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Letters to
the Editor

What’s Really Wrong With The Upcoming Westfield
School Bond Referendum on September 24th?

Our Family Home Has Been In Town
Before Westfield HS Was Built

I think we are all missing the point
with regard to the upcoming Septem-
ber 24th Westfield bond referendum
vote.

It’s not really whether we should
or should not have a lit field or a turf
field, or both. It’s not really about
whether we need to have all of our
school roofs simultaneously repaired
– and whether the “repairs” are to
ensure a safe roof above our child’s
head or so it can support solar panels.

No, it’s really about whether the
taxpaying residents of this town want
to allow the board of education (BOE)
to set a new precedent. That prece-
dent would be to allow a “nice to
have” to be bundled together with a
supposed “need to have.”

I have been reading the letters to
the editor, attending meetings, moni-
toring blogs and talking to fellow
Westfielders about this issue for the
past 100 days; and it seems that people
are lining up on one of two sides: for
the lit turf field or against it. How-
ever, I think it is more than that.

I would like us all to pause just for
a second and take a brief step back
and ask ourselves the following ques-
tion: Do we think it is appropriate for
the BOE to combine these two par-
ticular items into one referendum?
Does that run against our better in-
stincts? We seem to be a fiscally-

conservative town, but we have a soft
spot (rightfully so) for anything re-
lated to our kids and their education.

Is the BOE preying on that soft
spot by lumping what we must ac-
knowledge is a nice to have (lit turf
field) with a possible need to have
(roof repair)? Did the BOE know that
there would be resistance to a lit turf
field (on the basis of long-term fiscal,
logistical, environmental, and home-
value depreciation concerns), so they
added the roof project? The thought
being, ‘If parents think a roof is about
to collapse on Johnny’s head then
they won’t fight grass being turned to
turf and almost ten 80-foot lights
being installed into the heart of the
South Side.’ Something to think about.

For those of you who are vehe-
mently against a lit turf field (whether
it’s because you feel we have appro-
priate athletic facilities for our chil-
dren or because your home’s value
will be negatively impacted) your
mind is made up and you will Vote
No on September 24th. For those of
you who are learning about this for
the first time or are on the fence about
how you will vote, I want you to
know that you will not be doing your
children or your town a disservice by
voting No. What you will be doing is
sending a message to the board of
education that we (the tax-paying

It is not my intention to get into a
letter-writing contest regarding the
issue of the proposed lighted turf
field; however, I would like to com-
ment on the letter from Ruth Maloney
in which she says, among other things,
that when one buys a home with a
school nearby the owner must accept
there will parking issues.

When my grandfather purchased
the family homestead 115 years ago,
there was no school in the neighbor-
hood, as a matter of fact there were no

cars either. I imagine granddad’s big-
gest concern was horse manure on
what was then an unpaved road named
New York Avenue.

Perhaps it was just poor foresight
on his part.

This will be resolved in a few weeks,
hopefully in a way which will be fair
to myself and my neighbors and to
every resident’s finances; please vote
No.

David J. O’Connor
Westfield

Girls Softball Team
Urges Yes Vote on Bond

This past summer, we got to expe-
rience playing softball on a turf field.
We feel having a turf field will be
convenient and improve the way we
play. The turf will make it more con-
venient because we can play later
because there will be lights on the
field.

It will improve the way we play
because we will be able to practice
and play even if it’s raining or has
rained before. It will prevent injuries
because there will be no bumps like
there are on grass fields so fewer
people will fall or get hit by balls
taking strange hops. It was fun and
exciting traveling to play on other
teams’ fields, but disappointing to
see dugouts, turf, concession stands
and scoreboards. It made us realize
the conditions of our own fields were
not only not the best, but some of the
worst and we would like to change
that. This turf could bring pride back
to Westfield softball.

Thank you for listening to our opin-
ion and we hope you will consider
voting yes for a turf field.

GSLW U12A Softball
Ally Gulla, Ally Borg, Lucy Earl,

Muriel Maloney, Molly Sheil,
Maddie Parrish, Danielle Rinaldi

BOE Bets You Won’t
Notice Sept. 24th Ballot

Six Westfield Board of Education
members and their hired lawyers,
salesman and engineers are counting
on you not even noticing a move that
will change the landscape of one of
Westfield’s treasured spaces. The larg-
est open natural field in the center of
Westfield could soon be lost to plas-
tic grass and bleachers; soaring light
towers and traffic congestion. That is
what they are betting when they
placed this issue up for a vote on
Monday, Sept. 24 – a day most people
don’t even know they should be vot-
ing. Others have made the arguments;
how bundling this $3-million plastic
field with the roofs is sneaky politics;
how the real costs of ongoing main-
tenance and replacement have been
hidden from the public.

The Board is counting on nobody
showing up to vote. Historically, only
a few thousand vote on these kinds of
bond issues. That is why your vote
can make a difference. Force the BOE
to give Westfield voters a real choice
on school roofs and plastic fields.
Send them back to put something on
the ballot that is a true investment in
our future. Vote NO on Sept. 24.

Jonah Gensler
Westfield

WF Should Have Been Able to Raise
Funds to Restore Tombstones

After reading your story about the
preservation work being undertaken
on the tombstones at the Burying
Ground of the Westfield Presbyterian
Church, I would like to comment.

As most know, this is the oldest
cemetery in town, and contains the
remains of many early Westfield fami-
lies. The tombstones on the one-acre
lot are a record of people’s lives, as
well as beautiful hand-carved arti-
facts from our Colonial past. Over
the last decade, I have posted photo-
graphs of many of the stones on my
website, WestfieldNJhistory.com to
make them available to descendants
who now live all over the world.

I will be the first to admit that some
of the stones are not restorable using
present means, and so have been prop-
erly conserved under the guidance of
the very capable MCC [Materials
Conservation Collaborative, LLC of
Philadelphia] and Dave Rogers’s
group. The technique they are using
is accepted as a last-resort means to
save fragments of the stones from
total loss, and photographing and
wrapping the stones in plastic will
assure their preservation.

I question both the lack of avail-
able funds to repair additional stones,
and the physical size of the stones
that will be/have been buried.

It is hard to fathom that in a town
that prides itself on being called “Co-
lonial” Westfield — a town which
continuously alludes to its past, and
is located in a state that has one of the
highest per capita incomes in the
country — adequate money could
not be raised for the proper restora-
tion of more stones, even at $600 per
stone (as quoted by Lee Hale). I re-
ceive the newsletters of both the
Westfield Historical Society and the
Genealogical Society of the West
Fields, and I don’t recall any solicita-
tion for funds in either publication.
While $600 per stone is certainly
costly, it could be raised over time
with a proper publicity campaign.
The Westfield Historical Society had
a very successful outcome with the
restoration of the Reeve House. Why
not follow it up with the Colonial
Cemetery, which would be a perfect
collaborative project for both histori-
cal organizations?

As far as the size of the stones, my
first clue was the missing stone for
Hannah Wright, as mentioned in your
story. She died in 1807, and I have
been caretaking her well-preserved
flat stone for perhaps 20 years, clean-
ing around the edge so that it didn’t
get covered with grass. A photograph
of it can be seen on my website men-
tioned above. It’s sad that her stone is
now buried, and that her memory is
merely a notation in a history book.
This leads me to wonder if other large
stones were also buried, and whether
someone may have used a liberal
interpretation of the word “fragment.”
Looking to the future, will markers
ever be placed to indicate the former
location of all buried stones?

As an aside, Herbert Halsey’s “A
Guide to the Colonial Cemetery of
the Presbyterian Cemetery in
Westfield, New Jersey” [published in
1987], while a serious and worth-
while effort, does have some errors in
it, so genealogists/historians beware.

On a more positive note, look on
the Internet at what the residents of
Hackettstown have recently done to
restore their town cemetery. They

used private donations and state fund-
ing to restore 183 headstones. The
entire town was involved.

I appeal to the trustees of the Pres-
byterian Church of Westfield to take
the only logical and respectful action
— please post the images of the tomb-
stone fragments/pieces and associ-
ated reference book on the Internet.
This is a very simple thing to do, and
will assure that the memory of the
early residents of Colonial Westfield
do not get lost in time. This will also
guarantee that they are available for
viewing by the now-scattered descen-
dants of those buried in the cemetery.
I would be more than happy to do this
for them on my own website, or pro-
vide any assistance to help them do so.

David Kane
Franklin, Tenn.

Eyewitness to Barchester Way Fire Is
Alarmed About What She Learned

Aristotle Wouldn’t
Support Turf Fields

More than 2,000 years ago
Aristotle, the founder of political sci-
ence and a student of Plato, observed,
advised, and warned, “All who have
meditated on the art of governing
mankind have been convinced that
the fate of empires depends on the
education of youth.”

He called for education and would
not if he were here today call for turf
fields lighted or unlighted!

If he were here today he would call
for more books in the school library,
more science laboratories, more for-
eign language laboratories, more
school trips to historic and cultural
places, more music for the school
music ensembles, and more teach-
ers!

Stephen Schoeman
Westfield

Freeholders Looking To
Get Rid of Runnells

During the 2010 Freeholder De-
bate, Freeholder Daniel Sullivan at-
tacked his Republican opponents and
said the following on the subject of
Runnells Specialized Hospital:

“Don’t be misled by what you’re
hearing here tonight. When you hear,
‘We’re going to examine this, we’re
going to look at it,’ they have a plan to
get rid of it. We’ve lost Muhlenberg
Hospital, we’ve lost Union Hospital,
where are our seniors going to go?”

The following resolution calling
for an examination of options to priva-
tize or close Runnells Specialized
Hospital was on last [Thursday’s]
agenda setting meeting agenda and is
expected to be approved at next
Thursday’s regular meeting:

“Authorizing the county manager
to enter into an agreement with Com-
plete Healthcare Resources – East-
ern, Inc. (CHR-E), Dresher, Pa., for
analysis and development of options
for Runnells Specialized Hospital for
a contract period of 60 days from the
commencement of on-site work to
the delivery of the preliminary report
to the county representatives in an
amount not to exceed $60,000.”

At the same debate, Freeholder
Kowalski asserted that “this Demo-
cratic team, we have made sure
Runnells is self-sustaining economi-
cally and is moving very solidly in
the future.”

Tina Renna
Cranford

I saw your article about the grant
for more firefighters being denied,
and as an eyewitness to the fire on
Barchester Way, I have very strong
feelings about this denial. I am a
junior at WHS and am enrolled in
journalism. I hope to write for the
Hi’s Eye next year.

Your September 6 article “WF
Grant Application for Additional
Firefighters Denied” reported that
“following a house fire on Barchester
Way, members of FMBA... asked for
additional manpower.” What it did
not mention, is how crucial the need
for four more firefighters is to the
department and how the fire on
Barchester unveiled unnerving flaws
in the town’s system.

Soon after the fire, Mayor Andy
Skibitsky held a neighborhood meet-
ing to explain the events of the day.
As a neighbor of this family, I at-
tended and what I learned was alarm-
ing:

There must always be seven
firefighters on duty at any time. Pro-
tocol requires four firefighters be
present at a house before entering;

two go in, two stay out. For reasons
un-clarified, only six men were on
duty that day. Minutes before the
Westfield fire, a call from Springfield
was received and three firefighters,
as is required by a “mutual aid” pro-
gram, were sent to help there. This
left only three firefighters in
Westfield.

I watched as this fire spread
throughout the house and the sever-
ity worsened while the three
firefighters stood outside waiting for
backup. If the firehouse had been
adequately staffed, the fire could have
been contained. Instead, it was de-
stroyed and the charred remnants sit
in our neighborhood still.

Budget issues are not an accept-
able reason to have ineffective emer-
gency response systems. I strongly
encourage those in the town and sur-
rounding areas to wake up and real-
ize that lives are at stake and to let our
representatives know that firefighters
are not an expendable provision.

Elena Arida
Westfield

constituents) don’t agree to pork bar-
reling. We don’t tolerate it with whom
we elect and send to Trenton or Wash-
ington D.C., so why accept it locally?
Especially when current and future
residents will be footing the bill for
decades to come!

By voting NO, you will be telling
the BOE to show courage and come
back to us in April or September
2013 with separate bond referendums
(one dealing with roof repairs and
perhaps one asking for financing for
enhancements or improvement to the
field behind the high school). You
will be telling the BOE that in these
choppy economic times we need to
be fully educated and better sold on
why we need to go further in debt as
a town to pay for these separate items.
Don’t you think we deserve that?

By voting Yes on September 24th,
you will be sending the message that
we the people are nothing but rubber
stamps when it comes to our local
elected officials putting us further in
debt – without fully explaining why.

By voting No on September 24th,
you will be asking the BOE to make
a better case in 2013 for why these
two separate projects need to be
funded.

Bruce Marro
Westfield

Cancel ‘Empty Chair’ Taxpayer
Funded Political Conventions

Every four years Democrat and Republican del-
egates track to their party’s week-long conventions
to hear a bunch of political speeches, empty chairs
and officially nominate their nominees for Presi-
dent. For decades now that decision is already known
months before the conventions are even held.

As former Governor Mike Huckabee said re-
cently, these conventions are nothing more than
televisions shows. But the bigger problem is that
American taxpayers this year are flipping the bill for
over $34 million for these conventions split evenly
between the two parties. According to the Federal
Election Commission (FEC), when taxpayers fill
out their 1040 Federal tax forms, they have the
option to check a box to donate $3 to the Presidential
Election Campaign Fund (PECF). The $18.3 million
given to each convention this year is up from $15
million from 2008. The PECF was created in 1971
through the Federal Election Campaign and Rev-
enue Act of 1971 in an effort to remove the influence
of corporate and other big money in politics. In 1994
Congress increased the checkoff from $1 to $3.

According to the FEC, “participation in the tax

checkoff program has declined each year, from a
high of 28.7 percent for 1980 returns to 6.6 percent
for returns filed with the Internal Revenue Service
(IRS) in 2010.” A FEC document on one media
website shows both political parties use the money
on liquor, catering, travel, parking expenses, on the
convention websites, convention staff salaries, pro-
duction costs, etc. At a time when the nation’s debt
has reached $16 trillion and unemployment stands at
8.3 percent, it is amazing that either political party
has the gall to blow $18 million of taxpayer money
on what amounts to a week-long party/lobbying
effort.

In our view, these conventions should be canceled.
They only are done nowadays to get each party’s
base motivated for the election. Why spend millions
of dollars of taxpayer funds for that?

The hopes of curtailing the influence of big money
on elections has failed. The opposite has happened.

“Make my day.” Instead, why not include a check
box so taxpayers can designate their $3 to be used to
start paying down our national debt? It seems that
would be money much better spent.
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LD-21 (R): Sen. Thomas Kean, Jr. and Asm. Jon Bramnick, Westfield; Asw. Nancy  Munoz, Summit

LD-22 (D): Sen. Nicholas Scutari, Linden; Asw. Linda  Stender, Scotch Plains; Asm. Jerry  Green, Plainfield

Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Chyme – Partly digested food
2. Spoffle – To worry about small

things or trifles
3. Liphaemia – Blood deficiency
4. Manavelins – Leftovers; odds and

ends

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.

SAPOROUS
1. Of or having taste or flavor
2. Shameful; corrupt
3. Tenative; timid
4. Porous; leaky

PLANCHET
1. A parasitic worm such as the tape-

worm
2. A slaughterhouse for cattle
3. A flat piece of metal ready to be

stamped as a coin
4. A small European hawk

SOLDAN
1. A woman’s dressing gown or negli-

gee
2. A sultan or any Moslem ruler or

prince
3. Utter dismay; astonishment
4. A narrow pathway; a foot path

ANTHROPOPHAGY
1. Memory loss; amnesia
2. Arthritis of the pelvis and lumbar

vertebrae
3. Cannibalism
4. A process of cleansing the body;

fasting

TURF THE ROOFS,
LITE THE INSIDE

See more letters pages 5, 17


