it is unlikely that the cur-
rent City Council would enact such 
restrictions, perhaps Alameda resi-
dents could mount an initiative. 
In the absence of such an effort, 
critical governmental decisions will 
continue to be made by the highest 
bidder.

— Allan Mann

A heads up for seniors
Editor:

Alameda seniors: Beware of hid-
den cost increases in your Medicare 
Part D insurance next year! It is 
very important to review what your 
Part D insurer is offering each and 
every year. You may see from the 
information they provide that they 
are changing the monthly premium. 
That’s not all. 

Each year, the insurance compa-
ny can change its “formulary.” This 
document, which might be only 
available from your insurer online, 
explains what drugs they will cover, 
and how much the co-payment will 
be. If they drop a medication from 
their formulary, your costs can sky-
rocket. Also, some insurers offer 
more than one plan, and the for-
mulary is different for each plan. It 
boggles the mind, but you need to 
do your homework.

For example, my insurer 
dropped two of my generic medica-
tions from their formulary for 2018.  
By switching plans and getting my 
doctor to recommend one different 
generic, I have been able to reduce 
my 2018 estimated drug costs from 
$4,632 to $400!

A good place to start is the 
Medicare.gov website, where you 
can enter all of your current medi-
cations into their system, and 
Medicare will estimate the annual 
cost for drugs from all of the Part 
D plans available in Alameda. If it’s 
too complicated, go to the senior 
center for help.

Also, write U.S. Rep. Barbara Lee 
and tell her we need legislation to 
keep the insurance and pharmaceu-
tical industries from scamming the 
senior population this way.

— Stephen Lowens

Nuclear pebbles
Editor:

As somebody who lives on 
Alameda Point I was encouraged 
to read that one of the huge empty 
buildings not far from our home 
is to be made useful. (“Nuclear 
Reasearch Coming to Alameda,” 
Nov. 16). Kairos Power, in conjunc-
tion with the U.S. Department of 
Energy, will be working in this space 
on a nuclear pebble cooling sys-
tem — one that uses molten salt. 
Apparently this has the potential of 
solving “the most worrisome prob-
lem of nuclear power — potential 
meltdown.” The inference being 
that if this research is successful, 
then nuclear power will be ren-
dered relatively safe.

There are problems related to 
nuclear power production that will 
not be solved by the pebble cooling 
system. One huge one is uranium 
mining. This has contaminated 
large areas of the southwest United 
States, as well as many other areas 
worldwide — often on the lands of 
indigenous peoples. When uranium 
is mined and exposed to air and 
water, radioactivity is released into 
the environment. Open-pit mines 
scar the land, while in-situ mines 
pollute aquifers and put communi-
ties’ water supplies at risk. 

After uranium ore is mined, 
the milling process treats the ore 
to extract uranium from the rock. 
More than 99 percent of the rock 
is left over from this process in the 
form of a toxic sludge referred to 
as tailings. Tailings are radioactive 
for 800,000 years and contain 85 

percent of the ore’s original radio-
activity, along with the process-
ing chemicals. Cleanup and main-
tenance of tailing piles is costing 
taxpayers billions. 

The problem of what to do with 
nuclear waste is a huge one and yet 
to be resolved. In 2012 there were 
70,000 tons of irradiated fuel with 
no safe and permanent home to go 
to. And according to the National 
Resources Defense Council, there 
are still some 4,000 abandoned ura-
nium mines scattered across the 
landscape of the West, and decades 
after the closure of operations, a 

significant number remains to be 
cleaned up.

So yes, I’m encouraged to learn 
that one of the empty cavernous 
buildings over here on the Point 
is to be made useful. But it’s very 
disappointing, disturbing even, to 
read of the purpose to which this 
building will be put. Time, money 
and labor spent on the nuclear 
industry would have been better 
spent on the development and 
production of equipment for solar 
energy or wind farms. Uranium, like 
coal, is best left in the ground. 

— Emmanuel Williams

Rabbi Steven A. Chester
It was almost three months ago, 

on Aug. 16, to be exact, that a crime 
occurred at Temple Israel. Someone 
threw rocks through our classroom 
windows and tried to break into the 
synagogue. The police stated that 
this was a hate crime. 

On the evening of Aug. 18, a vigil 
was held outside the synagogue 
with almost 400 people in atten-
dance. The mayor, other public 
officials and representatives from 
various religious faiths joined hun-
dreds of others. All in attendance 
participated in unison to demon-
strate against hate. 

For weeks after that, we at 
Temple Israel received many notes 
of support and even monetary 
donations to help us cover the 
costs of repairs to the building. 
What we realized is what a sup-
portive and caring community we 
are part of in Alameda and how we 
can work together to make it safe 
for all no matter of race, sexual 
preference or religion. Thank you 
to so many of you who helped us 
and shared your love with us.

So where are we now? We have 

recovered well from the event of 
Aug. 16. We are positive about our 
synagogue and feel a respected 
part of Alameda. We look at our-
selves as part of this wonderfully 
diverse community and are work-
ing to bring people together to fight 
for the rights of all. 

Most significantly, we realize 
that it is our duty to continue 
stand up for human rights and 
dignity; to further what we are 
taught in Genesis that all human 
beings are created “in the image 
of God.” 

As hate crimes increase in our 
country; as some of our elected 
officials in the highest levels of 
government seek to divide instead 
of unite us; as many of the values 
our country has espoused, those 
of respect, tolerance, and inclu-
sion, seem to be deteriorating, we 
look back to Aug. 16 and say as did 
Abraham “hineini”, here I am. Here 
I am ready to stand up for justice.  
Here I am ready to follow the words 
of Psalm 133; “Behold how good 
and how pleasant it is for all people 
to live together in unity.”

To live together in unity. We 

Rob Bonta
Last year, with the passage of 

Proposition 64, California voters 
decided to decriminalize the adult 
use of cannabis. With a strong 69 
percent supermajority, voters in 
Alameda declared that the pre-
viously existing system was not 
working and ushered in a new era 
in statewide cannabis policy.

Communities of color had been 
disproportionately criminalized 
leading to mass incarceration. And 
ongoing damage was being inflicted 
as community members later had 
difficulty obtaining jobs with crimi-
nal convictions on their records.

For several years, I’ve helped 
lead the effort in the State 
Legislature to create a comprehen-
sive state-level structure of regula-
tion that enhances public safety, 
protects the environment, ensures 
access to quality medicine for 
patients, is fair and, in the process, 
destigmatizes medical, responsible 
and regulated adult use of can-
nabis. 

In 2015, we passed the Medical 
Cannabis Regulation and Safety Act 
(MCRSA), for which I served as lead 
author. And we continued our work 
this session as California prepares 
to issue licenses on Jan. 1, 2018.

At all levels of government, it’s 
important to ensure that: 

• Patients are able to obtain the 
medicine they need. 

• Manufacturers and supply 
chains produce safe and inspected 
high-quality products. 

• Children are protected from 
marketing and packaging. 

• Law enforcement has the tools 
to keep impaired drivers off the 
roads. 

• Businesses can operate with 
clarity and certainty. 

• Revenue at the local and state 
level gets put to good use. 

• Illicit drug cartels lose their 
influence and are brought to justice. 

• The environment is protected 
from damaging cultivation prac-
tices. 

• Young people, especially from 
communities of color, are no longer 
over-criminalized and will not face 
the attendant downward spiral of 
adverse consequences.

As a result of MCRSA and Prop 

strive to live together in our 
Jewish community in Alameda. 
We strive to live together with 
our diverse community in 
Alameda. We strive to live in 
unity with those in our state and 
nation. We strive to bring unity 
to our world. We were there 
before Aug. 16 and we are even 
more there now. 

As a famous Hasidic rabbi, 
Rav Nachman of Bratslav wrote, 
“All the world is a narrow bridge 
and the main thing is not to be 
afraid.” Let us not be afraid to 
cross this bridge together.

Steven A. Chester is the part-
time interim Rabbi for Temple 
Israel of Alameda.

Assemblymember Bonta Applauds 
Council’s New Cannabis Regulations

64, local governments across 
California, including Alameda, 
were empowered to adopt ordi-
nances that work in conjunction 
with state regulations to create a 
safe and sensible environment that 
protects people and businesses.

I’m very pleased to report 
that the City Council approved 
the cannabis business ordinance 
to allow four manufacturers, two 
testing labs, one seed nursery 
and two medicinal-only dispen-
saries. 

I have always been commit-
ted to giving everyone a seat at 
the table. It was through a robust 
engagement process in which 
every stakeholder who wanted to 
had a voice that we were able to 
pass MCRSA, the first statewide 
medical cannabis regulations in 
nearly 20 years. In that spirit, 
Alameda leaders engaged the 
public and other stakeholders in 
the local process and the result 
was a very positive outcome.

The Council’s common-sense 
approach helps to safely regu-
late cannabis and ensure that 
residents will be able to obtain 
the medicine they need on the 
Island. The regulations will also 
create a structure to bring good 

Where Are We Now?
Commentary

The Council’s 
common-sense 
approach helps 
to safely regulate 
cannabis and 
ensure that resi-
dents will be able 
to obtain the medi-
cine they need on 
the Island.

Commentary
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