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Criminal Defense

Robert G. Stahl, Certified Criminal Trial Attorney

DWI & Municipal Court

LAW OFFICES OF
ROBERT G. STAHL, LLC

220 St. Paul Street, Westfield, NJ 07090

908-301-9001     www.stahlesq.com

White Collar Criminal Defense

Policies of New Cranford Committee
Are Challenged by Township Resident
Those casting votes in anger at the new

sewer fee (not tax) got more than they
bargained for at the 2011 re-organization
meeting of the Cranford Township Com-
mittee. Cranford took giant steps back-
wards as the Democrat majority of
Aschenbach, O’Malley, and Campbell
abandoned the Fair and Open Process for
awarding professional and legal services
contracts. The process is a state best prac-
tice, and abandoning it may have impli-
cations regarding state aid, despite assur-
ances to the contrary from the ethically
challenged Democrat trio.

The absurd claims by Aschenbach that
barring O’Malley and Campbell from
closed session meetings of the 2010 Town-
ship Committee resulted in the appoint-
ment irregularities/illegalities is but one
of many examples of Aschenbach’s mis-
statements at the January 1, 2011, fiasco.
Why would the 2010 committee hold
closed sessions to discuss 2011 appoint-
ments when neither then Mayor Smith
nor Deputy Mayor Garcia were to serve
on the 2011 Township Committee? An-
swer: there were NO closed session Town-
ship Committee meetings dealing with
2011 appointments, and the comments of
Commissioners Robinson and Dugan in-
dicate that they were not involved in the
Democrats’ 2011 appointment process.

Therefore, Aschenbach, O’Malley and
Campbell met in their owned closed ses-
sions to make decisions, appoint Demo-
crat favorites, and exclude Republican
members of the Township Committee.
To blame the 2010 Township Committee
for the appointment mess created by the
Democrats is offensive. And
Aschenbach’s insincere and incessant
mantra of “bipartisanship” is insulting as
well. He is the one who practices “mean
spirited politics.”

The Democrat majority is already way
beyond “spin” as they follow the lies of
the campaign of 2010 with the lies of

2011. The lies are cunningly designed to
dismantle the good government model
created during the past four years. Barely
half a day into 2011, Aschenbach,
O’Malley, and Campbell brought the
Union County Democrats’ assault on eth-
ics back to town. The stench of back-
room deals cut by the sewer tax three is
just a prelude; get your checkbooks
ready…the “Aschentax” sewer bill can-
not be far behind.

Chris O’Brien
Cranford

These Two Groups Are Of Course
The Legislators and The Freeholders

Letters to the Editor

I believe I have solved the conundrum
in N.J. about funding government pro-
grams along with accountability of poli-
ticians, and accountability of voters’
philosophical differences.

In this state, there appears to be two
types of people. The common thread be-
tween the two groups is that we all care
with compassion towards others. The dis-
parity is that one group would rather
volunteer other people’s money to solve
all problems, while the other feels those
in need should try to help themselves.
The simplistic descriptions of these two
groups are of course the liberals and the
conservatives.

The premise is based on the politicians
either creating programs that require tax-
payer funding or coming up with ideas
for government spending cuts. This would
elicit the carrot or the stick approach of
accountability. This premise is for N.J.
only for now, but could work in other
states also.

Let’s take the state Legislature first. If
a state legislator drafts a state program
that costs more taxpayer money, if he
thinks it’s such a great idea then he should
take the lead and pay the first $5,000 out
of his pocket. The other legislators that
vote yes on it then would pay $2,000 out
of their pocket since they agree on the
spending program.

If a legislator votes no, he does not pay
anything out of pocket. Here’s the tricky
part. The constituents in those districts of
those legislators that voted for the spend-
ing program, since they voted those leg-
islators in, would each then be billed $25.

All numbers can be adjusted more for
a workable system of course. Further
defining of the overlapping senatorial
and assembly districts may have to be
worked out since its not one for one in
area.

The next level down is the county
government. Same principle applies here
also. Since a freeholder lives in a certain
town, if that freeholder dreams up a county
spending program, then the constituents
in that town would foot a bill, say $25 for
the county program. The freeholder who
proposed it would pay out of pocket
$2,000 and those that voted in agreement
would each pay $1,000 along with their
town residents now footing a bill of $25
also. If they are voted “at-large,” this may
end up precluding having more than one
freeholder coming from a single town.

However, the town local level is too
intricate and they are already more di-
rectly responsible to their residents so
their spending or cutting of programs will
not come into the mix.

On the flip side, if a legislator votes for
a spending cut then he gets back $2,000
into his pocket and those that vote yes get

$1,000 back into their pocket. And the
constituents of their districts get a credit
of $15. If a county freeholder comes up
with a spending cut, he gets back $500
into his pocket and the residents of the
town he lives in get a credit of $15.

The bill with the credits or dunning
would arrive around October to each resi-
dents mailbox so they can see how and
what their “favorite son or daughter” did.
If that legislator agreed on more than one
spending program in the year, then the
bill would reflect a multiple bill of X
times $25, along with any credits if he
had also voted for spending cuts. Each
constituent in that district would be billed
this whether they voted for that legislator
or not.

The fairness here is that it would spur
more people to recognize just what their
legislator is doing down in Trenton. Voter
turnout would be huge if they do not like
it that the elected official is coming up
with nothing but spending programs. Or
for those that agree with him, they sit
back and pay that extra money bill since
they must agree to these liberal spending
programs.

The main motivation in this would be
to have the legislators and freeholders try
to come up with spending cuts to offset
the spending programs. The reason the
credits are lower is that would motivate
the legislators to possibly balance out the
bill with more spending cuts hopefully.
Plus it would make the legislator think
twice about campaigning on all the feel
good spending programs he wants. Rev-
enue-neutral programs would start to
make their appearance big time.

All this extra money being billed would
be from who is really agreeing to all the
spending programs in this state. This fi-
nally puts the onus of accountability di-
rectly on the legislators and the voters
that voted them in. And taxpayer aware-
ness of their government would defi-
nitely increase. This appears to be infal-
lible. I say we start by next year.

Bruce Paterson
Garwood
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Linked to Pelosi
Got Rep. Pascrell’s
Knickers in a Knot

In a debate this past October, [Repub-
lican] challenger Roland Straten linked
U.S. Congressman Bill Pascrell (D-N.J.)
to Nancy Pelosi, which got Pascrell’s
knickers in a knot: “Nancy Pelosi is not
on this stage, I’m on this stage.”

If Pascrell doesn’t want to be linked to
Pelosi, then why – this past January 5 –
did Pascrell vote for Pelosi to remain U.S.
Speaker of the House? Pascrell was one
of 173 lemming-like Democrats to vote
for her to retain her (thankfully, now
former!) role as Speaker. So, as it turns
out, Straten was absolutely right: a vote
for Pascrell is a vote for Pelosi.

Shame on Pascrell for lacking the guts
to join the 19 of his Democratic col-
leagues who voted for someone other
than Pelosi, one of the most harmful
Speakers in American history.

Mark Kalinowski
North Jersey Tea Party, Clifton
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Westfield Hot Spots and Traffic
Calming Researched by Resident

Editor’s note: This letter is addressed
to the Westfield Town Council and cop-
ied to this newspaper.

*****
The engineering firm Keller and

Kirkpatrick was retained by the Town of
Westfield to make studies of eight differ-
ent locations that were considered “hot
spots” with regards to “traffic calming”
and pedestrian safety. Gordon Meth of
Keller and Kirkpatrick authored a report
that contains the findings of those studies
and his report is dated July 26, 2005.

The table of contents of the report,
which is titled “Traffic Calming and
Safety Improvements For Eight (8) Loca-
tions,” refers to an “Introduction” and
“Public Outreach Process” and then lists
each of the eight locations. The seventh
location listed is “Central and Clover.”
This designation is again stated in the
“Introduction” of the report.

Page 30 of the report begins the find-
ings concerning “Central Ave. and Clo-
ver St.” The “Issues” section refers to the
first meeting, at which there were 30
attendees, not the hundreds to which ref-
erence has been made.

The “Traffic Facts” section refers to
studies at both Central Ave. and Cedar
St., and Central Ave. and Clover St. Clo-
ver St. traffic consists of approximately
250 vehicles per hour during the morning
peak hour and there were 10 motor ve-
hicle collisions in six years at this inter-
section. “Solutions” recommendations in-
cluded prohibiting left turns into or out of
Cedar St. during peak hours and school
crossing hours, a pedestrian activated traf-
fic signal at the location and re-location
of the crosswalk to the location, and coor-
dinate traffic light with Central Ave. and
Clifton St./Sycamore to create gaps for
Cedar St.

The “Implementation Issues” acknowl-
edged that the town needed the county’s
concurrence.

Page 2 of this report delineates the
dates of the public meetings and the sub-
ject matter of each meeting. March 23,
2005 was a meeting in the Community
Room of Town Hall to discuss “issues
and concerns” for four locations, one of
which was Central and Clover.

May 9, 2005, was a meeting at the
same location to discuss “initial con-
cepts” for four sites one of which was
Central and Clover.

June 22, 2005, was the date of the last
Public Outreach at Town Hall to “finalize
concepts” for four sites, one of which is
Central and Clover.

Up to this point, June 22, 2005, there is
no mention of placing any traffic device
anywhere other than Central Ave. and
Clover St. except one reference to Cen-
tral and Cedar. There is no discussion
recorded concerning the placement of a
traffic device anywhere other than at an
intersection.

On June 23, 2005, one day after the last
public meeting, a drawing was created to
indicate a crossing south of Clover St.
and opposite the proposed cul-de-sac of
Cambridge Rd.

Mr. Meth, the engineer, knows what
occurred between June 22 and June 23
2005, which resulted in this new location,
and he declines to answer questions.

If we fast forward to 2008, the county
hired the Louis Berger Group to study the
problem. Some protection has been sought
by the town from the title of the study,
“Pedestrian Signal Between the Intersec-
tions of Central Avenue with Clover Street
and Rodger Avenue.” While a sophist
might seek sanctuary in the title, his safety
is destroyed by the first sentence in the
report (Signal Warrant Analysis) that was
filed. The first sentence reads as follows,
“This section presents the methodology
and the analysis used to perform pedes-
trian signal warrant study at the intersec-
tion of Central Avenue and Clover Street.”

Every reference and every designation
of the county study refers to Central and
Clover. All the pedestrian and automatic
traffic recorder counts were at the cross-
walk North of Cambridge Road. The first

street intersecting Central Ave. North of
Cambridge Road is Clover St.

The county refers inquiries to the town
although they have unofficially indicated
that the present location was not their
choice.

For reasons presently unknown, Mr.
Meth will not respond to questions and
we are left with numerous inquiries re-
sulting from silence.

The premier question is, why is Mr.
Meth silent.

The next question is what motivated
him to submit a drawing of a new location
one day after the last public meeting was
held to finalize concepts for Central and
Clover.

Why are we told hundreds of people
were consulted at these meetings when
the report refers to 30 attending the March
23, 2005 meeting?

Assuming each and every homeowner
was notified of the town’s intent, was
there ever any writing indicating that the
town intended to locate the traffic device
at a place other than an existing intersec-
tion?

Is there any writing anywhere that in-
dicates greater safety to pedestrians by
placing the device at a spot other than at
an intersection?

The town council has silently sat by as
the public has been told that the present
placement was a result of the expert’s
reports. I suggest to you that the reports
never mention the present placement.
During all the public outreach and the
written reports of the town and county, no
one is informed that the present location
was considered.

There is no statement that the present
location is better or safer. There is only
one reference to the present location and
that is a drawing created the day after the
last public meeting.

I would like to reference The Westfield
Leader’s May 12, 2005 edition where
coverage of Mr. Gordon Meth’s sugges-
tion to the Town of Westfield is docu-
mented. It reads as follows, “At Central
Ave. and Clover St., Mr. Meth has pro-
posed a pedestrian traffic light which
would only be activated by pedestrians,
particularly Jefferson School Students.
Mayor Skibitsky and members of the
Westfield Town Council, Gordon Meth
was your traffic expert. Please read the
reports that I submitted to each of you,
and ask yourselves why you are silent.
Ask yourselves how transparent is gov-
ernment, which acts in this fashion.

When each of you ran for office you
applauded transparency in government.
You now sit in silence allowing the pub-
lic to be told you acted pursuant to the
reports of experts. Please ask yourselves
if you believe you are properly represent-
ing your constituency or are you merely
circling the wagons.

Gregory Kasko
Westfield

County Sets Spanish
Foreclosure Guidance

ELIZABETH -- Condado de Union,
NJ – Un foro de educación pública en
idioma Español, denominado “Ejecución
de Embargos Hipotecarios: Moviéndose
del Miedo a la Acción Positiva,” se
efectuará el domingo, 30 de enero de
2011 a la una de la tarde en el auditorio de
la Iglesia del Santísimo Sacramento, 1096
North Avenue, Elizabeth. El evento es
gratuito y abierto al público.

Para obtener más información, pueden
comunicarse con la Comisión de
Relaciones Humanas del Condado de
Union, (908) 889-9028.
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