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On November 4, vote James M. Foerst for Town Council
Paid for by Foerst for Council • Priscilla Mann, Treasurer • 642 Downer Street, Westfield, NJ 07090

The change we need today. The fresh ideas we need for tomorrow.

Beginning this Autumn, the Northside Trattoria will play host
to some of the finest jazz ensembles in New Jersey.

On the second Wednesday of every month you are cordially
invited to join us for a four course dinner followed by an
evening of jazz.

The evening will commence with a four-course dinner
beginning at 6:30pm.  Music will follow from 8:00-10:00pm.
Guests will be served an assortment of appetizers, a
seasonal salad, a choice of entrees tailor-made for each
event, desserts and cappuccino or espresso.

RESERVATIONS STRONGLY RECOMMENDED
e-mail: wychwoodcatering@aol.com

dinner served at 6:30pm     music from 8:00 - 10:00pm

TRATTORIA

 

November 12th, ‘03  & December 10th, ‘03

DO YOU HAVE TO
GO TO COURT?

JON M. BRAMNICK
Certified Civil Trial Attorney

Personal Injury Law

BRAMNICK, RODRIGUEZ

MITTERHOFF

GRABAS & WOODRUFF

1827 East Second Street
Scotch Plains, NJ 07076

908-322-7000
E mail: jonbramnick@jonbramnick.com

Horace Corbin for The Westfield Leader and The Times
IT’S ALL IN THE GAME...New York Yankee fans packed the Jolley Trolley in
Westfield last Thursday to watch the dramatic game seven of the American
League baseball playoffs with the Boston Red Sox. The Yankees eventually
prevailed in 11 innings, late into the night as many supporters watched on.

TO THE EDITOR
As the owners of certain properties on

South Martine Avenue in Fanwood, we
would like to respond briefly to the
letters of Councilman Whitaker (Octo-
ber 9) and Mayor Jung (October 16)
published in The Scotch Plains-Fanwood
Times concerning the “redevelopment
efforts” in the Borough which directly
affect each of us.

When responding to the October 2
article inThe Times regarding the uncer-
tainty of Fanwood landowners and mer-
chants, Mr. Whitaker takes the opportu-
nity in his letter — not to reveal what is
actually being planned to relieve this
uncertainty — but instead to scold the
owners and merchants for somehow not
paying attention. It appears that he would
have us spending all of our waking hours
attending every one of the many lengthy
public meetings, hearings and discus-
sions held, watching all of the television
coverage of council meetings over the
years, reading documents posted on the
Internet, conferring with the redevel-
oper, reading the local paper (we do) and
otherwise pursuing every possible lead
as to just what he is up to, hoping to learn
an odd detail here or there.

The fact is that we have actually spent
far too much time in doing precisely
what Mr. Whitaker says we haven’t done:

• We have attended MANY of the
public meetings and watched the TV
coverage of many others, but have
thereby been unable, as anyone else who
has done so will attest, to learn very
much as to what is REALLY and FI-
NALLY going to be agreed to be done in
the redevelopment area.

• One of us had in January 2003 called
and spoken with a representative of the
putative redeveloper, Joel Schwartz, but
Mr. Schwartz never called back as he
said he would. (We see that Mr.
Whitaker’s letter quotes Mr. Schwartz
as being surprised at how few calls he
had received from Fanwood owners “dur-
ing all of the last two years”, but we
wonder why Mr. Schwartz would have
been expecting such calls over the “last
two years” when his purported redevel-
opment company was supposedly desig-
nated as Fanwood’s redeveloper only 10
months ago.)

• We have visited the Borough’s
website many, many times but, as Mr.
Whitaker is apparently himself unaware

and contrary to his claims, no new docu-
ments related to the redevelopment have
(as of October 20) been posted there in
well over a year. We have also visited
Borough Hall and reviewed various docu-
ments there, and paid to obtain copies
not available on the website. Numerous
letters seeking information have been
sent regarding the borough’s plans for
our property, and substantially ignored.

So we have been paying attention, but
we, and just about everyone else in
Fanwood, continue to suffer from the
uncertainty reported for a reason for
which Mr. Whitaker himself is, with
others, the cause: no important details of
the actual redevelopment agreement have
yet been disclosed at any such public
meeting yet held. We also remain uncer-
tain for the additional reason that many
matters have been considered and de-
cided in many NON-public meetings on
the subject of redevelopment.

As a councilman over these many
years, a member of the Planning Board,
and a member of the borough’s six-man
team negotiating with the redeveloper
— and apparently while he has been so
deeply engaged in determining the proper
disposition of our property in Fanwood
— Mr. Whitaker has never chosen to
take it upon himself to contact or to
speak to either of us, to volunteer any
information or to ask us for our thoughts.
Who has not been paying attention, Mr.
Whitaker?

Mayor Jung in his recent letter claims
that the Redevelopment Act has been
applied in Fanwood “exactly as it should
be.” If that is so, then that law has proven
itself here in Fanwood to be the engine
for official mistreatment and voter eva-
sion that it has been seen to be elsewhere
in the state. As the mayor notes, the
redevelopment area is “more than two-
thirds idle,” but is he confining himself
to that portion? No, he is not. As owners
of part of the other one-third which is
vital, productive and in excellent repair,
we have apparently been made pawns in
the negotiations with the “designated
redeveloper” who may be demanding
our heads. What have we done to de-
serve this, other than to maintain our
property responsibly and to pay our taxes
promptly for several decades? Perhaps it
is that we didn’t pay attention? Given the
chance to vote on this, we do not believe
that the voters in Fanwood would agree

that we might possibly be turned out of
our property under such unfair circum-
stances, but a “good thing” like the Re-
development Act doesn’t require the
actual consent of the voters, only a pub-
lic “process”.

It is gratifying to see the mayor stand
up for “free enterprise” and “the right of
any property owner” in his letter. The
only problem is that he is arguing in
support of the supposed future rights of
the redeveloper, and the redeveloper
only, and NOT for those of present and
existing owners like us, owners who
have been here supporting this borough
collectively for 75 years without the
advantages of tax breaks and other spe-
cial treatment that the redeveloper can
be expected to be awarded.

We believe the voters in Fanwood
should expect that their elected repre-
sentatives who are likely now consider-
ing an agreement to wrest private prop-
erty away from long-standing, law-abid-
ing, tax-paying owners in the borough
against their wills — to turn it over to
private developers with no real history
here and no demonstrated interest in
Fanwood other than their own profit —
would have by now said so when asked,
and they have been asked repeatedly.
We do not believe our property, which
represents decades of hard work invested
in this borough, should be traded away
from us behind our backs or put on the

negotiating table as a bargaining chip.
Someone acting on behalf of Fanwood
who is prepared to agree to treat us and
other owners in this way should not offer
only “we’ll do what’s best for the com-
munity,” “nothing’s been decided yet,”
“we’ll be fair”, “we won’t give away the
store,” and similar evasions of the issue.
We have also heard the poor excuse that
the Borough’s power of eminent domain
might be invoked against us “only as a
last resort” – a suggestion that only
means that we might have to wait longer
to be unfairly compelled to give up our
property, either in negotiations com-
pletely compromised by the hovering
threat of condemnation or in actual pro-
ceedings to force us out.

Mayor Jung, Mr. Whitaker, and other
members of the Fanwood Borough Coun-
cil: Before the election, stand up and tell
us to our faces, whether or not you are
ultimately willing to act to kick us out of
our well-maintained property by con-
demnation and hand it over to this “Re-
developer.” And if you are so willing, let
the voters in Fanwood know too, so they
can decide in the voting booth on No-
vember 4 whether they are prepared to
allow those of you up for re-election to
remain in office to do it.

Tony Gasparino
Anton’s Salon, Fanwood

Rita Mandel, Scotch Plains

Paid Bulletin

Fanwood Merchants And Landowners Want To Know!

Dist. 21 Legislators Tell Panel
To Withhold Rail Funding

TRENTON — Senator Thomas Kean,
Jr., Assemblyman Eric Muñoz, M.D. and
Assemblyman Jon Bramnick this week
asked a Blue Ribbon Transportation Com-
mission to withhold funding for the pro-
posed reactivation of the Staten Island
and Rahway Valley rail lines until the
appropriate economic, environmental, and
traffic impact studies are conducted.

The legislators submitted their writ-
ten testimony at the commission’s Octo-
ber 20 meeting, which was held at the
North Jersey Transportation Planning
Authority offices in Newark. The legis-
lators told the commission, impaneled
by the New Jersey Department of Trans-
portation, that the $7.5 million in fund-
ing secured from the Department of
Transportation’s Bridge and Railroad
Right of Way Act by the County of
Union does not require any such studies.
“Unfortunately, without hard data, the
municipalities cannot ascertain the po-
tential impact that the (reactivation of
this) freight line will have on the public
health, safety, and welfare of their com-

munities,” the legislators wrote.
Kenilworth, Roselle, Roselle Park,

Springfield and Summit have all ap-
proved resolutions opposing reactiva-
tion of the rail line.

The legislators requested that the com-
mission require the impact studies as a
condition for DOT funding. They also
requested that the County of Union pro-
vide notice and public hearing opportu-
nities to those municipalities impacted.

Last week, Senator Kean, Assembly-
man Muñoz and Assemblyman Bramnick
filed paperwork under New Jersey’s new
Open Public Records Act seeking all
documentation from the DOT on the
issue due to the unresponsiveness of the
department. Senator Kean had requested
the documents at a meeting with DOT
officials and “Stop The Train” represen-
tatives held September 9 in Trenton.

The Blue Ribbon Commission has
been charged with examining and mak-
ing recommendations on pressing trans-
portation issues facing New Jersey over
the next 10 years.

Horace Corbin for The Westfield Leader and The Times
SMILES...Supporters of candidate JoAnn Neylan for Westfield Council in the
Second Ward gathered last Saturday evening at the home of Daniel and Mary
Beth Eiliadias on Harding Street. Pictured above, from the left, are: Mrs.
Neylan, Mrs. Eliades, Mrs. Michele Albano, Mrs. Vicki Kimmins and Mrs. Cara
Foerst in private conference.


