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Christie’s EMT Training Fund Plan
Puts Fund on Better Financial Footing

Voices of Sanity In Debate That Has
Quickly Become Polarized

We are writing in response to the
excellent letter by David Haas in the
March 28th edition of The Westfield
Leader. We agree with David Haas
on many of his points. We also ap-
plaud the speakers at the excellent
forum on “Guns in a Civil Society”
held on March 20th at the Holy Trin-
ity Parish Center and sponsored by
the Peace and Justice Committee of
Holy Trinity and St. Helen’s. We also
support President Obama who has
made a clear call for passing effective
legislation in Congress to take mean-
ingful steps to reduce the level of gun
violence in our country. We also are
pleased that Senators Robert
Menendez and Frank Lautenberg
have supported President Obama’s
efforts to get effective gun control
legislation passed soon.

These are all voices of sanity in
what has become a debate that has
quickly become polarized. In the 100
days that have passed since the trag-
edy in Newtown, we should have
seen our elected representatives in
Congress line up to come up with

strong and effective legislation to re-
duce gun violence. Instead, we have
heard multiple excuses and seen pro-
posed legislation weakened to the
point that passing it would be an
insult to the majority of people that
want Congress to take meaningful
action on this issue.

We call upon Congress to pass
strong, effective legislation to ban all
military-style semi-automatic assault
weapons as well as high capacity
ammunition magazines. These weap-
ons are not needed by hunters or
farmers. We also ask for universal
criminal background checks for all
gun buyers. We ask Rep. Lance to
represent our congressional district
by stating that he will support strong,
effective gun control legislation. We
ask our Mayor to add Westfield to the
list of mayors that support Mayors
Against Illegal Guns.

The time for action is now.
Walter Korfmacher

Madeleine Korfmacher
Westfield

New Jersey’s volunteer EMS com-
munity has always appreciated Gov-
ernor Christie’s support, and we were
especially gratified to hear him not
only acknowledge the volunteers’
tireless efforts during and since Hur-
ricane Sandy, but also his plans to
help rescue the EMT Training Fund,
which Gov. Jon Corzine crippled with
his $4-million raid of the account in
2009.

Gov. Christie’s recent budget ad-
dress, during which he cited the need
for more EMS volunteers, allowed us
to hope as we have not dared in a long
time. Repeated, malicious attacks
over the years from anti-volunteer
groups – including some in the Leg-
islature – who want to replace volun-
teers with a statewide paid-EMS sys-
tem costing tens of millions of dol-
lars have been disheartening and ex-

hausting, but they have not broken
us.

The governor’s plan for the EMT
Training Fund – which involves no
taxpayer money, but rather is financed
via a 50-cent surcharge on all moving
violations – doesn’t fix all of the
problems, but it goes a long way
toward putting the fund on better
financial footing.

Gov. Christie, Department of
Health Commissioner Mary O’Dowd
and their senior staffs have demon-
strated they understand how vital
EMS volunteers are to New Jersey’s
residents on a daily basis and in times
of widespread crisis. We thank them
for their encouragement.

Edward Jan Burdzy
Executive Director, NJ State First

Aid Council
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Mayor Skibitsky Should Add Name
To Mayors Against Illegal Guns

Does Supreme Court Have Judicial
Competence on Same-Sex Marriage?
The central issue before the United

States Supreme Court is not whether
same sex marriage is constitutional,
but whether the Court has the judicial,
competence to make such a decision!

In what matters of theology may
the Court decide? Or intrude?

There is value in the ancient call,
“Render unto Caesar what is Caesar’s
and unto God what is God’s.” That
there is a distinction between tempo-
ral and spiritual realms.

On what theological basis is the
Court capable of such a decision?

None other than Thomas Jefferson
wrote a letter to Spencer Roane (1762-
1822), a judge on the Virginia Court
of Appeals, on September 6,1819.
He the principle author of the Decla-
ration of Independence and the au-
thor of the Virginia Statute for Reli-
gious Freedom cautioned that the
Supreme Court’s power to determine
constitutionality must be curbed or it
will continue to consolidate the power
of the federal government. He argued
that the judiciary’s independence
from the will of the people upsets the
checks and balances established by
the Constitution. (The letter may be
found on the website of the Library
of Congress.)

On the issue of same sex marriage
there are theological arguments on
both sides, yet the Court is being
asked to decide the matter.

The Court is not permitted by its
own precedents and jurisprudence to
base decisions on the prevailing pub-
lic opinion, which is notoriously ever
changing.

 Here is a theological thicket from
which the Court cannot emerge with-
out scars whichever way it decides.

 How can the court anticipate the
theological consequences of a ruling
that same sex marriage is constitu-
tional? What of the ministers who
refuse to officiate at such a marriage?
Or the religious organizations, which
do not recognize such a marriage?
Would they lose their tax exemption
status? Or as well other organiza-
tions, which do not accept the idea?
Let alone the individual who for theo-
logical reasons does not agree with
the Court?

 It is one thing for the Court to
decide if bail was excessive, if a
person’s Miranda Rights were prop-
erly read, if a verdict should be re-
versed on the basis of newly discov-
ered evidence, if a statute is void for
vagueness, if a law is ex post facto, if
there is a bill of attainder, if the writ
of habeas corpus has been wrongly
suspended, if a title of nobility has
been impermissibly granted, if a rev-

enue raising bill did not originate in
the House of Representatives, if a
warrant of searched or seizure was
not based upon probable cause, if the
search warrant described the place to
be search, if the seizure warrant did
not describe the person or things to
be seized, if there is double jeopardy,
if the trial was speedy and public, if a
person was compelled to testify
against himself or herself, if the ac-
cused has the assistance of compe-
tent defense counsel, or if a Presiden-
tial veto was proper. And other such
issues.

But to decide the constitutionality
of same sex marriage is another thing,
however important it may be to many
people, if not to the majority, of the
general public.

 Thomas Jefferson in his letter did
not argue far enough. For it is not just
the checks and balances system which
may be endangered by unfettered
judicial power, but our very liberties
and freedoms. Will the Supreme Court
someday rule on what is good taste or
on what is a good diet or on what is
good physical exercise or on what is
good teaching of the classics or on
whether we may tie our left shoe
first?

 But neither can a Legislature de-
cide such issues let alone theological
questions. Nor can the public at large.

Matters of theology must be de-
cided by theologians who, because
of their training and their intimate
knowledge of scripture and how to
interpret it, are best able to decide
theological questions. Same sex mar-
riage is a theological issue as much if
not more than it is a legal issue! And
even in this increasingly secular world
of ours!

There is such a thing as the tyranny
of judicial incompetence! As much
as legislative or executive incompe-
tence.

I have written this letter to the
editor as a retired attorney-at-law who
knows a thing or two about the role of
the courts in society and on what
basis the courts are equipped or not
equipped to render decisions.

Stephen Schoeman
Westfield

We are glad to see that Mayor
Skibitsky is a “Mayor against illegal
guns as well as a Mayor against legal
guns used illegally,” as he stated in
his March 21st letter to The Leader.
Having said that, we do not under-
stand then why Mayor Skibitsky re-
fuses to put his name on a national
organization that indeed addresses
both of those issues, not just “illegal”
guns as the Mayor incorrectly stated.

 It seems that the Mayor is totally
misinformed and has not taken any
time to research this organization. As
a result, he is misleading residents.

Mayors Against Illegal Guns
(MAIG) supports all aspects of re-
ducing gun violence. For instance,
since their inception they have been
working to close the gun show loop-
hole. This gun show loophole pro-
vides an open door for criminals and
the mentally ill to buy dangerous
weapons. Forty percent of all weap-
ons are purchased this way.

MAIG also advocates for serious
punishments for straw purchases
when someone who passes a back-
ground check in New Jersey buys the
guns then sells the guns to known
violent criminals. MAIG has been on
the forefront pushing for the passage
of the current Senate bill, which would
make straw purchases a federal of-
fense.

Furthermore there exists the “iron
pipeline” where criminals from New
Jersey buy truckloads of assault weap-
ons at gun shows from Virginia to
Florida with no background checks
and then drive them back up the New
Jersey Turnpike, the “iron pipeline.”
MAIG has been addressing this prob-
lem for years.

The Mayor states in his letter “in
order to be effective, efforts must be
aimed at legislators.” That is exactly
what MAIG does. Right now this
organization is running ads support-
ing the current bill in the Senate re-
quiring background checks for every
purchase. Commercials are being run
in states where polls have shown that

up to 90 percent of the public in these
states support these measures and
urges residents to call their senators
in support of this important bill.

 He says residents should call their
legislators. We have been doing that,
and urging other residents to do the
same. What is Mayor Skibitsky do-
ing?

Mayor Skibitsky’s reducing this
organization to a “statement drafted
seven years ago” seems foolish. The
last time we looked the U.S. Consti-
tution was drafted over 200 years
ago. Does that diminish the
Constitution’s value?

The Mayor also described Mayors
Against Illegal Guns as “window
dressing” and that we need “real ac-
tion.” Real action is exactly what
MAIG is all about. MAIG is the lead-
ing organization for real nationwide
action against gun violence.

We would argue that the majority
of Westfield residents would like to
see our Mayor become a member in
MAIG. This is not “going along with
the crowd” as one resident stated at a
town council meeting. Additionally,
he would be supporting those resi-
dents who have dedicated themselves
to working so avidly on this issue.

 It seems the Mayor’s excuses are a
lot of smoke and mirrors. If the Mayor
really is the staunch supporter of the
positions he advocates for so enthu-
siastically in his letter, then he is
being disingenuous by saying he be-
lieves in something so strongly, but
won’t put his name on it officially. If
he says he wants action and refuses to
join a respected organization that does
just that, then he is not making much
sense.

Karen Egert, Marci Bandelli,
Viviane Levy, Lori Bennett

Westfield

Law Enforcement Killings Warrant
Reinstatement of Death Penalty

Assembly Republican Leader Jon
Bramnick (R-21, Westfield) said the recent
cold-blooded killings of law enforcement
officials in Texas and Colorado necessitate
the need to reinstitute the death penalty in
New Jersey which was repealed in 2007.

“The recent heinous killings of law
enforcement officials make it clear that
New Jersey must reconsider it position on
the death penalty,” Asm. Bramnick said.
“The death penalty is the appropriate form
of punishment for those who act with such
a callous and blatant disregard for life.
Those in law enforcement are protecting
and serving the public, risking their lives
each day. We must make every effort to
ensure those who are responsible for tak-
ing their life face the appropriate and most
severe penalty under the law.”

Last Saturday evening, Kaufman
County, Tex. District Attorney Mike
McLelland and his wife were shot to
death in their own home which was the
second shooting of a prosecutor in that
area of Texas this year. It came just two
months after Kaufman County Assistant
District Attorney Mark Hasse was killed

outside the local courthouse on his way to
work. On March 19, Colorado’s correc-
tions director, Tom Clements, was killed
when he answered the doorbell at his
home outside Colorado Springs.

Asm. Bramnick noted that Assembly
Bill A-328, sponsored by GOP Assem-
blymen Ron Dancer and Dave Rible (R-
30, Wall Twp.), along with Assembly-
woman Mary Pat Angelini (R-11, Ocean
Twp.), restores the death penalty for cer-
tain murders, including if the victim was
a law enforcement officer or correction
officer and was murdered while perform-
ing their official duties or was murdered
because of their status as a law enforce-
ment officer or correction officer.

Asm. Anthony Bucco (R-25, Booton)
also has introduced legislation, A-1032,
that would restore the death penalty for
persons who are already incarcerated for
life because of a murder conviction and
who subsequently commit another mur-
der during their incarceration. The bill is
meant to protect corrections officers who
are charged with the responsibility of
maintaining security in our prisons.
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