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Letters to
the Editor

MS Students Told Not
To Stuff The Urinals
I am writing to inform you that for the

past two days the boys’ bathroom [at
Beechwood School across from the gym
has flooded due to paper towels being
stuffed into the urinals. We have had to
close the bathroom each day for approxi-
mately three hours to clean and sanitize
before reopening. Students had to use
alternate bathrooms, which takes addi-
tional time from their instruction.

After our second incident [on Friday],
I visited each classroom to speak to the
students about proper bathroom behav-
ior. I asked the students to respect the
bathroom in the same manner as they do
at home. I emphasized that the paper
towels are meant to dry their hands and
not be placed in the urinal. In addition, I
also asked the students to not lock the
bathroom stalls and crawl underneath the
doors.

I would appreciate your discussing
this situation with your child. Although
your child may not be directly involved
in the actions of one student it may influ-
ence that of others. I appreciate your
support in helping to keep our students
safe and reinforcing good manners.

If you have any questions and/or con-
cerns please do not hesitate to call or e-
mail me.

Joy Blom
Dir. of Curriculum/Instruction

Mountainside BOE

Bundling Turf, Roofs
Is Irresponsible

Please vote No on the bond question!
Bundling and approving a bill for instal-
lation of high school sports turf field and
lights (luxury) and maintaining/repair-
ing the school roofs (necessity) is irre-
sponsible. Vote No and require the BOE
to draft a bill that does not include luxury.
Our tax dollars should be spent responsi-
bly.

Deborah Driscoll
Westfield

Expensive School Maintenance Must
Be Done With Bonds as the Only Way
In 2009, the Westfield Board of Edu-

cation convened a Strategic Planning
Council of community members, teach-
ers, administrators, and board members
to develop the 2010-2015 Strategic Plan
for the district. One of the goals of the
plan is to analyze and prioritize the
district’s maintenance projects and to seek
funding to support facility upgrades.

For years, the administration and the
board have had to prioritize the needs of
the district. Student achievement has al-
ways been our highest priority. The re-
tention of teachers, staff and programs
that lead directly to student success were
funded first. For example, I have always
advocated for small class sizes in the
primary grades. Each child that learns to
read in the first grade only goes to first
grade once. A student’s ability to read
can’t be put on the back burner for a year,
but the roofs could be repaired and patched
for a year. Therefore, facilities, fields and
technology were discussed, monitored,
maintained and put in a holding pattern
for several years.

For the last two years, we have been
trying to find ways to address the facility
and technology needs of the district. Due
to a small increase in state aid last year
and savings from our energy, health and
benefit plans, we have been able to move

forward and begin to plan and implement
some facility and technology projects.
But the only way to address our most
expensive facility projects is through a
bond referendum.

The board’s facilities committee, along
with the administration, has determined
the facility priorities for the district. One
of the top priorities, replacing boilers at
McKinley and Franklin Schools, was
achieved through our maintenance bud-
get. Smaller, but important projects, such
as the replacement of windows at Edison
Intermediate School, replacing the rig-
ging on the stage at the high school, and
the repaving of many parking lots were
also funded in this way. But, the cost of
replacing 77 percent of the roofs on 11
buildings and installing a turf field are
priorities that are beyond our ability to
save for due to the 2 percent cap on our
fund reserve balance. Therefore, the board
has determined that the only way to fund
these two projects is by asking the public
to support a bond.

As a board member, I support the
upcoming bond referendum and feel that
it is the only way to fix our roofs and
provide the additional field time that our
students need.

Ann Cary
Westfield Board of Education

Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Saporous – Of or having taste or

flavor
2. Planchet – A flat piece of metal

ready to be stamped as a coin
3. Soldan – A sultan or any Moslem

ruler or prince
4. Anthropophagy – Cannibalism

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.

VEDRO
1. Small metal cuplike stand for hold-

ing hot coffee cups
2. A Russian liquid measure equal to

3.249 gallons
3. An old woman; a hag
4. A plug, such as in barrels

CRASSAMENTUM
1. The thick red part of the blood
2. The decayed trunk of a tree
3. The part of a clam or mussel which

contains the internal organs
4. A pathological accumulation of se-

rous fluid in a bodily cavity
PANDICULATION

1. A flickering or sparkling
2. Revenge; reprisal
3. Any large stage prop in the theater

which depicts the background
4. The act of stretching and yawning

JAGER
1. A barrel maker
2. A riding whip
3. A hunter or rifleman
4. A blacksmith

If Bond Is Not Approved, There Will
Be Less Money for Operations

With the school bond referendum com-
ing up on Monday, September 24, I
thought I’d write to explain why I’m
voting for the bond. Like many here in
Westfield, I have children in the school
district and I want to do what’s right for
them and for the town. I’ve been to many
board of education meetings over the
years, and try to follow what’s happening
with the budget and staffing decisions
and give my opinion when I think it’s
necessary to speak up. Now is that time.

We all know the school district’s roofs
need repair, and most would agree that
funding those repairs with a bond is actu-
ally a thoughtful solution, given low in-
terest rates, other maturing bonds, and
the fact that bonds can only be used to
fund capital improvements. We cannot
issue a bond to pay for technology en-
hancements or additional teachers, and in
fact, if we don’t approve the bond there
will be less money from each year’s op-
erating budget to pay for technology or
teachers, as it will have to pay for further
patches on the roofs. Unlike households,
school districts cannot save up money
over time to help pay for a big project –
the state will not allow it, and in fact, took
money away from Westfield several years
ago that was deemed a “surplus.” The
BOE has also tried to get installers of
solar panels to take on the roof repair as
part of the installation contract, but no
one will take on that job. Given those
circumstances, a bond is the best solution
and now is the right time.

I also support the installation of a turf
field at the high school. With the increase
in students in this town over the past 10
years, and the increase in their participa-
tion in sports activities, an additional turf
field would be a marvelous addition. I’ve
been at Kehler on the morning after a

heavy rain, and seen the kids from Edison
come across the street for physical educa-
tion. How great would it be to give stu-
dents at the high school, many of whom
have left organized sports activities, that
same opportunity to come outside and
enjoy fresh air? And, as the mother of two
boys and the wife of a coach, I can attest
to the struggle for fields among coaches
of lacrosse, baseball, soccer and softball
when the spring and summer roll around.
Having a reliable, multi-purpose field
available would help tremendously and
allow more games to be played. The BOE
is trying to minimize the impact the field
would have on surrounding properties by
limiting hours, restricting the usage of
lights and banning air horns and a PA
system. Available parking in the high
school lot was a factor in the choosing of
this field to minimize additional conges-
tion that might arise. And please, keep in
mind that the sports that can be played on
the proposed field do not typically attract
football-size crowds, so crowd noise and
parking issues will likely be less disrup-
tive than some may fear.

I’ve heard from some people who are
not happy with the “bundling” of these
two issues into one bond. The BOE may
have misjudged the desire for discussion
on this one, but past bonds have always
included funding for multiple projects,
including enhancements to Roosevelt and
new windows at Edison in the bond that
is primarily remembered for funding the
centralized kindergarten at Lincoln. If
you would vote for both projects sepa-
rately, please vote for them together.
Westfield really does need both parts of
this bond, and that’s why I’m voting Yes
on September 24th.

Amy Root
Westfield

Have WF BOE Come Back With a
Proposal to Fix the Roofs; Vote No

I am urging Westfield Taxpayers to
vote No on the September 24th bond
referendum. The BOE is asking for $16.9
million to perform work on all of the
district’s roofs and install a fourth turf
field in town, with 80-foot high lights. At
the July 10th meeting, I asked the BOE to
provide detailed financial information and
their cost-benefit analysis regarding these
projects. To date, this information has
not been posted to the bond information
website. I reviewed the posted budget
and bond presentations to try and under-
stand the financial impact of these
projects. My conclusion is that neither
the roof project, as presented, nor the
lighted turf field makes financial sense
for approval.

First, the $13.6-million roof project
consists of not only repairing the roofs,
but also upgrading the roofs to support
having solar panels installed. That means
we are being asked to borrow more money
than would otherwise be needed to just
fix the roofs. The roof presentation does
not breakdown how much it costs to fix
the roofs versus upgrading the roofs for
solar panels. If upgrade costs are 20 per-
cent of the total, then that $2.7 million
should be evaluated against the benefits
generated by putting solar panels on the
school district’s roofs. (The fact that the
BOE did not provide the cost breakdown
leads me to believe that the percentage
for upgrading the roofs is higher than 20
percent of the total). From the BOE’s
roof presentation, the projected savings
from installing solar panels is $650,000
to $980,000 over the panels’ useful life.
The BOE would over-borrow $2.7 mil-
lion to save a maximum of $980,000.
None of us would do something so finan-
cially irresponsible in our personal bud-
gets, so why should we give the OK to the
BOE?

Second, the $3.3 million turf field the
BOE says is needed so the high school
doesn’t lose gym classes to wet weather,
provide another regulation size field and
to reduce maintenance costs. If having a
turf field adds 10 extra usable days for
gym classes per year (or 10 percent of the
school days in warm weather months)
and the field lasts seven years (like
Houlihan and Syd Fey fields) then the
turf field will cost taxpayers $47,000 for
each extra usable gym day.

As for reducing maintenance costs,
during the eight years I’ve lived in town,
we’ve had one hurricane and at least two
other major storms. The existing grass
field has not needed to be repaired after
those storms or at any other time. If other
fields needed repair, then perhaps that is
where the turf field should be located;
however, since the 2012-2013 budget
only has $7,000 for field maintenance, it
doesn’t seem like the other fields need
major repairs either.

Third, at the July 10th meeting, the

athletic director said that the lights are
primarily for the town programs not the
school. The only team that plays games at
night can’t because Kehler Stadium
doesn’t have lights due to neighborhood
impact concerns. If lights are needed for
town athletic programs there are other
fields that could be lighted and not im-
pact the neighbors (Tamaques Park for
one). The town declined to put lights on
any fields citing costs and other priorities
during these tough times. Why is the
BOE borrowing money for the town ath-
letic programs after the town said no?

There is no mention of how much the
ongoing operating cost of the lights and
field will be or if the new athletic site
supervisor position is needed to schedule
usage of the turf field (I suspect it is). If
the school can pay these costs, couldn’t
they return some of the $400,000 in an-
nual student activity fees instead?

Vote No to this referendum. The BOE
can come back to the taxpayers with a
proposal for the cost of fixing the roofs
without the fiscally irresponsible up-
grades or the bundled turf field. Looking
at the repair timeline, a January 2013 vote
looks like it will have very little impact.

Andy Rickert
Westfield

Everyone Should Vote
Against This Bond

I am writing regarding the board of
education bond vote on Monday, Sep-
tember 24. The bond is raising funds for
new roofs and a lighted turf field at
Westfield High School. Properly main-
tained grass fields are adequate. The fact
that the fields are not useable when it
rains or is wet is not a reason to spend $3
million for a turf field. Even professional
sports are rained out or delayed due to
weather.

Apparently, Westfield children and
parents cannot ever be inconvienced as
long as someone else is paying. Recently
The Star-Ledger reported that between
10 percent and 19 percent of Westfield
families are currently having difficulties
paying their monthly bills. Also, recently
it is noted that Westfield ranking dropped
from 40 to 49 in the state while other
Union County schools moved up in the
rankings. Perhaps money could be better
spent on academics.

The Westfield Leader reported last
week that the Sid Fay and Houlihan turf
fields, which were completed seven years
ago, require $387,500 in repairs and is
nearing the time for replacement. When
installed, the taxpayers were told it would
last 20 years and that maintenance would
be minimal.

Finally, the board is being very deceit-
ful in bundling the turf field question
with the roofs. The board knows that the
vote on the field alone would not pass
otherwise. The high school turf field vote
passed by only 75 votes the week before
Christmas. Of course this vote cannot be
held in November, but must be held on a
Monday just preceding a major Jewish
holiday. Let us (sic. they) make sure that
we do not vote in November when more
people would turn out.

I urge everyone to vote against this
wasteful spending during a recession.
The roofs can be temporarily repaired
and a new bond issue prepared readily for
roofs only.

Robert Tarte
Westfield

WF BOE President; Vote With Facts, Not Misinformation
In the three plus years that I have been

a member of the Westfield Board of
Education, I have never written to the
press in response to an editorial or an
opinion piece. If I have something to say,
I say it to the public in what are generally
publicly televised meetings. But there
has been so much misinformation about
the pending bond vote, put out predomi-
nantly by people who oppose the turf
field at the high school, that I feel com-
pelled to respond to what was printed in
The Leader just last week. I will focus on
just one example – the letter which began
with a reference that such letter had been
previously sent to me in my capacity as
president of the Westfield Board of Edu-
cation.

It is true that the letter was sent to me
a couple weeks ago. What the author fails
to mention is that I replied to him in short
order that his letter contained inaccura-
cies. He chose not to tell you that. I even
gave him one simple example and told
him that there was never intended to be an
underground water holding tank under
the field. Yet, the author chose to publish
the original letter which went on for 12
lines in the paper questioning the merits
of the tank to make it read as if the board
of education does not know what it is
doing – it is intended to get you to vote
“no” based upon misinformation. All of
the legitimate questions raised in the let-
ter have been responded to in public
forums. The author didn’t mention that
either. I do give him credit for beginning
his letter by noting that he lives near the
proposed field’s location. In fact, my
original view of the letter was that it was
thoughtful, just misinformed. I did not
realize it would be used to publicly spread
misinformation. It is not my intention to
embarrass people and I will stop with this
one example. But there are plenty more.

I will also address what I think are the
three most common areas of misinforma-
tion out there about the proposed field, so
that voters can decide for themselves
whether the bond is a good idea.

First, people seem to have the idea that
somehow the turf field creates a non-
permeable surface that will flood sur-
rounding areas. That is not true. As our
experts have stated publicly, a compre-
hensive storm water drainage system will
be installed to specifications required by
the State of New Jersey, which will in fact
provide better drainage than exists today.
So, issue one – to clarify, there will be

better, not worse, drainage.
Second, people have the notion that

lights will shine directly into people’s
windows and cause drastic changes in
their way of life. That is not true. As our
experts have stated publicly, the light
“spillage” from what is “next genera-
tion” lighting decreases to a level that
approaches moonlight at almost every
home around the field, as measured at the
point where “spillage” would actually
reach a home. Further, this does not take
into account any blockage of light from
the mature trees that surround the field
between the field and the homes. And in
any event, field lighting will be off no
later than 9 p.m. and always off on Sun-
days.

Third, people have the notion that the
turf field will spew toxins into the air and
raise air temperature along Rahway Av-
enue to unbearable levels. That is not
true. Our experts have discussed this pub-
licly more than once. This turf field will
get hot, just like the other turf fields that
our athletes play on in Westfield and in
surrounding towns. You can’t play active
sports on a hot turf field in bare feet. Nor
should you do so on natural grass. As our
experts have noted, according to inde-
pendent testing by Connecticut-based
Milone & MacBroom, on a hot summer
day, the air temperature two feet above
the surface of a turf field is four degrees
higher than it would be over natural grass.
That temperature change drops to zero
just five feet off the surface.

Does anyone really believe that the
board of education is looking to flood
fields, shine lights directly into homes,
burn our athletes’ feet and spread toxins
into the air? I hope not. Not because I am
on the board of ed.; but, rather, because to
hold such a belief would mean that some-
how, someone got you to tune out all of
the good, hard work the Westfield Board
of Education has done for this town for
years and years. Someone got you to
forget that our own children play on our
fields. Someone got you to forget that we
dedicate countless hours working to make
the district better for everyone’s chil-
dren. Decisions are not made lightly by
the board. The roof and field projects
have been on the facilities projects list for
years and discussed for years.

Finally, I would be remiss not to men-
tion the topic of combining both projects
into one vote. The board of education did
not prioritize one project over another.

As mentioned, both have been on the
capital improvement priority list and dis-
cussed for years. Combining projects is
how this town typically handles bond
issuances. It is also a common practice of
surrounding towns. Yet some people say
that because the projects are bundled,
they will vote no to the whole thing – on
principle. Some do believe that principle
and I respect their opinion. But many
others tell us that because of that prin-
ciple, they will vote no – then they tell us
– move the turf field to Edison and we
won’t oppose it. They tell us to put the
lights on Kehler and we won’t oppose it.
Where is the principle in that? The board
of education proposed the high school
field because it is the right location for the
district. And we have explained why
publicly.

Whether you vote yes or no for the
bond referendum, please do so because
you made an educated vote. You can
learn more about the bond and the projects
on the district’s homepage at
www.westfieldnjk12.org/bond2012.
Please don’t vote based on misinforma-
tion. Be informed and then vote for what
you think is right. No one on the board
will take issue with that.

Rich Mattessich
President, Westfield BOE

See more letters on
pages 5, 10 and 11

Poorly Served by
Westfield BOE

As Westfield citizens step up to vote
on the proposed $16.9 million bond issue
on September 24th, it’s pretty obvious
that the Board of Education has done a
poor job of fiscal planning. Maintenance
shouldn’t be treated as a capital expendi-
ture, nor should its funding be combined
with a “nice to have” item. If the roof
repairs are so vital why on earth were
they subjected to the uncertainties of a
public vote? It exhibits faulty
prioritization and poor planning.

I agree with Bruce Marro, the reader
who wrote last week that the two issues
should have been separated. If we take on
this additional level of debt, how are we
any different from our representatives in
Washington DC whom we all criticize
for their profligate ways.

We have been poorly served by the
Board of Education. I plan to vote no.

Simon Lack
Westfield

The Roof and Turf Debate
The controversy of how to manage and repair school

roofs as evident by the many letters to the editor over the
last several months will reach a crescendo Monday
evening, September 24, as Westfielders vote to decide if
borrowing $17 million is the best way to proceed. There
is polarization, strong advocates for and against the
proposal – even charges of lawn signs being stolen from
those opposing the plan.

We’ve had anonymous correspondence suggesting that
we shouldn’t publish some of the letters, as their opinions
were disagreeable; even suggesting collusion on our part
to allow such opinions to be heard. Such talk brings
shivers to our bones and draws our ire. We staunchly
believe in free speech and don’t consider the Constitution
“a tired, old document.”

We’ve stayed close to the roof and turf debate, attended
meetings and listened to the many opinions. As an aside,
PowerPoint is one of the most “dumbing-down” com-
puter programs ever written – It’s sort of like celery, the
only food with negative calories. Actually, celery may
have a few calories, but it takes more energy to chew it.

We have the good fortune to report on several towns and

observe how they manage affairs. For example this week,
the Scotch Plains-Fanwood BOE reports that they re-
paired three school roofs over the summer from their
maintenance budget. Kudos to them for the foresight -
seems like good management. Presumably, they are accu-
mulating maintenance funds also for turf repairs when the
“bell tolls.”

In Westfield, about 60 percent of the property taxpayers
don’t have children in the public schools and they bear the
majority of the cost of education for those who do. When
some say, “If you can’t stand the heat, then get out of the
kitchen,” it begs the question, “What would the property
tax be if those 60 percent disappeared?

All opinions being respected, Westfield is a great town
with fine people who appreciate each other.

Retired Westfield School Superintendent Bill Foley
said, “People vote with their feet.”

Given today’s economy and the mess with the federal
government, where is one to run? Westfield doesn’t have
the same problem locally as nationally, as expressed by
Margaret Thatcher - “The problem with socialism is that
you eventually run out of other people’s money.”

USED LAWN SIGNS
FOR SALE
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