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More physicians to meet your needs.

For more locations and directions:
summitmedicalgroup.com

Dr. Mayer, an ear, nose and throat (ENT) specialist, is board certified in otolaryngology – head 
and neck surgery. He is a diplomate of the National Board of Medical Examiners. Dr. Mayer  
treats both pediatric and adult patients with ear, nose and throat problems. He practices at  
189 Elm Street in Westfield, NJ.

For a convenient appointment with Dr. Mayer, please call 908-233-5500.    

Summit Medical Group is pleased  
  to welcome Michael Mayer, MD,  
    Otolaryngologist

Politicians Ignored Bad Aspects of
Joint Meeting Approach in Merger

On October 21, 2013 the town coun-
cils of Fanwood and Scotch Plains jointly
revealed to the public for the first time
their plan for combining the two towns’
police departments in a “joint meeting”
structure. The plan is to disband both
police departments and establish a new
police force run by a new three-person
management committee. Although the
presentation confused the issues, at heart
there are two distinct aspects of the plan:
the operational aspect of combining the
forces, and how the combined force would
be governed and funded in a joint meet-
ing structure.

Three of the Scotch Plains Democrat
council members support the plan, in-
cluding Councilman Beckerman who is a
deciding vote on this issue and is now
running for election. The plan is a bad
deal for Scotch Plains. The plan is being
rushed through to fill budget gaps created
this year with the hope that voters will
focus on possible cost savings and not
pay attention to the bad municipal gover-
nance aspects of the joint meeting ar-
rangement. Under the plan, in exchange
for the average household saving less
than $2 a week, Scotch Plains will give
up the ability to properly manage its
budget and municipal priorities. These
will be passed over to a committee where
we will pay three-quarters of the costs,
but appoint only one of three members.

The presentation described estimated
savings of about $85 annually per aver-
age household in Scotch Plains and
Fanwood (less than $2 a week). Most of
these savings will come from a reduction
in the workforce, with vague references
that this hopefully will be accomplished
thru retirements.

Fanwood will not move forward with

a combination of police forces except
under the joint meeting arrangement
where there will be a management com-
mittee consisting of three people, one
appointed by Fanwood, one by Scotch
Plains and one by those two appointees.
The committee will establish the budget
for the police department and have full
control over the department, its structure
and its staffing. Scotch Plains will be
required to accept whatever budget is
decided upon by the committee. Nothing
was said as to what role our Chief
Mahoney will have. That’s disturbing.

Under the joint meeting, Scotch Plains
will bear about three-quarters of the cost
and risk of the merged police department.

Councilman Beckerman, Mayor
Glover and Deputy Mayor Gialanella
expressed strong support for the plan,
including Scotch Plains’ one-third repre-
sentation on the management committee
while being obligated to bear three-quar-
ters of the costs and risks. In their rush to
“do something,” they did not address
why giving up budget control and finan-
cial flexibility and abdicating responsi-
bility over one-third of the town’s budget
– much less while being on the hook for
three-quarters of the cost and risk while
saving less than $2 a week – made any
sense at all for Scotch Plains.

Councilmen Vastine and Marcus raised
a number of questions regarding the con-
sequences to Scotch Plains of the joint
meeting structure, and Mr. Vastine said
that he did not support the plan. Both
agreed that a merged police force could
result in savings; their issues related to
the joint meeting structure.

Not even one of the public comments
supported the joint meeting concept. The
public was concerned that there are many
unanswered questions regarding the plan
(how budget caps will impact cost alloca-
tion, what officers will ‘retire’ and what
if they don’t, whether the PBA groups
agree with the plan, will the savings
result in a tax reduction or just provide
more money to be spent elsewhere?).
Some questioned the management and
financial arrangements (someone noted
that on the Board of Ed, Scotch Plains has
seven of the nine spots). Others noted
that in 20 other instances in New Jersey
towns rejected using the joint meeting
approach. We’d be the first for a police
department.

The politicians’ tried to relate every-
thing back to the cost savings of a merger
and that the police chiefs were confident
that public safety would not be affected;
they consistently ignored the bad aspects
of the joint meeting approach. It was
almost as if they wanted the public to
think that the only way to accomplish a
merger and get the costs savings is to use
a joint meeting. And that’s just wrong.
Traditional shared service arrangements
can be carefully structured to give each
town control over important issues. It
happens all the time with partnership and
joint venture arrangements in the busi-
ness world.

Rich Fortunato
Scotch Plains

Garwood Mayor Quattrocchi
Expounds on Borough Issues

After reading the coverage of the
Garwood Candidates’ Forum, which took
place at the Pointe, on October 24, I am
compelled to clear up a few of the com-
ments that have appeared in local news
media.

I read that the Athletic Field Complex
Project was one-year behind schedule.
This is puzzling to say the least as ground
was broken in December 2012 and it is
not yet December 2013. Yes, there have
been some delays along the way.

Superstorm Sandy was a major and
unavoidable one; others so far, have been
inconveniences and have been addressed
at no cost to the borough. There are no
cost overruns to date. Doom and gloom
predictions regarding costs are certainly
premature and problems with construc-
tion projects are to be expected.

It is also worth noting that the project
was scaled back before we went out for
bids and it received council approval in
the late summer of 2012. Further, the
original plans from the prior administra-
tion called for geo-thermal heating/cool-
ing and glass walls. These items were
considered too costly and the glass walls
not practical at a children’s sports com-
plex. Hardly “high end upgrades” the
glass siding was replaced with a practi-
cal, sturdy alternative, which made per-
fect sense as did replacing almost 30-year
old kitchen equipment with newer en-
ergy efficient models.

Calling the project a “level 3 trending
a level 4 disaster” is irresponsible fear
mongering.

I have never made it a secret that I
believe redevelopment to be the path
toward tax relief in the borough. Eminent
domain is not a suitable option and the

recent resolution passed by the council to
study a specific area for redevelopment
makes it a non-issue not to be employed.
Again, even the suggestion that it will be
considered is irresponsible.

Shared services is a complex issue and
this administration has made continuous
efforts to enter into new cost savings
arrangements. However, other munici-
palities have to be willing and interested
as well. We have recently pursued and/or
investigated arrangements for DPW,
shade tree, and police dispatch. For years
the borough has had shared board of
health and construction departments. One
year ago we entered into a shared contract
for office cleaning and most recently
with the county signed a contract for use
of a ladder truck for the fire department.
We also employ cost savings by contract-
ing with the county for road salt, fuel and
printing services.

As mayor, may I suggest that residents
contact council members directly regard-
ing their respective area of responsibility
for up to date info: Athletic Field Com-
plex and Police Commissioner –
Lpetruzzelli@garwood.org; Council
President and Finance Chair –
Stodisco@garwood.org; Buildings and
Grounds Chair –
Sblaufeder@garwood.org; Streets and
Roads Chair – Wnierstedt@garwood.org,
and Laws and License Chair –
Apalmer@garwood.org.

Please feel free to contact me directly
by phone at (908) 789-0710 or e-mail
Pquattrocchi@garwood.org with any
concerns.

Patricia Quattrocchi
Garwood Mayor

The Westfield Leader and The Times
NO HORSIN’ AROUND...Be our guest to a free, three-month subscription, no
horsin’ around. We’ll mail the newspaper to your home throughout the region.
Sign up at http://www.goleader.com/form/sub_trial.htm. The website works
better than ObamaCare.

Westfield, Election Day
Vote ‘Yes’ on Public

Question 3
Having just received the sample bal-

lot, Public Question 3 comes with enough
text to make your eyes glaze over in the
brief time you have in the voting booth.
For the voter who is unfamiliar with the
issue, it is not the usual board of educa-
tion request for more money. It is a re-
quest for voter approval to modify the
original $13.6-million bond proposal that
was approved last December, in order to
accept a 40 percent grant from the state
with respect to the $6.7 million of re-
maining roof replacement costs. We will
only get this state money if we vote Yes.

One does wonder why the roof bond
proposal that was approved did not in-
clude wording to permit getting state
money without this current ballot ex-
pense or if there were any circumstances
under which more of the total $13.6 mil-
lion could have been subsidized. How-
ever, what matters now is that voting Yes
will save Westfield taxpayers over $3
million in debt service costs with respect
to the remaining roof expenses.

Jeff Bash
Westfield

Some Issues With the Skate Park At
Forest Road Park in Fanwood

The following are a few items not
reported, but which were talked about, at
the two recreation meetings along with
some of my thoughts on those items:

At the recreation meeting on Tuesday,
October 22, Recreation Director Bob
Budiansky reported that in order for the
skate park to be covered under the town’s
insurance policy, the skate park must be
inspected every day. He then stated that
Fanwood does not currently have the
manpower to do that. What does that
mean, an additional cost to hire someone
to conduct those inspections?

2. The skate park will be self-super-
vised with a sign stating the rules. Who is
going to make sure helmets are worn.
Most skateboarders I see do not wear
them. The current rules of the park are
routinely violated, especially in this day
and age of entitlement, where people do
not believe the rules apply to them. This
is of great concern to the taxpayers who
are neighbors of the park.

The skate park will be constructed of
durable concrete built to last. How long is
that? It was admitted there was a wooden
skate park in La Grande Park that fell into
disrepair, not unlike other park facilities,
including the hockey rink that the skate
park will replace, as well as the tennis
courts. No one on the commission has
guaranteed the new skate park will be
properly maintained and repaired as
needed or that in general any extra effort
will be made to improve maintenance of
the existing park. Mr. Budiansky has
already acknowledged that Fanwood has
a manpower shortage. How do we know
the skate park will be properly built,
without any short cuts taken, as was done
when new drainage was installed in the
fields? Free, inadequate dirt was used to
finish the fields, which prevented the
roots from the sod to adequately take
hold. Fast forward to this summer when
a sprinkler system was installed to cor-
rect the inadequate grass. Another waste
of taxpayer money.

Also not mentioned was the skate
park’s close proximity to the playground
area where young children and toddlers
play daily. Bad language and safety is-
sues should be a big concern to the par-
ents who bring our youngest citizens to
enjoy the park.

There are no plans yet for the skate
park, only loose renderings based on
dimensions. How can they say the project
will cost $124,000 without plans or bids?

Mention of a survey was made. A
survey was sent out a few years ago. I
don’t believe a skate park was a part of
that survey. It was admitted that the re-
sponse to the survey was poor. Ninety
people responded that their number one
wish was a walking path and voila; a
walking path was built. That was 90
people out of a population of 7,300 people.
So why does it matter that most of the
people attending the meeting were resi-
dents of homes bordering the park? They
are the taxpayers directly affected by this
proposal. They are the people who know
first hand what goes on in the park. This
meeting was advertised and very few
skate park advocates attended.

It was evident to me that the recreation
commission had already made up its mind
about going ahead with the skate park at
the October 17 meeting. While I thank
them for giving up their time volunteer-
ing to be on the commission, their recom-
mendation is just that, a recommenda-
tion. It is now up to the council to deter-
mine if it is feasible and in the best
interest of all taxpayers. Please don’t let
the wishes of a few become the financial
responsibility of all, especially when
Fanwood can’t take care of the facilities
they already have.

The next borough council meeting
will be held on Monday, November
18 at 7:30 p.m. in Fanwood Borough
Hall.

Phyllis Mahoney
Fanwood

Candidate Krauss Calls for Restoring
Bipartisan Union County Government
On November 5th, you have an oppor-

tunity to make history by changing the
face of the Union County Board of Free-
holders. Fifteen years of one-party rule
hasn’t provided healthy, fiscally respon-
sible government. When you elect Krauss,
Martini and Geiger you help yourself by
creating a bipartisan board of freeholders
ensuring the necessary checks and bal-
ances you need for a healthy government.
You need someone to keep an eye on
them otherwise you are going to guaran-
tee yourself higher taxes in the coming
years, essentially giving them carte
blanche to spend your money any way
they want with no oversight.

I have no doubt that this coming week-
end you will be subjected to negative
campaign literature from our opponents,
Carter, Kowalski and Granados. They
will attempt to link us to our party and
issues on the national and state level,
which are not controlled by county or
local politics and have no bearing on
what we want to accomplish for you.

Keep in mind the Democrats have uni-
laterally run the county for 15 years.
Their record is crystal clear, higher taxes
– 110 percent increase, wasted spending

– MusicFest, Galloping Hills Golf Course,
lifetime health benefits to Union C ounty
employees, Union County Directions news-
paper, lack of accountability – Neil Palmeiri,
and Generatorgate, party patronage posi-
tions – former freeholder Daniel Sullivan,
now Union County Improvement Author-
ity (UCIA) director and Union County
Utilities Authority (UCUA) director; Char-
lotte DeFlippo, former UCIA director and
Democratic Party chairwoman; Assembly-
man Joe Cryan, Union Couny undersheriff;
Gerald Green Jr., Union County undersher-
iff and son of Assemblyman/party chair
Gerald Green Sr., and hiring Deborah
Scanlon, former freeholder in specially-
created position at the county Dept.of Hu-
man Services, and the list goes on.

Our goal is to restore bipartisanship to
county government, be your eyes and
ears as to what’s going on and report back
to you. Make sound fiscal decisions and
streamline county government. Let us
work for you for a better Union County.

Marc A. Krauss
Union County Freeholder Candidate

VOTE NOV. 5


