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Francis M. Smith, ESQ.

908-233-5800 • www.FrankSmithLaw.com

The Law Office of

928 Mountain Avenue, Mountainside NJ 07092

Over 30 Years of
Personal Injury Experience

In New Jersey

Motor Vehicle Accidents

Slips & Falls

Dog Bite Injuries

Construction Accidents

Wrongful Death

INJURED?
LEARN YOUR RIGHTS IN PLAIN ENGLISH

No Fee If No Recovery

Call Me For A Free Consultation

Do you really want to deal with

the insurance companies yourself?

I can help.

www.uniquecruiseandtravel.com

Carol Bevere Kearney• Proprietor
207 CENTER STREET, GARWOOD

908-789-3303

THE JAMES WARD MANSION              

www.jameswardmansion.com

Have your Sweet 16 Party at The James Ward Mansion!

“Make Our Mansion Your Mansion”

Sweet Sixteen 

Cut to Scotch Plains Library
Was Not The Right Priority

Demagogues, Scandal Pushers,
Empirically Starved McCarthyites Letters to the Editor

Your editorial on IRS Targeting (Aug.
15) and your account of Congressman
Lance’s views on the same issue (Aug.
22) perpetuate a politically motivated
narrative that has been debunked. No
one was “targeted” in the sense you are
using the term. IRS clerks, faced with
an avalanche of applications for 501c(4)
tax-exempt status, had to confirm all
applicants met the requirement that they
function to promote “the common good
and general welfare” – not a political
party or candidate. To sort out those
applications likely to require closer scru-
tiny, they used search terms like “Tea
Party” or “Progressive.”

The approach did not facilitate re-
views, and when district supervisors
realized how easy it would be to selec-
tively expose these search terms and
mischaracterize them as deliberate ef-
forts to reject certain groups, the prac-
tice was ended. However, their fears
proved prophetic when those rushing to
expose this dastardly “targeting” ini-
tially mentioned only the conservative-
related search terms — and thus began
framing the whole affair as a Nixon-
style dirty trick surely initiated by the
Obama administration.

Ironically, the IRS had itself made
the rejection of any applicant practi-
cally impossible when it long ago
changed the meaning of “exclusively”
to “primarily” in the requirement that
501c groups promote the general wel-
fare. Hence, for example, Karl Rove’s
quickly approved applications for his
giant PACs, funded by anonymous do-
nors, stated that the PACs’ primary pur-
pose would be — wink, wink — to
promote the general welfare, not a po-
litical party or candidate. Recently, one
of Rove 501c(4)’s, looking ahead to
2016, has produced and distributed a
web video attacking Hillary Clinton on
the Benghazi “cover-up” (yet another
phony scandal too complicated to go
into here). Rove has not lost his tax-
exempt status. No “targeted” groups
have been denied tax exempt status.
Unless you count attacking Democrats
across the country as promoting the
general welfare, Rove’s groups have
done none of it.

Never having any evidence whatso-
ever of Obama administration involve-
ment in the “targeting,” and still speak-
ing as though only conservative groups

were “targeted,” the anti-tax, anti-gov-
ernment demagogues and scandal push-
ers (FOX News, O’Reilly, Limbaugh,
hard right House and Senate members,
et al.) have created and pushed the
narrative we find dutifully repeated by
Mr. Lance in your interview. It is “ludi-
crous,” he says, to believe the targeting
originated in a Cincinnati field office:
“I think it is clear that this originated at
some level in Washington, either at the
IRS, or I hope not, higher.” Thus we
have Mr. Lance reduced to empirically
starved McCarthyite innuendo, which
I’m sure he’s too smart not to see as
such.

Having signed the Grover Norquist
no tax pledge, representing a district
gerrymandered to guarantee the elec-
tion of a Republican, serving in a House
where the Tea Party Caucus tail wags
the GOP donkey, Mr. Lance must an-
swer only to those constituencies or be
“primaried” out of office. So, even as
you report them, Mr. Lance’s comments
on gun control, the Affordable Care
Act, IRS, etc., are unsurprisingly cau-
tious, deliberately shallow iterations of
GOP talking points.

But back to your editorial character-
izing federal and state efforts to collect
taxes on unreported income as an ex-
ample of “the worst of government.”
Perhaps the NJ Dept. of Treasury agents
who entered your office in 2002 were
arrogant and intimidating, probably
deliberately so. But you should have
provided some context on why these
guys were “getting the word out” about
the state tax amnesty program in this
way.

The 2002 program, a huge success,
was implemented to help offset a pro-
jected $2.9 billion budget deficit, pre-
cipitated by significant shortfalls in tax
revenue collections. Many of the small
businesses you claim were intimidated
by the tax division’s aggressive tactics
actually welcomed them. For example,
you can see why a small business with
mostly hard to hide credit card transac-
tions would deeply resent any tax eva-
sion or pocketing of collected sales
taxes by a similar business with mostly
cash transactions — and be happy to, as
you say the tax division suggested, turn
in businesses that were not registered or
not in compliance. The same goes for
salaried workers or even homeowners
already paying near confiscatory yet
unavoidable municipal taxes, not to
mention sales taxes that never made it
to the state. The Amnesty hotline re-
ceived about 155,000 phone calls dur-
ing the short Amnesty period.

When you say the investigator “of-
fered the publisher a chance to turn
himself in,” as if you were going to be
arrested, you are mischaracterizing the
Amnesty’s offer: those who owed taxes
could report their true income and pay
taxes due or send pocketed sales taxes
to the state without any penalty or pros-
ecution for tax evasion or theft. Thus,
101,534 payments were made during
the 57-day Amnesty program.

Like the trumped up “IRS targeting
scandal,” the portrayal of the recent
IRS letter to selected small businesses
as nothing more than big government
intimidation is a transparent, politically
motivated effort to increase anti-gov-
ernment, anti-tax feelings in the lead-
up to the 2014-2016 elections. What-
ever your ideological or political pro-
clivities, you — not to mention Con-
gressman Lance — owe it to your read-
ers not to blindly join that effort or
suggest they do so.

Tom Matro
Westfield

School is here and it is time for
students to hit the books. But if they
were planning on doing some re-
search for a paper at the Scotch Plains
Library, they had better not wait until
the end of the weekend, as the library
will be closed.

My opponent, Lou Beckerman,
voted with Mayor Glover and a nar-
row 3-2 majority on the Township
Council earlier this year for a budget
whose only cut was to the library. A
cut that resulted in the following ser-
vice reductions, amongst others, for
2013:

- Closed on Sundays, starting Sep-
tember 1

- Closed on Mondays until 1 p.m.
starting July 1

- Eliminate Sunday concerts
- Eliminate concert/arts exhibits

coordinator
- Cut amount available to purchase

books
- Cut amount available to purchase

audio books
- Cut amount available to purchase

DVDs by $1,000
- Cut amount available for technol-

ogy equipment
- Cut full-time senior library assis-

tant to part-time, starting Sept. 1
- Cut full-time library assistant to

part-time, starting Sept. 1
Because of the Township Council,

the library has cut back its hours on
Mondays, will be closed all day on
Sunday, will no longer have Sunday
concerts, has cut its book, audio book
and DVD purchases (aren’t these what
the library is supposed to buy so we
residents can borrow them?), cut its
technology budget and cut two full-
time staff positions to part-time. These
cuts represent a case of misplaced
priorities. The library is used by thou-
sands of our residents every month,
including lots of senior citizens using
the computers as well as many stu-
dents doing research or needing a
quiet place to do their homework. If
elected, I pledge to restore the
library’s budget to the level where it
was previously funded.

It is also of note that as the library
struggled to minimize the effect of
the budget cuts, the library chose to
use the majority of its reserve state
aid fund, depleting that fund to about
$15,000. While the library is funded
almost exclusively through our prop-
erty tax levy, it does receive about
$10,000 per year from the state.

Owing to a past instance where a
retirement necessitated paying out
unpaid vacation days and put the
library in an unexpected shortfall, the
trustees saw it prudent to set aside
these state monies as a rainy day

fund. An appropriately sized rainy-
day fund is part of good fiscal man-
agement guarding against unpredict-
able events (such as hurricanes or a
car driving into the library, both of
which have happened!). Regrettably,
Township Council budget shenani-
gans are also a risk the library trust-
ees must contend with.

While granted the state monies the
library receives are small, that amount
is determined based upon how well our
township funds the library. As a result
of these cuts, we can expect our state
library aid to be reduced next year.

In trying to explain away why they
were making these cuts, an attempt
was made to obfuscate by saying the
budget cuts were required by the state.
Reality is that the state doesn’t fund
the library – aside from the small
aforementioned aid – but does dic-
tate a minimum level at which the
town must fund the library. Let me
emphasize that point; the state sets a
minimum amount for the library, not
a maximum. While it is true that the
mandated minimum was reduced year
over year, in prior years the township
funded the library above the mini-
mum. So there was no state require-
ment to cut funding to the library; it
was a deliberate and discretionary
cut made by Mayor Glover and the
Democrat-controlled Township
Council. The only thing unclear is if
the assertion was made because this
reality was not understood, or be-
cause it was thought nobody would
pick up on it.

Finally, advocating for a reinstate-
ment of the library funding does not
mean I am a tax-and-spend Republi-
can. On the contrary, I “get it;” I
understand that the vast majority of
residents are feeling over taxed. But
this year’s budget fails to address,
despite this one cut, what true fiscal
conservatives and many other astute
people know – which is that holding
the line on tax rate increases in the
long run is only accomplished by
holding the line on spending. So while
we may share the stated goal of mini-
mizing property tax growth, govern-
ing requires making choices between
priorities, and I submit that this cut to
the library was not the right priority.

Llewellyn Jones
Candidate for Council

Scotch Plains

We The People - ‘A Republic, Madam,
If You Can Keep It’

September 17th is Constitution Day
and Citizenship Day to “commemo-
rate the formation and signing on
September 17, 1787 of the Constitu-
tion and recognize all who, by com-
ing of age or naturalization, have
become citizens.” The Consolidated
Appropriates Act of 2005 mandates
that each educational institution re-
ceiving federal funds must have a
program on the Constitution for its
students every September 17.

September 17 to 23 is Constitution
Week. “During this time, the United
States Citizenship and Immigration
Services encourages Americans to
reflect on the rights and responsibili-
ties of citizenship and what it means
to be a United States citizen. We also
recognize people who are taking steps
to become U.S. citizens.”

Benjamin Franklin said he had of-
ten looked at the sun painted on the
back of the president’s chair and won-
dered “whether it was rising or set-
ting.” He concluded as the last del-
egates were signing the Constitution,
“But now at length I have the happi-
ness to know that it is a rising and not
a setting sun.” In answer to a question
about what the new government
would be he said, “A republic, madam,
if you can keep it.”

For the first time in history a coun-
try had actually used the words “We
the People” in its founding docu-
ment. Not “We” as in “the royal we.”
This was a revolutionary idea at the
time and would remain so for colo-
nial peoples around the world who
later sought their own independence.

The Constitution at 4,543 [words]
is shorter than most credit card agree-
ments. It is the oldest still working
written constitution of any of the
major countries of the world! The
Constitution is easy to read. No le-
galese here!

Many influential political leaders,
including James Madison, Benjamin

Franklin, Alexander Hamilton, and
George Washington, wanted a new
constitution to replace the Articles of
Confederation that had been the
country’s first constitution.  There
was no separation of powers, there
was no national court system, the
president was a figurehead and the
Congress was unicameral.

Congress did not have the power to
tax and could not force the states to
contribute financially. Thus Congress
could neither afford a standing army
nor pay off the enormous debt stem-
ming from the American Revolution-
ary War nor otherwise put the
country’s financial house in order.

There was no uniformity. Congress
could not regulate interstate com-
merce. Each state conducted its own
foreign policy. Each state had its own
currency and did not have to accept
the currencies of the other states. The
result was inconsistency of policy
and disagreements between and
among the states and foreign coun-
tries had trouble knowing what was
the country’s foreign policies.

There was unequal representation
in the Congress because each state,
whatever size, had one vote. Passage
of legislation in Congress required a
super-majority of nine out of the 13
states. Amending the Articles of Con-
federation required a unanimous vote
of the states.

How amazing that the Constitution
worked when the country was but
four million people and works today
when the country is well over three
hundred million people!

Let us on Constitution Day and
Citizenship Day study the Constitu-
tion and its history! And give thanks
for the foresight of the delegates who
gave us this seminal document of
democracy, freedom, and constitu-
tional government.

Stephen Schoeman
Westfield

Generator Gate,
Devaney MusicFest and

Scanlon Chainsaw
To Union County Manager Faella

and Chairwoman Carter: Which is it?
First you claim that you do not know
the names of the county and munici-
pal employees that took county gen-
erators home during Superstorm
Sandy; hence, you prosecuted Tina
Renna to give up the names and her
sources. Having failed in your pros-
ecution and having spent tens of thou-
sands of dollars of our money, you
now claim you have all the names
and the matter is being handled as an
internal personnel matter.

So why did you spend taxpayer
money to get what you now claim
you already had? Thanks Freehold-
ers for another investigation done by
the Union County playbook.

The citizens of Union County are left
to swallow the same outcome as the
Devaney Musicfest investigation and
Scanlon chainsaw investigation - no
action taken.

Jim Buettner
Cranford
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