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Fanwood Public Works Garage 
270 North Avenue, Fanwood 

December 3, 4, 10, 11, 17, 18 — 9 am to 3 pm 

December 24 — 9 am to 12 noon 

Sponsored by Rotary of Fanwood Scotch Plains 

Letters to the Editor
Deficit Reduction Super-Committee
Failure Was Better Than Alternative

This past Monday, the deficit reduc-
tion “super committee” announced their
failure to reach a deal to cut $1.2 trillion
over the next 10 years from deficit spend-
ing. Now $1.2 trillion of mandatory cuts
will supposedly go into effect commenc-
ing in 2013. Who really believes this will
happen given Congress’s and the White
House’s ability to change this?

Rigid adherence to political party ide-
ology by both Republican and Demo-
cratic Party members in the committee is
being blamed for the failure. Which po-
litical party has the better arguments for
their position? – which platform is better
for America’s future well being. [Who
are] unfettered by concern for re-elec-
tion, by compassion for or favoring this
group or that group, by staying in line
with the party position – any of this crap.
This is not ideological. Focus must be on
cool, calculated logic, common sense,
reasoning and actual historical examples.

The six Republicans on the committee
reportedly were strong advocates of steep
entitlement cuts (Medicare, Medicaid and
Social Security) and conceded modest –
$250 billion – increases in tax revenues
to reach the deficit reduction goal. The
tax revenue increase they proposed was
from tax code reform through closing so-
called “loop holes.” The six Democrats
favored minor entitlement programs cuts
and reaching the deficit reduction goal
primarily through higher tax rates on the
wealthy.

So there it is. This is the same old
taxes-vs.-entitlements ideological gap that
has existed between the two parties in our
country for decades. Only now this de-
bate has taken on new intensity due to:
sluggish economic growth/high unem-
ployment rate, the federal deficit spend-
ing around $1.5 trillion a year, total fed-
eral debt outstanding of $15 trillion and
the presidential election next year. Since
the Republicans gained control of the
House last November and with it the
ability to stalemate the federal govern-
ment, the government has been dead-
locked. This has become an increasingly
uncomfortable position.

Which party has the better grounds for
their steadfast positions? The Democrats
maintain that tax revenues need to be
increased as the primary deficit reduction
approach, exclusively by raising taxes on
the wealthy. They want “everyone” to
pay their far share. To  Democrats “ev-
eryone” means the wealthy and the shared
sacrifice being advocated needs to come
from them not the 50 percent of Ameri-
cans who currently pay no federal taxes.

The Republicans were resistant to rais-
ing taxes mostly because the country’s
economy is too weak, let alone the small
business owners that the tax rate increase
will target who are the primary job cre-
ators. Republicans say that it is the
government’s entitlement spending
growth rate that is unsustainable.

The facts are that in the three years
since 2008, federal spending has increased
$500-$700 billion above what it was in
2008 with tax revenues down between
$350 to $420 billion because of the reces-
sion. The result has been deficit spending

between $1.4 to $1.6 trillion a year versus
$459 billion deficit spending in 2008.
Looking forward, it is projected that defi-
cit spending will exceed $1 trillion per
year for the next two years and for defi-
cits to exceed $500 billion per year for the
next five years. Spending as a percent of
the GDP has been approximately 25 per-
cent in 2009, 2010 and 2011 from the
historic norm of around 18-20 percent. It
has not been this high since World War
II. No respected source disagrees with
the assessment that government spend-
ing is on an unsustainable growth path.

The federal debt has risen in three
years from $10 trillion to $15 trillion
now. The total USA debt now equals 100
percent of our GDP. This is the highest
since WW II and is a dangerous statistic.
For perspective, France has a debt level
equal to 82 percent of its GDP and is
perceived to be in financial trouble.
Greece’s debt equals 145 percent of its
GDP and it is now virtually bankrupt
with rioting in the streets and Italy is at
118 percent and is now suffering from
loss of world financial confidence.

It seems obvious that the USA has not
been heading in a good direction the last
three years. When normal people/house-
holds experience a decline in income
they cut back spending to stay in balance.
What does the U.S. government do?
Spend more. That simply does not make
sense. While taxes-vs.-entitlement has
been debated on philosophical grounds
for decades, we are on the verge of finan-
cial destruction.

The Democrats’ positions in the super
committee clearly head us in the direc-
tion of the Europe model whose coun-
tries are currently suffering the historical
effects of overspending, high taxation,
overly generous entitlements and slow
economic growth (not good). Three re-
cent country bailouts, riots in the streets
and economic chaos. Never before have
we had democratic country examples of
what happens if you go you down the
path that the Democrats are advocating.
In Europe, only Germany, which dra-
matically modified this course of action a
few years ago, is financially sound today.

Why anyone would want us to go in
that direction makes no sense to me. The
Republicans’ positions to moderately
raise taxes through reform of the tax code
and focus on cutting entitlement spend-
ing are clearly not in the direction of the
European model. From a logical perspec-
tive, keeping tax increases relatively low
with a simplified tax code is more pro-
growth. The Republican approach will
be more small business friendly and thus
more likely to encourage economic
growth that should lead to increased tax
revenues (without higher tax rates).

 By this assessment, I am quite happy
that the super committee failed and that
the Republican Party has been able to
deadlock the government. I would rather
the Republican Party be accused of being
the “Party of No” as the Democrats say,
rather than the “Party of Wrong.”

Richard Sauerwein
Westfield

Governor Christie: ‘The President
Knew That It Was Doomed’

Editor’s Note: The following is a
transcript of Governor Chris
Christie’s video remarks this week.

*****
“I believe that the Occupy move-

ment and the Tea Party movement
come -- their genesis -- is from the
same feeling, which is an anger that
government can’t get things done.
And so, now, that is the last similarity
between the Tea Party movement and
the Occupy movement.

But I believe that the cause for their
anger comes from the same place.
They look at Washington, D.C. and
they look at a President who is a
bystander in the Oval Office. You
know, I was angry this weekend lis-
tening to the spin coming out of the
administration about the failure of
the Super Committee. And that the
President knew that it was doomed
for failure so he didn’t get involved.
Well then what the hell are we paying
you for? It’s doomed for failure so
I’m not getting involved?

Well, what have you been doing
exactly? I mean, I will tell you that I
think both parties deserve blame for
what’s going on in Washington, D.C.,
both parties do. They’re spending
more time talking at each other than
talking with each other.

We all know what the solutions to
these problems are, we’ve done them
in New Jersey in many areas, but we
don’t have the political will to get
them done. And in New Jersey, the
reason why they got things done is
because I called people into a room
and said we’re going to solve this
problem and I had people of good
will on the other side who said they
believed it was their obligation, re-
gardless of party, to get done things
like pension and benefit  reform. That
Mayor Redd can tell you personally
how it’s helping her and her budget
situation in Camden.

Why the President of the United
States refuses to do this is astonish-
ing to me. I mean, you know, if he
wanted to run for Senate again and
just be 1 of 100, I’m sure he could
have gotten reelected over and over
again in Illinois. When you’re presi-
dent, it’s kind of what I was talking
about before, you know 41, 21 and 1,
well he’s the one in Washington. And
he’s got to get something done here.
And it’s not good enough just to say
well, I’ll get it done after the elec-
tion.”

Chris Christie
New Jersey Governor

Economy and Consequences: America
Can Only Build Way Out of Collapse
As a constituent of Mr. Lance, hav-

ing attended his town-hall meetings
– for which I thank him by the way:
that’s not an easy thing to do these
days – I have listened to what he has
to say. But now I have two kids enter-
ing the work force, so these days I
listen extra carefully to any sugges-
tions that will shape their future in
uncertain times. The drumbeat of
deficit reduction as a one size fits all
solution concerns me. It sounds like
a ‘message’ posing as a solution.

So I found it fitting that Mr. Lance’s
deficit message was sandwiched be-
tween two articles [The Westfield
Leader] – one on page one and one
on a following page, that give an idea
of what happens when we talk about
fiscal responsibility as a ‘message’
without details or consequences in
the real world. The first on page one
is about the under-funding of the
Army Corp of Engineers, and the
flooding that followed in our com-
munities here. The other is on the
problems of the funding of the trans-
Hudson tunnels, noting that the
economy of New Jersey is dependent
on solving that problem.

Mr. Lance wonders whether lead-
ership will pass to China in the fu-
ture, and it is instructive to remember
that a mere 50 years ago China was
an extremely poor, rural country. Fifty
years later they are building bridges,
dams, high-speed rail lines – the kinds
of things, that currently, and sadly,
we are not. What we might be in-
structed on here, is that in a 50-year
time span, a country can change from
a backward to an industrialized coun-
try and that same time span of 50
years can also see a country begin to
reverse its course and head down the
road to de-industrialization, quicker
than you might think possible.

With China now having the fastest
high-speed train in the world, America
has not even one line that meets the
qualifications of high-speed. Deficit
reduction, even dressed up in a Tho-
mas Jefferson outfit, presents an
ominous foreshadowing of our next
50 years. These are complicated prob-
lems and they deserve great attention
to the detail of our country’s future.

The current Administration has cut
the heart out of NASA, ended the
space shuttle program, cut funding
for the Army Corps of Engineers, and
crippled the funding of advanced
energy innovation including nuclear,
among other ‘reductions’ that are
quickly sending us backwards. You
can’t slash your way out of a collapse
– something we are learning the hard
way. You can only build your way
out.

I encourage Mr. Lance to think
carefully about the contraction of the
real economy and the consequences
of blanket deficit reduction. With the
help of the words of the renowned Dr.
Phil: “How’s that working for ya?”

Paul Schwartz
Westfield

Senator Scutari Proposes Changes to
Marriage License to Promote Business

TRENTON - State  Senator Nicho-
las Scutari (D-22, Linden) on Tues-
day introduced legislation to modify
the state’s marriage license require-
ments in hopes of giving New Jersey’s
tourism and hospitality industry a
competitive advantage over states
across the region and the country.

“New Jersey is home to scores of
premier wedding venues and first-
class small businesses offering wed-
ding-related services,” Senator
Scutari said. “By modernizing the
process of filing for a license, we will
make our state even more attractive
to out-of-state consumers. Ultimately,
this will help to create jobs at our
small businesses and to boost our
local economy.”

The legislation, S-3122, would
eliminate the current mandatory 72-
hour waiting period for issuance of a
marriage or civil union license after
an application is made, giving New
Jersey a competitive edge over neigh-
boring states. According to the Sena-
tor, the current waiting period, estab-

lished in 1934, makes it cumbersome
for out-of-state consumers to plan
weddings at New Jersey’s many tour-
ism destinations, depriving local
economies of needed tourism dol-
lars.

In addition, the bill broadens resi-
dency requirements for New
Jerseyans applying for marriage and
civil union licenses.  Under current
law, residents must apply for a mar-
riage or civil union license in the
municipality where either applicant
resides. The legislation would allow
residents to apply for licenses in the
municipality where the wedding cer-
emony is to be performed.

Neighboring states requirements:
Pennsylvania (72-hour waiting pe-
riod), New York (24 hours), Dela-
ware (24 hours), and Maryland (48
hours). Connecticut and Rhode Is-
land are the only states in the north-
east with no waiting period. Twenty-
seven other states do not require a
minimum waiting period for issuing
a marriage or civil union license.
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