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Below are four arcane words, each
with four definitions – only one is cor-
rect. The others are made up. Are you
sharp enough to discern this deception
of diction?

If you can guess one correctly – good
guess. If you get two – well-read indi-
vidual. If you get three – word expert. If
you get all four – You must have a lot of
free time!

All words and correct definitions
come from the board game Diction
Deception.

Answers to last week’s arcane
words.

1. Baccate – Bearing berries
2. Nisus – An effort or endeavor
3. Lavolta – An old dance somewhat

resembling the waltz
4. Arachis – The common peanut

BRUMMAGEM
1. Anything cheap and gaudy such as

imitation jewelry
2. A medieval cannon on wheels
3. A nagging, scolding woman
4. Small number; insufficiency

VAFROUS
1. Salty; saline
2. Nomadic; roving
3. Not capable of being measured or

weighed
4. Crafty or cunning

DIAPHANOUS
1. Producing dew
2. Transparent or translucent
3. Wanting; needy
4. Discolored or blackened as if by

burning
BAWBEE

1. An old work horse
2. An Eskimo coat made of bird feath-

ers
3. Wobbling or walking in a swaying

manner
4. A half penny or small coin

Is the South Avenue
Redevelopment

Project A Done Deal?
I was sent an e-mail from a nearby

resident who mentioned that the “South
Side redevelopment project was a done
deal.”

Is this true? If so, this decision con-
flicts with a significant majority of
Westfield residents who either don’t want
the South Avenue project at all or have
serious concerns and issues with what’s
on the table now. Proof of this is at the
public hearings, where Westfield stake-
holders have voiced both opposition to
the project and objections to the current
designs and plans. Further evidence is
also documented in editorials and letters
to The Westfield Leader.

Residents deserve to hear a compel-
ling case from each of our elected offi-
cials as to why the South Avenue park-
ing deck is moving ahead with the out-
standing issues not yet resolved (e.g.,
review of the traffic studies, strain on
infrastructure, costs, safety concerns,
size, precedence for other projects in
town...etc.)

Given the scale and significance of
this project to our town, the mayor and
council’s commitment to move forward
must be unequivocal and represent the
views of their constitutes. Right now it
doesn’t.

I urge you to reconsider it being a
“done deal” until the issues have been
addressed. Then a responsible decision
can be made to move forward or not.

Bill West
Westfield

Resident Says Financial Viability of
Redevelopment Needs to be Analyzed
The financial viability of the Westfield

Redevelopment Parking Deck projects
must include all costs of the projects
such as a Performa does for any develop-
ment project. In addition to the items
mentioned in Cory’s message, I would
like to add the reduced life cycle costs of
the town’s infrastructure due to addi-
tional usage loads to sewer systems,
water, electric, roadways, sanitary, etc.
Further, how much more traffic will the
parking decks, retail and residential add
to the present roadway network? Will
additional traffic control systems be nec-
essary throughout the town, not just in
the local vicinity because of this addi-
tional traffic load? How much addi-
tional commercial traffic will be gener-
ated because of the development? How
much additional burden will public ser-
vices be required to sustain in order
support the projects; i.e. police, traffic
enforcement, sanitary, maintenance,
education, etc.? How more pollution will
be generated, air, trash, etc? How much
travel time will be added to commute
from one’s home to the train station and
just getting around town?

What future impacts will the develop-
ments have on the town, like future large
commercial enterprises entering the in-
creased town market? Increasing park-
ing capacity will make the town more
desirable to future large business con-
glomerates. This in turn may require the
construction of additional parking struc-
tures to accommodate this additional
commercial activity. What impacts will
the projects have on the property values
because of the change in town context,
vernacular and environment? What in-
creased risks will the residents of the
town and its children be subjected to as
a result of increased traffic, pollution,
and crime rates?

These projects will increase the
amount of people in the town, children
going to school, people commuting to
work, privately operated vehicles, com-
mercial truck traffic, buses and trains,
more pedestrian-vehicular interaction
points, more traffic and congestion,
noise, air pollution, people requiring
public services, wear and tear on road-
ways and infrastructure. These increases
will add to increased wait times at cor-
ner crossings, intersections, restaurants,
stores, etc. These projects WILL impact
and change the quality of life in the
town.

The projects are moving ahead by
passing the earliest stage of any project,
“the planning stage”. Traffic studies are
important; they allow you to determine
what traffic control systems are required
for various development scenarios. Fi-
nancial feasibility studies are impor-
tant, if they are performed correctly, for
evaluating the financial feasibility of
any development. But, what about the
items mentioned above, the items that is
not included in these two studies? When
will they be evaluated? When will all the
residents and business people of the
town be able to intelligently answer the
question of whether they are willing to
pay the opportunity costs associated with
these development projects?

The items mentioned above are sac-
rosanct to determining whether all the
people of Westfield “want” the projects.
Once we determine that, then we can
determine whether the projects make
financial sense, and how to deal with the
residual affects of the projects. Slow
down, the projects are going too fast,
important steps are being skipped.

Fernando Martinez
Westfield

Fanwood Mayor Counters Recent
Leader/Times Editorial on Redevelopment
The Times was correct in believing

that the Redevelopment Act of New
Jersey was a good thing. It was and it is.

While we can’t talk about Princeton,
or for that matter, Westfield, we can talk
about Fanwood. And we have applied
the Redevelopment Act exactly as it
should be.

Property Not Productive: You said:
“This law is being applied to some of the
most valuable and highly productive
property in our state.”

Not in Fanwood. The downtown block
on which redevelopment is proposed is
more than two-thirds idle, with a num-
ber of buildings which appear to the
naked eye to be unsafe. It has been – and
probably still is – affected by environ-
mental concerns. This is hardly “some
of the most valuable and highly produc-
tive property in our state.”

No Fodder: You were wrong, too, in
saying the “Redevelopment Act makes
fodder of the Planning Board, Board of
Adjustment, Master Plan and Zoning
Regulations.”

Nothing could be farther from the
truth. At its heart, the Redevelopment
Plan is an amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance. It is proposed by the council
and must, by law, be referred to the
Planning Board for comment. Fanwood’s
Planning Board held more then 10 meet-
ings dealing with our Downtown Rede-
velopment Plan. The Plan is simply a
zoning ordinance that establishes zon-
ing regulations for the affected area.

Zoning regulations are not handed
down from Mount Sinai. They can be,
and are, changed by municipalities for a
number of reasons. Scotch Plains, for
instance, changed the zoning for some
southside property from light industrial
to residential. Likewise, by statute, the
Master Plan must be revised at least
every six years.

Once the Council and Planning Board
have reviewed a redevelopment plan,
the Council adopts it in an open public
hearing. Please note: “An open public
hearing.” This means that any member
of the public may come to present testi-
mony or simply make an emotional ap-
peal to the Council before the plan is
adopted.

The Zoning Board of Adjustment has
no role in any matter unless a party is
proposing to deviate from an adopted
zoning ordinance – whether that ordi-
nance is a normal ordinance or a redevel-
opment plan.

Contrary to your assertion, the prop-
erty tax laws are not null and void during
redevelopment. Redevelopment occurs
all the time under full taxation. But even
when some form of an abatement is used,
that is also done in full compliance with
the property tax laws of New Jersey.

Selection of Developer: With regard
to the selection of a developer, public
bidding laws, which require selection of
the lowest-cost qualified bidder, do not
apply – because redevelopment may not
involve any cost to the municipality.

In Fanwood, we followed a process
similar to the public bidding process, but
focused on selecting the best-qualified
developer. We prepared a request for
qualifications and widely advertised its
availability. Four well qualified devel-
opers submitted their qualifications,
which included experience, financial
data, and a concept plan based upon the
redevelopment ordinance.

To ensure the best developer was se-
lected, a special committee composed of
the Mayor, one Council representative
from each party, two members of the
Planning Board, and six Borough pro-
fessionals reviewed the submissions.
Landmark Properties, the designated
developer, was unanimously selected.
Once the developer was selected, the
council affirmed the selection.

While there is no statute dealing with
selection of a developer, most commu-
nities follow a similar careful approach
– although Fanwood may have relied
more than most on a broad-based advi-
sory committee.

Taxes and PILOTs: The Times claims
“the developer avoids municipal, county
and school taxes with…PILOT or Pay-
ment in Lieu of Taxes to the municipal-
ity.” There are several problems with
this statement.

First, nobody – neither a developer
nor a single-family homeowner – di-
rectly pays school taxes or county taxes.
The school district and county govern-

ment develop their budgets and present
a bill to the town, which must pay that
bill. If someone says they’re not going to
pay the county tax – for example, to
protest the Democrat Freeholders’ 21
percent Fanwood tax increase over the
last two years – the town has to pay the
county anyway.

Second, a PILOT is not part of the
Redevelopment Act. It’s under a sepa-
rate law, and is one of a number of
potential tools available to assist in rede-
velopment. In some cases, a PILOT may
be absolutely necessary; virtually all of
Jersey City’s redevelopment required a
PILOT. In other cases, it may not be
justified.

A PILOT may be a good deal in cer-
tain situations. Consider this hypotheti-
cal: The tax on a parcel of property
before development is $200,000. As part
of a redevelopment project, which does
not increase the school population, a
$500,000 PILOT over five years is agreed
to. The town now has $300,000 more to
meet its own budget needs as well as to
pay the county and school district. De-
monstrably, the residents of the town are
better off than they were before the
property was redeveloped, because they
will pay a lower total tax bill than they
would have if redevelopment had not
occurred.

Pay to Play: The Times states that
“Hundreds of thousands of dollars in
legal and professional fees are awarded
without due course of competition or
public review.”

The standard practice in New Jersey
government, for better or worse, is to
award professional service contracts
without bidding. This is true for two
reasons: (1) The quality of professional
services is hard to quantify, and (2) it’s
a way to acknowledge your supporters.

There’s little doubt why Democrat
governors and municipalities give this
type of business to law firms with people
like John Lynch, the former New
Brunswick Democrat Senator, and Ray
Lesniak, Union County Democrat Sena-
tor, while Republicans steer business to
firms that include people like former
Gov. Donald DiFrancesco.

I suspect that both types of firms give
equally good representation to their cli-
ents. But if someone doesn’t like this,
they should be supporting Sen. Tom
Kean’s bill to prohibit “pay to play.” The
McGreevey administration has not al-
lowed the bill to come to a vote.

Fanwood supported Kean’s bill ban-
ning “pay to play.” Fanwood’s Republi-
cans have chosen to retain a Republican
firm as its municipal attorney –but to
retain a Democratic firm to work on the
downtown redevelopment effort because
the Democratic firm has great compe-
tence in redevelopment.

Risks and Liability: The Times states
the developer has no “risk or obligation, no
corporate guarantee, risk money or collat-
eral from the developer to support the
enterprise and ensure project viability.”

That certainly is not the case in
Fanwood.  The developer has to carry all
costs pertaining to the project, and no
bank is going to lend it money without a
sizable downpayment. The developer
will carry all the risk. Fanwood is NOT
a partner in the redevelopment effort.

At the end of the day, The Times states
“The developer…garners all profits if
they happen and can sell his interest at
any time to anyone. The community
loses all control.”

Certainly the developer gets the prof-
its, if there are any, and can sell his
interest at any time. That’s free enter-
prise and the right of any property owner.
But the community has hopefully gained
a fine ratable, which sooner or later goes
to full taxation. And it has just as much
control as it would over any other private
project – and, if it has done its job
correctly, even more.

The “Jung administration” and the
Borough Council have supported an open,
steady, deliberate course on downtown
development for the last three years.
The process has not been rushed. There
have been many opportunities for
public input, which has resulted in
changes being made to the Downtown
Redevelopment Plan. The goal is to have
a downtown core commercial area,
with an adjacent residential component,
that Fanwood can be proud of, and
which will bring additional tax ratables.

Fanwood Mayor Lou Jung

Letters to the Editor

Don’t Turn Our Town
Westfield Into Glorified

Metro Park Station
We are totally against any parking

deck proposals in the Town of Westfield.
We think that these ideas will ruin the
hometown feel of Westfield, which was
one of the reasons why we moved to
town. Driving around town at rush hour
is difficult enough, why try to build
something that would potentially add
hundreds of additional cars to town each
day.

The Town Council and Mayor should
exhaust all ideas before even thinking
about building something like this. We
understand that the Mayor and Town
Council turned down a free Jitney bus
system, which would pick up commut-
ers and drop them off at the train station.
Maplewood currently has this system in
place and it seems fine to me. How about
using the Memorial Pool parking areas
as a commuter parking lot ten months
out of the year and use school parking
lots the other two months while the pool
is in use? Give some incentives to the
commuter for using the system and have
a shuttle dropping them off at the sta-
tion. This will free up the parking in
town. We also understand that many
commuters will drive to Penn Station in
Newark once the PATH train service is
restored, and then free up spaces in town
and reduce the wait list.

As a Summit Avenue resident, the
traffic on our and surrounding streets
would significantly increase if the pro-
posed projects go through. The reason
why we purchased our home was to be
walking distance to town and transporta-
tion. Building a parking deck could not
possibly help the values in our neighbor-
hood! Is the Mayor and Council pre-
pared to make up the difference in our
home values if they decline? How about
a home value impact study on properties
surrounding the proposed decks?

This issue has been discussed by pre-
vious residents and administrations for
many years and the reason why nothing
was done about it is that the majority of
the people do not want a parking deck. If
the Mayor and Council are so sure that
the majority of people in Town want
parking decks why not leave it to the
people and vote on it? Don’t turn our
Town into a glorified Metro Park!

Dave and Diane Cappiello
Westfield

Support Cited For
Lighted Turf Field

I fully support the Westfield Recre-
ation Commission’s proposal to build a
lighted turf field facility.

As a voting member and a taxpayer in
town for the past 20 years, I beg of you
to listen to the cry of the people of
Westfield. All parents of athlete kids are
praying for this.

I spend a lot of my time on soccer
fields, being a soccer referee and being
the director of the referee mentor pro-
gram in town, I get many opportunities
to see first hand that the conditions of
our fields compared with all the other
fields in the part of our state that I travel
to, are below average. On many occa-
sions I been approached at the end of a
game by the away coaches asking me if
I could include in my referee report that
the field was horrible and many kids
came close to get seriously hurt. I have
44 referees in my crew, 32 of them are
between the ages of 14 to 19. The com-
ments I hear from them are just as bad,
especially from the individuals who are
refs as well as players.

One lighted, turf field will give time
for some of our other fields to receive
the attention and time needed to repair
and rebuild.

Our children, the future of this town,
need to have the necessary space to
practice their favored sport.

I must say that I am surprised to hear
that four of our council representatives
are objecting this project, with little to
no base to their objection. I’m reaching
to the four of you specifically, begging
you to please look at this project with an
open mind. Keep the kids present while
reconsidering. Investing in our kids is
the best investment for the future.

Pat Romano
Westfield

SP Resident Supports Mayor Marks
For District 22 State Senate Seat

“There ought to be a law”…except in
New Jersey, of course. We have the law,
but here it need not be followed.

When Toricelli was nominated by his
party to run for the U. S. Senate some
two years ago, people went to the polls in
the primary and chose him as their rep-
resentative, or candidate. Sometime later,
it was reported that he allegedly ac-
cepted unlawful gifts and “other”
misdeeds…all of a sudden he was not a
viable candidate, was way down in the
polls and was going to lose the election.
So he backs out and resigns from the
race. His party merely picks another
candidate, our current junior senator in
Washington. All this happened less than
48 days before the election. The problem
is that New Jersey has a law that says you
can’t switch horses less than 48 days
before an election because the original

candidate was shown to be a sure loser.
The same thing is happening with

Mayor Martin Marks of Scotch Plains.
He was running against Mr. Suliga when
Suliga was accused of sexual harass-
ment in Atlantic City and was subse-
quently handcuffed by police after the
scuffle. A replacement was named by
his party, a Mr. Scutari, 35 days or so
before the election.

People in this area should be able to
distinguish right from wrong and vote
their conscience. Is this what the Ameri-
can way has become?

Mayor Marks has served the township
admirably for seven years and New Jer-
sey citizens would do well to vote him
into office as State Senator from Legis-
lative District 22.

George Tomkin
Scotch Plains

Letters to the Editor

Letters to the Editor

See More Letters on
Pages 5 and 16

WF Mayor McDermott Calls Editorial
Misguided, Misinformed, Wrong, Reckless

I am usually reluctant to challenge the editorial
policy of this newspaper but your recent editorial
“Redevelopment Law is Being Misapplied, Needs
Test in Court” requires comment.

You have the right, as does any citizen of the State
of New Jersey, to disagree about the utilization of
New Jersey’s statutory scheme for redevelopment
and its application to municipally owned property in
the Town of Westfield. With that said, I believe your
recent comments are misguided in part, misinformed
in other areas and simply wrong on the law based
upon the legal advice the Town Council of the Town
of Westfield has received. While you as a matter of
your opinion regarding public policy may disagree,
the Courts of New Jersey have held that the State’s
redevelopment law was not only meant to apply to
areas of urban blight, but also to encourage the
proper and sound growth of suburban and rural land
particularly open areas which, because of the condi-
tions, were stagnant and unproductive, and which in
the judgment of municipal authorities were poten-
tially useful and valuable. The Planning Board and
Town Council made the decision when it designated
the South Avenue and Prospect/Elm Street parking
lots as areas in need of redevelopment that the
utilization of municipally owned parking lots would
be more useful and valuable if developed in the
manner which is currently proposed.

What is more disturbing, however, is your attack
on the process utilized by the Town Council in which
you in effect impugn the integrity of the process.
While you suggest that this process is taking place
behind closed doors, only a very small portion of the
proceedings in connection with these projects has
been held in “closed session.” The process has been
open and transparent and there has been significant
opportunity for public debate and comment. There
will continue to be such opportunity until a final
decision is made. Your attacks on Mr. Goldsmith and

Mr. Powell are also completely unwarranted. Mr.
Powell was a Councilman in Princeton some thirty
(30) years ago. I do not think you mean to suggest
that someone who served in local government thirty
(30) years ago cannot work thirty (30) years later in
connection with a municipal project in another
municipality in the State, or do you? As to the
suggestion that there are improper ties between Mr.
Goldsmith and Mr. Powell, you should know that
Mr. Goldsmith’s firm did have a legal relationship
with one of the other development finalists (but not
HKT Nassau) and for that reason, he removed
himself from the entire decision making process. He
did not attend any meetings related to the selection
of the developer nor did he participate in any way
with the selection. The developer was chosen based
upon recommendation of the Project Review Com-
mittee that I organized and which included not only
members of the Town Council but other citizens of
the Town who reviewed all of the developmental
proposals that were submitted to the Town based
upon a public bidding process by which requests for
proposals were solicited. Thereafter, the Town Coun-
cil itself engaged in an intensive interview process
which involved detailed presentations by the final-
ists in the selection process, and after much delibera-
tion, HKT Nassau was selected.

Finally, I must note that your article in effect calls
for the litigation to be pursued against the Town of
Westfield. I believe this is not the proper role of
editorial journalism and borders on being reckless.
I respect the role that you have played in connection
with covering newsworthy events in the Town of
Westfield in the past and call upon you to act in a fair
and unbiased fashion in connection with your re-
porting on this important part of Westfield’s future
going forward.

Westfield Mayor
Gregory S. McDermott

Leader/Times Stands By Editorial
On Redevelopment Act Application
After short comment, The Westfield Leader and The

Scotch Plains-Fanwood Times is yielding the editorial
page this week to the mayors of Westfield and Fanwood.
We thank them for providing their comments.

We stand by our editorial of last week entitled
“Redevelopment Law is Being Misapplied, Needs
Test in Court.” This is a statewide situation not
created by us nor one that we savor. Scores of letters,
hundreds of Emails and phone calls from our readers
required us to comment on the local impact.

We have been reporting on this subject for years,
attending the meetings and researching related back-
ground. It’s public record and available on the Internet.

In our view, there is considerable concern by the

citizens about what is going on – just read the letters
this week. We feel that our leaders should understand
the sentiment of the residents and not dismiss it. We
feel that government is for the people and by the
people – not that which is deemed legal by special
counsel. In the final analysis, we’re confident that
our leaders will act as such.

Because of the length and importance of Mayor
Louis Jung’s response, the type size is small to
enable it to be published in entirety. Mayor Gregory
McDermott considered matters for a few days and
provided us Tuesday night with the letter below. We
thank them both for reaching out to you and to us on
this matter.


