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CYAN YELLOW MAGENTA BLACK

Freeholder Candidate
Discusses County

Budget Impact
At the Berkeley Heights Candidates’

Night on October 16, I asked the four
candidates if they had any intentions of
getting more involved in the process of
the Union County budget. Only John
Bonacci expressed a concern about look-
ing into the situation. It was disappoint-
ing to hear that for the most part, all the
candidates thought that they had no say
in the county budget.

I pointed out that, as each of them
spoke of finding ways of reducing the
municipal tax burden, the county has
increased their portion of the property
tax almost 10 percent each year for the
last three years. It is absurd that munici-
palities work so hard to reign in wasteful
spending and excessive taxation while
millions go to the county without any
question.

Just as the Township Committee is
beholden to the taxpayers, so is our
elected Freeholder Board. I would like
to see more representation from the
county’s 21 municipalities at the county
level. The impact that the county makes
on property taxes resonates through the
local governments and school boards.

Though the county seems to work in a
vacuum, it does not. It is difficult for the
public to get involved at the county
level. That is why I would like the elected
officials from the municipalities to do so
on behalf of their constituents. Instead
of cutting local services, property taxes
can be reduced by millions if an effort to
cut waste was directed at the county.

Joe Renna, Cranford
Independent Candidate
Union Cty. Freeholder
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Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Brummagem – Anything cheap and

gaudy such as imitation jewelry
2. Vafrous – Crafty or cunning
3. Diaphanous – Transparent or trans-

lucent
4. Bawbee – A half penny or small

coin

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.

CACHINNATE
1. To annoy, torment or delay
2. To infatuate
3. To shackle, to chain
4. To laugh loudly or too much

SCORPER
1. A jeweler’s gouging tool used for

engraving metal
2. A homeless person; a beggar
3. A lecher or lewd person
4. An expert on social behavior among

ethnic groups
VOGIE

1. In the know; up to date
2. Cheerful; merry
3. Mischievous; devilish
4. Fussy

VITRIC
1. Bubbling over with enthusiasm
2. Potted or pitted
3. Enraged; on the verge of insanity
4.  Having the nature of glass

Can No Child Left Behind Act Become
Productive Without Creating Stigmas?

Nationwide, the public school systems underwent a
standardized test whereby the results ended up putting
high schools with the likes of Summit, Millburn, Berke-
ley Heights and Ridgewood on the “Early Warning List”
for “Schools in Need of Improvement.” These fine
schools this fall join those understandably on the list
from districts such as Camden, Elizabeth and Newark as
a result of the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB).

The federally mandated test is causing uproar in the
public education fraternity in New Jersey. As a result of
the test, 271 of the 361 high schools in the state did not
meet all the criteria set forth and are subject to being
categorized next year as “in need of improvement.”

The “Early Warning” status is based on the 2003 High
School Proficiency Assessment (HSPA), which serves as
a high school graduation requirement in the state. If these
schools yield the same results next year, they would
receive “needs improvement” status in accordance with
the NCLB act.

New Jersey is crying foul. Governor James McGreevey
sent a letter to U.S. Secretary of Education Rod Paige,
demanding changes in how NCLB is being implemented.
The governor said it is highly flawed and unfair. Further,
the Governor states that the NCLB is under-funded and
that it is costing the state money. The Governor, in
another press release, said that the federal government is
for the first time and unprecedented, involving itself
directly in the educational affairs of the states.

There are 40 criteria included in the NCLB test. If a
school system missed just one criterion, they have been
placed on the “Early Warning” list.

In Union County, schools that found themselves on the
“Early Warning” list include Scotch Plains-Fanwood,
Governor Livingston Cranford, Elizabeth, Hillside, Lin-
den, Plainfield, Rahway, Roselle Park, Summit, Union
and Roselle. Westfield, Clark and New Providence scored
40 out of 40 and avoided being marked by the list.

Lorre Korecky of Westfield’s Office of School and
Community Relations said the test is so complex that
almost any school system could miss just one item and
find itself on the list.

Frank Belluscio and Michael Yaple, who represent
Public Information for the New Jersey School Boards
Association (NJSBA), agreed, when called by this news-
paper. Mr. Belluscio indicated also that the test was
flawed. When we asked how New Jersey did on the test
compared to other states, he said that such a comparison
could not be made. He said that the test details are left up
to each individual state – so the criteria are different.

We’re confused about this point. If the test details are
left up to each state, did New Jersey craft a test with
details too complex? Were other states more adept? Or
were all left to a guessing game and New Jersey doesn’t
like the outcome.

The NJSBA is a lobbying organization – “a federation
of local boards of education” – see njsba.org.

Dr. William Librera, Commissioner of the New Jersey
Department of Education, stated, “As we release this list,
it is again important to view this in a larger context.
These are not ‘failing’ schools. Many of these fine
schools have been placed on ‘Early Warning’ because
they did not meet criteria for one or two indicators out of
40. That does not equate to ‘failing’ – not in the least. Any
characterization that these schools are ‘failing’ is inaccu-
rate and wrong.”

Commissioner Librera added, “We view the release of
this information as a service to the public in that it helps
everyone gain a broader understanding of what this
means for our high schools. We can think of no better way
than to demonstrate that many of these schools are in the
‘Early Warning’ category because they missed the mark
on so few indicators.”

Federal law requires that schools be judged every year
by 40 indicators, including 95 percent participation rate
in language arts literacy and math tests, as well as
meeting the Adequate Yearly Progress benchmark target
in the same subject areas. Data are then examined by
looking at 10 subgroups.

The subgroups include total school population, stu-
dents with disabilities, limited English proficiency stu-
dents, white, African-American, Asian/Pacific Islander,
American Indian/Native American, Hispanic, other, and
economically disadvantaged.

In releasing the high school list, the commissioner
reiterated the Department of Education stance that, while
the law on its face is important to help children in programs
that may not work, the implementation of the law is flawed
and the labels associated with the law are misleading. He
also noted that the strict timelines associated with the
implementation cause more confusion.

“We will continue to work with the federal government
because we believe it is important to help each and every
child as best we can,” Commissioner Librera said. “But we
will continue to keep an open dialogue about the law’s
implementation. We believe it is wrong and bad policy.”

The Commissioner has previously stated that many of
the schools were placed in “Early Warning” status be-
cause of HSPA results for special education and LEP
students.

Presumably, public school systems that refuse to par-
ticipate in the Act will lose part or all of their federal
funding. In New Jersey, federal funds account for about
three percent of the school budgets. Summit with 750
high schools students and Westfield with about 1400
high school students receive about 1 to 2 percent federal
funding. Most of their public school revenue (about 90
percent) comes from local property taxes.

Elizabeth High School (EHS), the largest in the state
with about 5,000 students performed very poorly in the
test, yielding only 24 of 40 in compliance. EHS receives
about four percent federal funding. Only 15 percent
funding comes from local property taxes. The remainder
of EHS funding comes from state subsidies.

Elizabeth, Newark, Camden and other similar urban
public schools test very poorly in nearly every measure
of educational attainment. It is not due to the lack of
money, because state subsidies provide an even playing
field. These areas have social, economic, crime and
language problems that, until now, defy resolution.

As everyone scrambles to deal with the NCLB Act, we
hope that another layer of administration with the asso-
ciated costs does not detract from the obvious educa-
tional priorities in our state.

We also hope that this act can become productive for
those schools that need it without placing stigmas on fine
public school systems.

There’s always more that can and should be done in
educating our youth. No one disagrees with the impor-
tance of this goal. The ever-debated question in seeking
this goal is “How do we get the best bang for the buck?”

Freeholder Mirabella Thanks All Who
Helped With County 9/11 Memorial

Don’t Kill A Housefly
With a Shotgun; Let’s
Vote On Development
I have been watching recent town

council meetings on Channel 36, which
have addressed the question of parking
decks. I have observed that on any day,
in any month, there are between 75 and
100 empty parking spaces at the South
Avenue train station lot. While all the
parking permits may have been sold,
this lot is obviously underutilized.

A gentleman at one of the recent meet-
ings opined that constructing a parking
deck there is akin to killing a housefly
with a shotgun, and I couldn’t agree more.

It seems to me there are three things we
do not need in Westfield. More residen-
tial units in areas already saturated with
traffic are not needed. Parking decks on
either side of town are not needed — as a
number of people have pointed out, will
destroy the character of the town as well
as placing an additional tax burden on the
residents. Thirdly, we certainly do not
need a mayor who adamantly refuses to
allow a non-binding referendum, poll,
survey or whatever in order to determine
what the majority of taxpayers in this
town want regarding this issue.

If the majority of taxpayers want a
parking deck with in excess of 70 resi-
dential units, and who knows how many
commercial units on South Avenue, let’s
find out.

It is outrageous that the mayor refuses
to find out what the majority of taxpayers
in this town want in regard to this issue.

Finally, kudos to David Haas who is
the only council member with the guts to
defy the mayor and say he would support
a non-binding referendum.

David O’Connor
Westfield

Erratum
The author of the Letter to The

Editor last week on page 5, entitled
“Incumbents Should Be Voted Out
of Office” was Bill Brown of
Westfield. We regret the oversight.

People Should Have a Say In Their
Future, Hold A Referendum

Citizen Clarifies Report
Of Remarks to The

Westfield Town Council
Regarding your news article last week,

I’d appreciate the following correction
and addition regarding my remarks to
the Westfield Town Council on Tues-
day, October 14.

Please note that the citizen who re-
quested the referendum of the council on
September 30 was Mr. John Lizzo. Oth-
erwise, my comments of October 14 as
printed as a follow-up were correct.

Additionally, please note: My ques-
tion to Councilman Betancourt as to his
supporting the Second Ward citizens in
their desire to preserve a residential iden-
tity in their neighborhoods relating to
their parking dispute with the Temple
Emanu-El should include my follow-up
observation – “How can you justify your
enthusiastic support of the building of
large mammoth sized parking garages in
Ward One against those citizens’ desire
to preserve their residential integrity - a
clear inconsistency?”

John Devitt
Westfield

New Jersey Future Says There Has
Been No Abuse Of Law In Princeton

A recent editorial in The Westfield
Leader claims that under state redevel-
opment law there are “no public meet-
ings,” the Planning Board is reduced to
“fodder,” and the “community looses all
control.” You cite recent events in
Princeton as a case in point. But the facts
in Princeton reveal something very dif-
ferent.

The Princeton Regional Planning
Board and the Borough Council desig-
nated one area of the Borough as in need
of redevelopment in full compliance with
the Local Redevelopment and Housing
Law. This happened after public hear-
ings on the issue, just as the law requires.

The Princeton redevelopment project
will replace an old surface parking lot
with a new parking deck surrounded by
retail shops, as well as affordable and
market-rate housing. The increased park-
ing induced the public library to rebuild

in its existing location instead of moving
out of town. This kind of mixed-use
development in existing communities
helps preserve open space and allows the
state to “grow smart.” Such redevelop-
ment embodies the State Development
and Redevelopment Plan, and serves the
public interest.

You are right that redevelopment laws
grant municipalities great authority, and
that this bears careful monitoring. But
there has been no abuse of the law or
public interest in Princeton. The
Princeton project was tested in court,
and passed with flying colors. It is a
proper application of the law and repli-
cating such redevelopment in other older
communities will help increase our qual-
ity of life in New Jersey.

Eric Wilkinson, Esq.
Policy Director, New Jersey Future

Trenton

Is Westfield still a place where people
want to have a say in their future, or have
we become so comfortable in our great
little town that we would rather not be
bothered with the responsibility?

The town council is wrestling with
possibly the biggest issue ever to con-
front Westfield. Clarity requires that it
no longer be called the “parking-deck”
issue. Not when nearly 100 apartments
and about 21,000 square feet of new
retail space are part of the package. Far
beyond serving the original goals of
filling commuter and downtown worker
parking needs, these very large struc-
tures require several hundred additional
parking spaces just for their intended
residents, workers and shoppers.

This is urban development, pure and
simple.

The question is, are these structures
and the traffic they will bring compat-
ible with the town of Westfield as we all
know it? It’s a question that concerns us
all, yet the public is being denied the
chance to decide.

Why won’t the public be able to vote
on the plan? The mayor has said there
will be no referendum because one is not
required under the redevelopment law
recently applied by the council to the
designated areas. But why was the ques-
tion placed out of voters’ hands in this
manner in the first place?

The mayor also has asserted that the
last election served as a kind of referen-

dum on the issue. But I, for one, don’t
recall seeing on the ballot or in any
candidate’s materials the words “park-
ing deck,” much less any description of
a project like the one before us.

A few council members have asserted
that by walking their wards they have
determined there is broad support for the
plans, and that the objections only seem
to be many because they come from the
same vocal parties who attend the public
meetings on the issue. I would argue that
unsystematic interviews and casual con-
versations are every bit as unscientific a
sampling as heeding only those who
attend the meetings.

And that is why a referendum must be
held — even a non-binding referendum.
The council can’t claim to have the
public’s support without substantiation.

In a town like ours, we know our
council members; they are our friends
and neighbors, and we know them to be
responsive. So it seems more like a big-
city tactic when a legal loophole is used
as a shield to block public participation.

Hold a referendum. If the voters ap-
prove, then the council will have demon-
strated it has the support it needs for a
project of this magnitude. And if the
public says no, then maybe our great
little town will stay that way a little
while longer.

Jay Hershey
Westfield

On September 13 of this year, a me-
morial was dedicated to the memory of
the 60 men and women from Union
County who perished in the terrorist
attacks of September 11, 2001.

On behalf of the Union County Sep-
tember 11th Memorial Committee, I
would like to thank the many individuals
and organizations who made it possible
to construct the September 11th Memo-
rial at Echo Lake Park in Mountainside.
Without the efforts and contributions of
these neighbors, relatives, labor unions
and local businesses this memorial would
not have been possible.

First of all, I would like to thank my
colleagues, Freeholders Chester Holmes,
Lewis Mingo, Jr. and Rick Proctor for
their work on the committee, plus the co-
chairman of the fund effort, former Gov-
ernor Donald DiFrancesco and State
Senator Raymond Lesniak.

We were advised by the Public Advi-
sory Committee, which was made up of
relatives of the deceased, plus represen-
tatives from the Union County commu-
nities that lost residents on September
11. The committee included Carol Brier,
Arthur Russo, Anthony Russo, Chief
William Dowd, Livio Mancino, Hedy
Lipke, Linda Maggio, Gene Davis, Carol
Mazza, Gerry Dobbins, Sal Mione, Rita
McNany, Henry Bassman and Geri
Samuel.

A number of labor organizations vol-
unteered their time, equipment and ex-
pertise to the construction effort. They
included Bricklayers & Allied
Craftworkers Local 4 of Morristown,
Carpenters and Joiners Local 715 of
Cranford, Electrical Workers Local 102
of Westfield, Ironworkers Local 480 of
Springfield and Plumbers Local 24 of
Springfield.

Union County employees from the
Department of Parks and Recreation, the
Department of Engineering and Public
Works and the Division of Building Ser-
vices also volunteered their labor at the
memorial site.

And a number of local businesses
made in-kind donations of materials for
the memorial. They included the Abbey
Hart Brick Company, E.I.I., Inc.,
Fanwood Stone, Metro Flag Company,
S.M. Electric Company, United Crane
and Weldon Concrete.

The memorial was entirely funded by
contributions. More than 200 individu-
als and groups made contributions rang-
ing from $5 to $10,500. People gave
what they could. But I would be remiss
if I didn’t mention the larger donors,
whose significant contributions are worth
of note. They include the Union County
Alliance, Schering-Plough Corporation,
Jon S. Corzine Foundation, Tarheel En-
terprises, Assemblyman Neil M. Cohen
and Columbia Bank.

As Freeholder Chairwoman Deborah
Scanlon said, “We will always remem-
ber these 60 men and women in our
hearts and in our prayers. We will al-
ways remember their sacrifice, and we
will always celebrate their lives.”

Alexander Mirabella
Union County Freeholder

Westfielder Wants BOE Views of
Development and PILOT

I commute to NYC every day and
occasionally the discussion with my fel-
low Westfield commuters turns to the
parking decks. I am often surprised that
they know little about the size and cost of
the deck.

Many are unaware that the town has
proposed to raise the parking fees to
$950 per year while at the same time
building a four level deck that will re-
quire commuters to drive around, possi-
bly on several levels, looking for a park-
ing space. And the women are most
concerned about the lack of a manned
security system at the deck.

Their lack of knowledge however, is
understandable since most NYC com-
muters, like myself have long days with
little time for reading the newspaper or
attending council meetings. The lack of
vocal protest by large numbers of citi-
zens should not be interpreted as ap-
proval. Many are unaware of the salient
facts surrounding these redevelopment

proposals including the use of PILOT
payments to the town.

While I fully understand that every-
one is entitled to their views on the size,
cost and configuration of the decks, there
is one fundamental concept here that I
just can’t get my arms around. The mayor,
in a council meeting this summer, de-
fended the decision to declare the two
zones “areas in need of redevelopment”
by stating that one benefit of this desig-
nation was that the revenues from the
projects “would not have to be shared
with the school district”.

The mayor and council, after consider-
ing numerous ways to provide additional
parking in town, deliberately chose an
option that deprives the schools of any
revenues. Pardon me, but I don’t get it.

Few would argue that the schools are
one of Westfield’s most valuable assets.
The taxpayers have a history of showing
their support for the schools by approv-
ing the school budgets even though those
budgets often result in a sizeable in-
crease to our property taxes. But while
you and I dig deeper into our pockets
every year, and senior citizens on fixed
incomes struggle to pay their increased
property taxes, the developer of these
two projects will not contribute one cent
to the school budget.

I put a 300 square foot addition on my
house and my school taxes were in-
creased by $500. The largest develop-
ment project in recent Westfield history
will pay $0 in school taxes. Mayor
McDermott and the council apparently
think that’s not only fair, but a good idea.

I’d like to know how our other elected
officials, the school board members, view
these projects. What about our superin-
tendent and school principals? Do they
support development that will add 75-95
new apartments in town, further burden
our already crowded schools and not
share any of the financial consequences
of the increased enrollments?

Miriam Kulnis
Westfield
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Voters Have Choice For
State Senate in LD-22
Martin Marks does not want the vot-

ers to have a choice for Senator in the
22nd Legislative District.  The reason is
clear.  As Mayor of Scotch Plains, Mr.
Marks is responsible for the largest tax
increase in the Township’s history, 16.9
percent more in municipal property taxes
for every homeowner.  In so doing, he
broke his repeated promise that he would
hold the line on taxes and stabilize taxes.

In contrast, Nicholas Scutari, who Mr.
Marks is trying to keep off the ballot,
serves on the Union County Freeholder
Board.  The Union County portion of the
property tax bill, for which the Freehold-
ers are responsible, increased by only
5.5 percent for Scotch Plains
homeowners.  Scotch Plains residents
now pay more in property tax dollars to
Scotch Plains Township than they do to
Union County.  At the same time, the
Union County Freeholder Board assisted
in the development of baseball and soc-
cer fields in Scotch Plains through its
grants. 

Mr. Scutari and the Freeholders are
also responsible for preserving open
space in Scotch Plains and preventing
over development, as evidenced by the
recent purchase of 23 acres by Union
County, which will be used as park land.

Fortunately, the New Jersey Courts
have rejected Mr. Mark’s efforts to have
a monopoly on the election, and instead
have recognized that the voters’ right to
choose is paramount.  On Election Day,
November 4th, exercise your right to
choose.

Kenneth Lipstein
Democrat Party Chair

Scotch Plains

Volunteers Thanked
For Fanny Wood Day
As the volunteer coordinator for the

8th annual Fanny Wood Day in Fanwood,
I would like to take this opportunity to
thank all the volunteers who helped to
make this day a success. They were there
to help in spite of the inclement weather.
Their cooperation and spirit is what
makes Fanwood a very special commu-
nity.

I would like to thank Major E. Pearson
and Bill Shephard for providing the ser-
vices of the JROTC from Scotch Plains-
Fanwood High School. These students
not only represented the colors of the
flag ceremony to kick off the day, but
they stayed and worked the entire day. It
is wonderful to have each of these spe-
cial students volunteer their Sunday for
the community. Our heartfelt thanks!

As one of the founders of Fanny Wood
Day, I am proud that this celebration has
continued for eight years. However, it
would not be successful without the co-
operation of the Administrative staffs in
Borough Hall. My sincere thanks go to
them and to the members of the Fanny
Wood Day Committee.

Maryanne Connelly
Mayor Emeritus

Fanwood

Who Knows How Many
Studies Were Done?

The Westfield Town Council approved
another study of the parking problem in
our town. This is just what we need,
another study. Or course this one will be
different from the numerous other stud-
ies of the parking problem, this new one
will be dated 2003 or 2004.

This seems to be a ongoing situation.
One hundred years ago Westfield was
faced with the problem of not enough
hitching posts for all the horses and
wagons in the town. The solution was to
have a study done.

Does anyone know how many studies
of the parking problem have been done
and how much money has been spent to
find out there is a parking problem in
Westfield. Why waste more money on
another study that will result on nothing
being done again.

Just take one of the old studies off the
shelf, dust it off and do nothing. At least
we still save the town some money.

Thomas Lienhard
Westfield

More Letters
On Pages 5, 6, 10


