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Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Roun – To whisper
2. Transmogrify – To transform com-

pletely, especially in the grotesque man-
ner

3. Surn – The hawk owl
4. Ascian – A person who casts no

shadow at noon

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

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.

BALAGAN
1. A hut built on stilts by the Tartars
2. A small flesh-eating mammal re-

lated to the weasel, stoat and martens
3. A collector of rare minerals
4. Cornish crow with red feet and beak

TANTIVY
1. A tearing in pieces
2. Irritated or agitated
3. A swift, full gallop
4. Lighthearted; cheerful

TARAXACIN
1. A fine white clay used in making

porcelain
2. A spider that catches its prey by

chasing them
3. An astringent or repellent
4. A bitter substance from the root of

the common dandelion
YOICKS

1. A cry used for urging on the hounds
in fox hunting

2. Concise; brief; to the point
3. Coughing up or spitting
4. An expression indicating exaustion

or fatigue

Clarification
In the October 7 edition of The

Westfield Leader and The Scotch
Plains-Fanwood Times, the
Westfield Board of Education ar-
ticle omitted the fact that Senator
Tom Kean, Jr. was also invited to
participate in a discussion with lo-
cal school boards regarding their
desire to repeal bill S-1701.

The Need For Parking to Improve
Town Should Outweigh NIMBYs

Instead of continually singing the same
song about there being empty spots in the
Southside Train Station lot in Westfield
why isn’t anyone out counting the hun-
dreds of illegally parked cars in our down-
town and surrounding areas? On Lord
and Taylor owned property (Employee
Lot 2) next to the Methodist Church lot (at
Broad and Clark) there are between 90
and 100 cars squeezed there by 8 a.m.
Monday thru Friday. While it is nice of
Lord and Taylor to be a “good neighbor”
and not have commuters towed for the
moment, they do ask people (that aren’t
shopping or employees) not to park there
for several months a year when they need
to use their own spaces. What happens
when they decide to make this permanent
ban or sell or use the property for other
purposes? Where do those cars go? I can’t
imagine why they would want the liabil-
ity of people basically trespassing on their
property. They’ve already asked (chained
the lot before hours) a realtor on Broad
Street to stop using their other lot (Em-
ployee Lot 1) across from their store on
North Avenue.

You see trespassing on private parking
all over town. PNC bank private lots are
used to support other businesses at all
hours of the day and night. Our municipal
building and post office employees park
daily at a local church. Where will they go
when the YMCA moves forward with
their plans for this property and needs
their own parking? What about the 10
plus cars parked in the fire zone adjacent
to Municipal lots 1 and 8? Where should
they go? How about all of the parkers that
cram multiple cars into private spaces
behind their buildings? What about the
shopping carts from our beloved Trader
Joe’s that are in the adjacent lots? The
town still has some metered spots located
within 25 feet of crosswalks and 50 feet of
stop signs. All nine of our public schools
(six elementary, two junior high schools,
the high school) as well as the administra-
tion building at Elm and Walnut Street
have enormous impact on the amount of
cars parked on the streets in addition to
the commuters parked on our residential
streets.

Parking is not a problem exclusive to
our beloved downtown area or even our
town. The high school, the temple, the
YMCA, our churches and our neighbor-
hoods all share in the basic need for a
place to put cars to get them off the streets.

Congestion is one of the largest prob-
lems that not only Westfield faces, but the
entire state of New Jersey. In the next
three to five years the DOT estimates
another million cars in the state. There are
no gates at the inroads. Has anyone stopped
to consider that the average household in
Westfield has over three cars? This is not
a private community, but a living, breath-
ing, vital town. Thank goodness for that.
This town of ours, “The West fields of
Elizabeth” was built around our Historic
Train Station. Commuters have always
been the lifeblood of our community.
Progress is not the enemy. To be pro
active is the best solution to town plan-
ning for the future. The Town of Westfield
should take steps to control what is built
to accommodate the hundreds of cars that
need a place to go, as it would enable us
to build out the town as we direct, extend-
ing the fabric of our businesses and resi-
dential neighborhoods.

On our block alone, in 15 homes (ex-
cluding the piece of commercial property
at Kimball and Elm) there are 43 perma-
nent vehicles that are here every day. I’m
am sure that this is the case all over town,
not just on our block between Elm Street
and Lawrence Avenue. Are you willing
to give up one of your cars? What about
your neighbors, do you think they would?
Do you think it’s even right to consider
posing the question to them?

I join with many of our 30,000 resi-
dents to applaud our mayor and council
and their quest to resolve the longstanding
parking issues that have faced Westfield.
As a past member of the Mayor’s Parking
Advisory Committee I am saddened by
remarks saying that the committee was
“duped.” It sounds like some people are
upset that the PAC’s recommendation
weren’t followed thru to the letter, thus
some will still bear traffic on their street.
It sounds like most of the “not in my
backyard” persons just simply don’t want
to consider the overall needs our town and
it’s residents. This behavior may be very
short sighted and borders on selfish. Some
are trying to strike fear in our hearts by
spouting numbers that purport to increase
our taxes even more. Fear is not some-
thing to base our lives on. Positive, for-
ward thinking is what will help restore
calm and safety to our streets.

Debby Burslem
Westfield

Caruana Responds to Letter, Cites
Traffic Safety Concerns With Deck

I am writing in response to a letter
written last week by Jac Andre in which
he stated, “when Mr. Caruana ran for
election, he campaigned against the
deck (Prospect/Elm), and the financial
plan and some of the studies had not
yet been completed.” He is correct, I
did, and the reasons that involved resi-
dential impact are even more compel-
ling now.

I joined the Westfield Town Council
in January 2003. In early 2002 three
Northside deck sites recommended by
the Parking Advisory Committee were
under consideration by the town coun-
cil. They were: the municipal lots bor-
dered by Prospect and Elm, the lot
behind Baron’s Drugstore and the lot
behind the Rialto Theater.

I argued at the time that before the
council made a final site decision traf-
fic and safety studies should be con-
ducted at all three locations in order to
better understand the possible impacts
and to facilitate the best possible deci-
sion. After all, it was to be a decision
that would have permanent and lasting
impact. Much to my amazement and
disappointment this was not done and
the council chose Prospect/Elm with-
out the benefit of professional com-
parative traffic studies. I believed a
significant step was missed, which in
hindsight is even more vexing given
the hundreds of thousands of public
dollars that were subsequently spent
for consultants, studies and render-
ings.

As a private citizen at the time it was
difficult for me to understand a pro-
cess that produced such a critical deci-
sion without professional traffic input.
It seemed to me that the political and/
or personal preferences of our elected
officials were driving the site’s selec-
tion and crowding out a more careful
or thoughtful approach. I believed the
process had become seriously flawed,
and this became the single reason why
I ran for public office. I believed gov-
ernment could, and should, do better.

The choice of Prospect/Elm was par-
ticularly frustrating for Councilman
Peter Echausse, myself and other area
residents who understood all too well
the existing traffic and safety prob-
lems at that location, and we wondered
if comparative studies would not have
proven one of the other locations to be
far more viable and strategic. Pros-
pect/Elm intuitively seemed to be the
worst choice of the three in terms resi-
dential impact, traffic and pedestrian
safety.

What have we learned about those
three sites since then? Nothing more,
unfortunately, about the viability of
two (Baron’s and Rialto).

As to Prospect/Elm there was a sub-
sequent traffic study requested by the
town council and done by Edwards and
Kelcey (the developer’s choice) in
2004. This study has confirmed the
suspicions of those familiar with the
area: traffic volumes currently are at
very poor levels.

To explain more fully: At the major
Prospect Street intersections adjacent
to the proposed deck (Prospect and
East Broad, and Prospect and Dudley)
there are a total of eight traffic move-
ments (turns) that were measured to
determine existing “levels of service.”
Each of these movements was mea-
sured twice a day during peak periods,
so there were 16 measurements in all.
The grading system was alphabetic (A
to F) and among this street’s 16 scores
were two D’s, three E’s and six F’s-the
lowest score possible.

The study also included 20 other
intersections in the vicinity of the pro-
posed north and south side decks. There
were 151 additional turning movements
that were analyzed, and those com-
bined yielded a grand total of only five

F’s. What our traffic analysis would
lead any reasonable person to con-
clude is that in terms of traffic vol-
umes, the proposed Prospect/Elm deck
is situated on one of the worst streets in
Westfield.

Furthermore, there are at least 85
households on Prospect Street from
East Broad to Dudley and these resi-
dents live with the existing burden and
dangers. As recently as October 5 there
was an unfortunate accident at Pros-
pect and Dudley involving a mother
and child walking to school, and it is of
little surprise to those of us who are
familiar with the hazards and dangers
of that intersection. It seems to me, and
to others too, that our traffic study is
telling us that we need to solve the
existing problems in that location, not
add to them by building a parking deck
and bringing in more cars.

What good were these costly studies
if the council ignores the findings when
they conflict with its deck agenda?
Really, why bother?

The irony is that our current town
council understands the importance of
traffic and safety issues to our citizens
and our quality of life, and spends
considerable time and money on im-
proving issues in other parts of town-
most notably recent traffic calming
measures in the Shop-Rite grid and on
Rahway Avenue. How is it that the
town council can ignore the implica-
tions of this study? Is it because we are
so far along in terms of time and money
that we are afraid to turn back, even if
it means the wrong result? Govern-
ment can, and should, do better.

As for other subsequent “completed”
studies (environmental, and financial),
they helped to round out the negative
“hat trick.” Joining negative traffic
findings were findings of negative en-
vironmental issues (site contamination)
and negative project cash flows (an-
nual project expenses of $930,000
while project income is only $420,000).
The environmental clean-up will pro-
ceed (by law), and it’s estimated six-
figure costs have not been budgeted as
part of the deck’s financial model.

Mr. Andre, what the completed stud-
ies have done is to strengthen my ear-
lier belief that this location was a poor
choice. They have also given me rea-
son to conclude that the benefits of this
project (244 new parking spaces) do
not justify the costs ($577,000 per year
to fund the project’s deficits), the risks
($10 million of public/taxpayer debt)
and the impacts (more cars, more traf-
fic, less safety).

Our parking problems need solu-
tions, including identifying or creating
more capacity; however, I do believe
that cheaper and more strategic op-
tions have not been fully explored or
exhausted, and that government can do
better than the deck plan that is cur-
rently before the voters. I look forward
to hearing what our residents think on
Election Day.

Sal Caruana
First Ward Councilman

Westfield

Resident Concerned
Over Tamaques Park
Pond Neglect by Town
Tamaques Pond has become an eye-

sore. Algae, pond scum and a lack of
maintenance have brought the pond to
a crisis. The residents who live around
Tamaques Park are very upset with the
mismanagement of the pond dredging
and the total lack of any landscaping or
maintenance plan. My neighbors have
e-mailed and called the mayor’s office
all summer. We received many differ-
ent answers and got nothing repaired.
The pond continued to get greener and
the mosquitoes and smell chased us
indoors. In early September, we started
an e-mail campaign and totally bar-
raged the mayor’s office with e-mails.
Suddenly, the parts the engineer’s of-
fice had been waiting for came in.
They suddenly received shipment on a
bubbler and installed it. They claimed
it had been on backorder. It is a strange
coincidence that it coincided with our
e-mail barrage.

In an effort to finally find out the
truth a dozen or so of my neighbors
representing the New England Asso-
ciation went to a town council meet-
ing. We were hoping to finally get a
detailed plan on what the town pro-
poses to do about the pond. The bub-
bler that was installed is a Band-Aid
designed to mask the fact that the dredg-
ing was done incorrectly and the pond
is not healthy. During the town council
meeting Town Engineer Ken Marsh
admitted the dredging was not done
correctly. After Tropical Storm Jeanne
came through and dropped approxi-
mately five inches of rain on us the
outlet to the pond was barely a trickle.
In past years, the outlet would have
been a rushing torrent. Electric wires
are left over from after the “clean-up.”
The inlet itself is mostly under water,
and it seems to be either stopped-up or
just incorrectly engineered. The small
children’s area is covered in graffiti
and looks terrible.

We would like to find out if there is
a plan for the area. Perhaps a gazebo,
some brick trails, and/or shrubs would
show that the town has some respect
for the very nature of the park. If you
have walked through Tamaques Park
in the past few years, you would have
noticed that it’s neglected. Chief
Tamaques’ grave is unmarked, the pic-
nic area has not been maintained and
the children’s play areas are an embar-
rassment. Many of us fear that the
town is slowly killing that part of the
park in a plan to someday eliminate it
and create another field there. I live on
Dickson Drive, and each morning hun-
dreds of people drive and walk by my
house on the way to utilize the park in
spite of the mosquito problem and mess
that has continued all summer. The
idea that a few people are planning the
demise of such a beautiful area of the
town is frightening. I question the mo-
tivation behind exactly what is going
on and why!

If you believe the pond is worth
saving please join us at The New En-
gland Association annual picnic. Bring
your children. The park is worth sav-
ing. The picnic is Saturday, October
16, at 12:30 p.m. please join us. RSVP
irivera0@comcast.net.

David Earl
Westfield

Submit your letters to
editor@goleader.com

Candidate Forums Next Week Are
Opportunities for the Electorate

Next week, residents have a good opportunity to
meet their local candidates seeking office in the
November 2 general election. Forums are being held
at the Fanwood Borough Hall on Monday, October
18, at 8 p.m. and at the Scotch Plains Municipal
Building on Wednesday, October 20, at 8 p.m.

The candidate forums in Fanwood and in Scotch
Plains will be moderated by Fred Rossi of The Scotch
Plains-Fanwood Times and supported by the
Westfield Area League of Women Voters. They will
be televised on TV35 and TV34 respectively.

Also, a Freeholders Candidates Forum will be held
in the Cranford Municipal Building Council Cham-
bers on Wednesday, October 20, at 7:30 p.m. featur-
ing the candidates seeking election to the Union
County Board of Chosen Freeholders.

These discussions by the candidates will be tele-
vised and aired several times prior to the election.
The public is encouraged to attend to gather a first-
hand feel for the contenders – those that will serve
the public in important positions next year.

In Scotch Plains, Mayor Martin Marks is seeking
reelection to a four-year term and is being chal-
lenged by Andrew Baron. Councilwoman Paulette
Coronato is seeking reelection to a four-year term

and is being challenged by Barbara Baldasarre.
In Fanwood, Katherine Mitchell and Joseph

Higgins are seeking reelection to the borough coun-
cil for three-year terms and are being challenged by
newcomers Joel Stroz and Maureen Mawby.

The Union County Freeholder elections are un-
usual this year in that four positions are up for grabs,
with only one elected incumbent but with two ap-
pointed incumbents in the race.

The nine-member board rotates three positions
each year for three-year terms. This year, a one-year
vacancy is also being filled due to the resignation of
Nicholas Scutari who was elected as State Senator in
place of Joseph Sulliga of Linden who withdrew
from his state position.

Democrats Daniel Sullivan, Bette Jane Kowalski
and Adrian Mapp are being challenged by Republi-
cans Joe Renna, Frank Arena and Patricia Quattrocchi
for the three-year seats. Democrat John Wohlrab and
Republican Bruce Paterson are vying for the one-
year position.

We hope the residents take advantage of these
opportunities to meet the candidates. We also thank
the candidates for making this time available, work-
ing hard to reach out for your vote.

Acting Gov. Codey to Have Hands
Full But Has Chance to do Right

The  thought of the bottomless well, of digging into
the taxpayers’ pocketbooks, is hitting bottom in New
Jersey state government. The governor’s $28 billion
budget, representing a 17 percent increase this year
over last apparently can’t be fixed.

Everything’s been tried including hiking fees, fines,
early collections and arguably unconstitutional bor-
rowing. In a few weeks when the governor officially
resigns, incoming Acting Governor Richard Codey
is going to have his hands full with straightening out
the mess.

Right now, it looks like a 10 percent cut across the
board for all state agencies. If that’s the case, we hope
all the pork gets fried before government takes the
usual, traditional step where the little guys get laid
off.

We think employee layoffs should be the last step
to be taken. In that expenditures for salaries will be
need to be cut, we think it should hit hardest at the
top-level patronage positions. Next, the highest paid
officials at the top, though perhaps essential, should
have their salaries reduced. Lastly, the little guys
should take a small salary reduction if necessary so
that their fellow workers can keep their jobs.

By hitting hardest at the top, a good message is sent
– and a good precedent is established. If cuts have to

happen, make them like a wide mouth funnel – big
side up.

This would be a good example for industry to
follow during down times. The executives at the top
should be whacked the hardest and should be first in
line. How would this work at AT&T, which is floun-
dering, yet executives get rich?

Get ready for similar pressures to face the teachers
unions of the public school system. It’s unavoidable
and coming soon.

Whether Senator Codey is a nine-month acting
governor, or continues on to be elected as governor
in 2005, he has a chance to set an excellent example
and to do what’s right – to innovate for fairness. We
think it will help turn around New Jersey state
government and face it in the right direction for the
future. Then, we’ll start seeing more accountability.

Trim the extraordinarily high pension benefits,
challenge the unbridled increases in healthcare costs,
stop the siphoning caused by the expanding insur-
ance costs and put an end to exorbitant legal fees. We
say do all this before laying the little guy off.

These same pressures will be faced at the county
and municipal government level too.

We say shrink the top with a wide-mouth funnel.
What do you think?

Councilman Kline Asks
Higgins to Step Down
as Committee Chair

Several months ago, Mayor Colleen
Maher formed a Downtown Advisory
Committee composed of residents, mer-
chants and commercial property owners.
This committee was to be an independent
entity that would gather information, de-
velop a consensus and make a recommen-
dation to the Fanwood Borough Council
regarding downtown redevelopment. The
Downtown Advisory Committee serves
only in an advisory capacity since, by
ordinance, the borough council acts as
redevelopment authority.

The mayor appointed Joe Higgins, then
simply a resident, to serve as chairman of
the committee. However, Mr. Higgins
has since been appointed as a member of
council to serve the un-expired portion of
Mike Brennan’s term. Yet, he continues
to serve as the chairman of the committee
that is purportedly independent.

Furthermore, the Mayor attempted to
make the Downtown Advisory Commit-
tee bipartisan, to minimize the influence
of partisan politics. But, Mr. Higgins is
actively running for election this Novem-
ber. His chairmanship effectively injects
the taint partisan politics into an area
where it does not belong, that is, in the
discussion of our downtown.

At the October council meeting, I re-
spectfully requested that Mr. Higgins re-
sign as the chairman of the Downtown
Advisory Committee and serve only as
the council liaison. The mayor disagreed
and (half-heartedly) said she would take
it under advisement.

I certainly do not impugn Mr.Higgins’
integrity or abilities. But, because two
principal objectives in forming this com-
mittee have been seriously compromised,
i.e. independence and non-partisanship, I
again respectfully request that Joe Higgins
step down as chairman of the Downtown
Advisory Committee.

Stuart Kline
Fanwood Councilman
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