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GOODBYE TO PEANUTS
Cedric Collett writes: “I went to the UPS Store in
Rockaway and was told that they no longer accept
Styrofoam ‘peanuts’ for reuse. But they said that
Vacu-Tech at 580 Crespi, Unit D, in Linda Mar
does accept the foam pellets. I called to confirm
(650-738-9500) and was told that they do accept
‘peanuts,’ Monday through Friday from 9 a.m.
to 3 p.m. Bravo to Cedric for tracking down this
valuable information. Let’s keep all Styrofoam out
of the environment. Take your “peanuts” to Vacu-
Tech and your Styrofoam blocks to the Palmetto
recycling yard.

20-YEAR ITCH
When I moved to Pacifica some 20 years ago, I began
writing feature stories for the Tribune, focusing on the
lifestyles of the not-so-rich and not-so-famous, just regu-

lar folks going about their business, living more or 
less happily in this overlooked and underrated beach
town that hardly anyone in the Bay Area knows
about unless they surf or like good crab sandwiches
or need a safe place to blow up their fireworks on
the Fourth of July. Eventually, my casual pieces
morphed into this “Wandering & Wondering”
column you hold in your hands. In this space every
week, I try to feed you a steady diet of interesting
tidbits: gossip, rumor, facts, opinions, theories,
trends, all the juicy stuff you expect to read in a 
community newspaper. My aim is always to inform, 
entertain, and raise hell. If my wandering and won-
dering about Pacifica do not make you wander and 
wonder about this amazing little town, then I am not 
doing my job. And if you have a story to share with
our readers, email me at the address in MAYBUR-
RITO MEDIA at the end of this column. As this new
year 2013 begins, I want to ask you to think about 
some things, and then get involved in writing letters 
to the editor, volunteering for a local charity or city 
committee, joining a group that works to improve 
the community and environment, taking a class or 
learning something new, helping our city leaders
figure out how to make Pacifica a winner. Here are
some of the things I want us all to think about and
do something about this year: promoting tourism, 

protecting our beautiful open spaces and natural
resources, getting our city government and local 
economy back on a sound footing, strengthening our 
police and fire departments, driving less and exer-
cising more, shopping locally whenever possible. 
We have a new City Council. We are about to have 
twin tunnels connecting us to the midcoast south
of Devil’s Slide. We have rain in the rain gauge and
lots of water in the creeks. We have a tea shop and a 
wine bar, lots of good pizzerias and taquerias, delis
and bakeries, various Asian cuisines, plus beaches 
and trails to work it all off. So let’s get moving, Paci-
fica. Don’t just stand there. Do something creative,
do something productive, do something for yourself, 
do something for someone else, do something for the 
community. Let’s take inspiration from the World
Champion Giants and show that Pacifica is a winner.

SWAMI SEZ
“If you always tell the truth, you never have to re-
member anything.” (Mark Twain)

MAYBURRITO MEDIA
•Editor: goofbuster.com
•Blogger: pacificariptide.com
•Meandering: lomaprieta.sierraclub.org 
•Email: mayburrito@goofbuster.com

Wandering &
Wondering

John Maybury

It’s a new year and
the Pacifica Tribune has
planned several new spe-
cial sections and publica-
tions that will be produced 

throughout 2013. We’ll 
keep you posted as the year
progresses so both readers 
and advertisers alike don’t 
miss out on some exciting

opportunities. First up is
our newly conceived “Year
in Review” commemorative 
pull-out section scheduled
for insertion in the Pacifica
Tribune at the end of this
month.

The special tabloid
section will feature PDFs 
of the top front pages of 
2012 representing what 
we feel are the top stories 
published by the Tribune 

in 2012.
Advertisers will be 

given an opportunity to
feature their businesses 
and services, or simply a 
congratulations. We’re 
offering exceptional pricing 
so reserve your ads today.

We hope our readers
enjoy looking back at the
previous year’s happenings
and plan to make the sec-
tion an annual tradition.

Elaine Larsen
Pacifica Tribune Editor & Publisher

From the E&P
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My Turn
Paul Slavin

Brent Plater, com-
menting on the website of 
his Wild Equity Institute, 
has responded to the dis-
missal of his federal law-
suit against Sharp Park in 
characteristic fashion: he 
says he won. (wildequity.
org) And to support that 
claim he notes that the 
eighty-year-old public links 
course will now have the 
“burden” (in his words) of 
an additional 50 pages of
regulations and restrictions
mandated by the US Fish 
& Wildlife Service (FWS).
The Wild Equity version of 
environmentalism consid-
ers a bureaucratic morass 
a victory.

In actuality, it really 
won’t be that much of a
burden, and it’s hardly a
morass. The majority of 
the terms of the “Inciden-
tal Take Statement” are
measures that the San
Francisco Recreation and 
Parks Dept. has long sup-
ported, such as clearing the
connecting waterway from 
Laguna Salada to Horse
Stable Pond. This was first 
recommended in a report 
by Swaim Biological some
years ago as an effective
way to move the growing
frog population (and the 
snakes that eat them) to
more spacious and hospi-
table land at Mori Point,
south of the course. Mr. 
Plater’s plan, however, had 
the frogs moving east from
Laguna Salada, across the 

intervening fairways, and 
linking up with some dis-
tant cousins that lived up
on Sweeney Ridge. When 
it was pointed out that 
the frogs (and the pursu-
ing snakes) would have to
cross Highway 1, Mr. Plater 
nonchalantly observed that 
someone would have to 
build a bridge for them.

Anyway, my point is that
much of the restoration and 
habitat improvement re-
quired by the FWS is quite 
acceptable to Sharp Park. 
In fact, from the beginning 
of this controversy, San 
Francisco (which owns and 
operates the course) has
shown a willingness to com-
promise, has sought a bal-
ance between the die-hard 
supporters of the course
and the extremists that 
would close it down. Far 
from being onerous, as Mr. 
Plater implies, much of the 
new regulations fall in with 
plans already contemplated 
for future operations. The 
devil’s in the details, of
course, but most unbiased 
observers, whether judi-
cial, legislative or civilian, 
have been impressed with
San Francisco’s desire to
do the right thing.

But not Brent Plater. At
numerous public hearings 
and online blogs he and his
supporters have scornfully 
rejected every proposal put 
forth by Rec & Parks, deni-
grated every plan they’ve 
come up with to improve the 

environmental standards of 
the course. One has to won-
der why. If the well-being 
of the threatened species is 
his overriding concern, why 
not work with the similarly 
concerned owners of the 
property to advance that 
outcome?

Because, as he has often 
noted, Mr. Plater’s main ob-
jective in this long campaign 
is a change in ownership.
He would sever Sharp Park 
from any local governmen-
tal control, be it San Fran-
cisco, San Mateo County, 
or Pacifi ca, and cede it to 
the GGNRA. The last re-
maining coast-side public 
golf course in the world 
designed by the legendary 
Alister MacKenzie would 
become a federal frog and 
snake sanctuary. He has 
long justifi ed this course
of action by maintaining 
that the frogs and snakes
and golf cannot coexist, 
that course operations will 
inevitably, tragically, wipe 
out the protected species. 
He has claimed all along
that the “science” was on 
his side, that the environ-
mental vision espoused by 
his Wild Equity Institute
was the only rational way to 
save the world, beginning 
with Sharp Park. Those 
who disagreed with his 
agenda were, at best, igno-
rant flat-earthers, at worst, 
self-serving hucksters.

But, as it turns out, the 
US Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice also disagrees with Mr. 
Plater, and it’s pretty tough 
to question their creden-
tials. The most important 
outcome of “Wild Equity 
Institute, et al, vs. City and 
County of San Francisco, 
et al”, in my opinion, was 
the FWS’s determination 

that golf at Sharp Park “is 
not likely to jeopardize the 
continued existence of the 
California red-legged frog 
or the San Francisco garter 
snake.” This is a direct, un-
ambiguous repudiation of 
Mr. Plater’s basic rationale 
for destroying the historic 
old course, an earthquake 
hitting his house-of-cards
National Park fantasy, and 
a substantial challenge to 
his claims of scientific su-
periority.

Needless to say, this 
seminal pronouncement 
by the Fish and Wildlife
Service was not mentioned 
in the Wild Equity victory
statement.

The one thing I can 
agree with Mr. Plater about 
is that the fi nal resolution of 
the Sharp Park dispute will 
be a political decision, and 
it will go through the San 
Francisco Board of Super-
visors. Mr. Plater has as-
siduously courted the more 
“progressive” members of 
the Board for some time,
beginning with the unfor-
tunate Ross Mirkarimi who 
introduced legislation in
2009 favored by Mr. Plater. 
Supervisor John Avalos 
sponsored similar unsuc-
cessful legislation. Mr. 
Plater promises campaign
support, guarantees a 
youthful phalanx of ecology 
students to fl ood a hearing
room or a street demon-
stration, and assures all 
who will listen of the righ-
teousness and popularity 
of his message. He paints a 
pretty picture.

But from what I see, 
many SF politicians and 
City officials (among many, 
many others) are growing 
weary of the hyperbole, 
and leery of the “facts” 

presented by Mr. Plater.
He has an unfortunate ten-
dency to, well, put his own 
spin on things, twist the 
facts a bit to fi t his message 
of the moment. The exam-
ples are legion. Remember
the “peer-reviewed, inde-
pendent scientifi c study” he
produced some years ago? 
Turns out it was bought
and paid for by Wild Equity 
and the Center for Biologi-
cal Diversity.

At the 80th Anniversary
of Sharp Park last sum-
mer, Mr. Plater planned to 
disrupt the festivities by 
having his supporters bang 
bongo drums in the park-
ing lot. I spent some time 
that day with Captain Joe 
Spanheimer and Chief Jim 
Tasa of the Pacifi ca PD,
who were keeping an eye 
on things, and at no time 
were there more than 20
protesters at the scene. 
The tournament that day 
had about 250 golfers and 
an additional 100 guests for 
the party in the clubhouse,
very few of whom were even 
aware that a demonstra-
tion (of sorts) was going on. 
However, the Wild Equity
website on May 29, 2012, 
proclaimed, “Tailgaters
for Endangered Species 
Outshine Golf Bailout Sup-
porters”, and replaying the 
incident on July 13 the web-
site boasted, “Protesters 
occupying Sharp Park(ing 
lot) prevailed in numbers.”
Prevailed over what?

More recently, Mr. 
Plater encouraged SF Su-
pervisor Christina Olague 
to sponsor a resolution that
would have resulted in more
bureaucratic entangle-
ments for the golf course. 
Ms. Olague initially agreed, 
scheduled the resolution

for a committee hearing, 
then had second thoughts
and withdrew the bill. She 
gave no explanation, but I 
suspect that some informa-
tion she received did not
quite pan out.

I could go on for quite a 
while in this mode but let
me conclude with a fi nal ex-
ample you might not have 
noticed. In the opening
paragraph above I noted
that Mr. Plater was claim-
ing a victory because the
permit issued by FWS to 
San Francisco “contains
over 50 pages of terms and 
conditions that burden the 
golf course…” Actually, 
the 50 pages of the permit 
statement contain about
10 pages of terms and con-
ditions; the rest is back-
ground material, history, 
etc. Doesn’t sound quite as 
horrific, does it?

Our own City Council is 
well aware of the political
nature of this campaign, 
and what’s at stake. Mayor 
Len Stone has publicly
stated his willingness to 
engage with offi cials in San 
Francisco and San Mateo
County to insure the sur-
vival of the course. 

And, if the need arose,
I think the entire Council 
would unanimously adopt 
a resolution supporting
Sharp Park. Mr. Plater has 
promised more legal chal-
lenges and legislative work 
for 2013, so now’s not the 
time to let down our guard. 
Even after our resounding 
victory in Federal Court.

These opinions and the 
content of this column are
those of Mr. Slavin and do 
not necessarily refl ect the 
position of the Pacifi ca Tri-
bune or its opinions.

Sharp Park Golf Course:
Unraveling the hyperbole

My turn
Delia McGrath

Guns are destroying our 
country, our peace of mind,
our beautiful children, and
on Christmas Eve, fi refi ght-
ers who answered the call to 
save lives in Webster, N.Y.
Since 2007, some 270 chil-
dren in Chicago have been
killed by guns. Gun violence
claims the lives of more and
more people every single 
day in the United States.
In 2010, guns took the lives
of 31,076 Americans in ho-
micides, suicides, and un-
intentional shootings. This 
means 85 gun deaths a day
or three deaths an hour.

I’m writing this on behalf 
of all of us who are waking
up and crying out for an end 
to gun violence. Twenty-
three men and women and 
one child held a candlelight 
vigil in Pacifica on Dec. 15, 
2012, a cold, wet night. We 
stood in solidarity with
people attending 250 vigils 
in American cities to mourn 
the 20 elementary school-
children and seven adults
gunned down a day earlier 
in Newtown, Conn. Our
signs spoke of our grief and 
our resolve: “Turn sadness 
into action. Work to end 

gun Violence.” “MOTH-
ERS EVERYWHERE ARE 
GRIEVING.” “Now can we 
Ban Some Guns?” “Nerf 
Not Colt.”

Hecklers yelled: “Guns
don’t kill!” That is the reck-
less opinion of a few; most

of us do not give credence to
this claim. John Blanchard’s 
fine column “On Guns” (Pa-
cifica Tribune 12/26/12) set 
the record straight about 
the inherent nature of guns: 
“Guns are made to kill 

things.” Our country is long 
overdue for reasonable, ef-
fective gun laws.

If you are concerned
about this, I urge you to
send messages clearly and 
continuously to President 
Obama, our legislators,
policymakers, and all those 
responsible for keeping us 
safe. We need effective, rea-
sonable gun control. We do
not need more guns.

I disagree with the NRA
and with all who continue to 

be blinded to, and dismis-
sive of, the realities of our 
violent times. I disagree 
with those who call for more 
guns in the hands of more 
people. I don’t want a gun 
– ever. I want you to be able 

to choose not to have a gun, 
either, and still be safe.

End the permission for 
civilians to own assault 
weapons and other mili-
tary-type weapons, with-
out exception. Guns and 
weapons that have rapid, 
multiple-firing capabilities 
must be banned. Gun own-
ers when registering their 
guns must disclose whether 
anyone living with them has
a serious mental illness, in 
which case, the guns must 

be locked and stored safely 
at another location. This is 
the law in Australia, where 
no gun massacres have oc-
curred since 1996, when the 
government created strict 
gun control laws immedi-
ately following a terrible 
massacre.

If we do not take action 
now, how many more in-
nocent people will die as a 
result of the irrational be-
havior of those who should 
never have access to guns

in the first place?
Data for this op-ed are 

from: Brady Campaign to 
Prevent Gun Violence www.
bradycampaign.org, Huff-
ington Post (12/26/12), and 
the Law Center to Prevent
Gun Violence www.smart-
gunlaws.org.

These opinions and the 
content of this column are
those of Ms. McGrath and
do not necessarily refl ect 
the position of the Pacifi ca
Tribune or its opinions.

We need gun control
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Pacificans held a candlelight vigil on Linda Mar Boulevard in mourning for those who lost their 
lives to gun violence and to highlight the need for strict gun control laws.

“Looking Back on 2012”
 The top 20 front pages from the

previous year.
Special pull-out section scheduled 

for publication Jan. 30. Reserve your
ad space today.

Call Candy Zertuche at 738-4544 
or Carol Schivo at 738-4538


