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Resident Asks Mayors to Review County Sale of Runnells
I had attended the special meet-

ing held by the Union County
freeholders on May 15, 2014.
Before this they went into execu-
tive session to discuss two reso-
lutions.

1) To transfer all Runnells Hos-
pital assets from public owner-
ship to the UCIA (Union County
Improvement Authority), and

2) To transfer all operations of
Runnells Hospital to Center Man-
agement Group, LLC, Flushing,
N.Y., a private entity that will
take over Runnells on October
1st of this year.

This is for the consideration of
$26- million  from Center Man-
agement per upcoming contract.

There are reservations encoun-
tered that you as mayor and
councils of your respective towns
should address for the concerns
of your constituents (re: your
residents).

1) This week, a major asset of
your constituents has been trans-
ferred out of all our hands from
the public into the UCIA, a sepa-
rate county authority that the
people have no control over. The
people did not design at any of
this action. This authority was
the one that set up this contract
for property and operations of
our publicly-owned Runnells Hos-
pital. As you may be aware, the
director of this authority is em-
battled over a pay scandal, is an
ex-freeholder, and this authority
is also partially funded by the
county. In addition, five of the
eight UCIA commissioners are
related to Union County govt.
Interests may be too closely
aligned.

2) When the public asked the
Freeholders and director of the
UCIA what net money is actually
being made through the public
sale of this hospital, they could
not give us an answer. They did
finally mention the sale price is
$26 million, and noted, however,
there are other conditions that
will affect this number downward
to a number they do not know or
would not divulge to the public

“until the sale is final in October”
as noted by county finance direc-
tor Taylor.

3) When the public asked how
this money from the sale would
be distributed to the public, no
county party could offer a plan
and they admitted they do not
know.

4) The county noted that $50
million will be saved over the
next five years. When the public
asked if this means that roughly
$10 million a year will offset
county taxes they could not ex-
plain.

One disturbing fact was that
the public was allowed to com-
ment only up front before the
Freeholders and director actu-
ally explained what the resolu-
tions were about. This is not
conducive to transparency and
proper public discourse. This spe-
cial meeting may have been vid-
eotaped, but as an attendee I
have taken notes.

Therefore, it would be in the
best interest, since you represent
your towns constituents, to have
a majority of towns pass a council
resolution noting that this con-

tract and process must be re-
viewed and approved by each of
the 21 town councils and attor-
neys first and prior to allowing
this sale to go through. It would
behoove all to have the legalities
of what is transpiring reviewed
and approved by entities that are
not concomitant closely with each
other. We are not arguing whether
the sale price or the designated
private entity is valid or not nor
asking you to validate that, just
that the process and contractual
conditions are assured to be made
proper and at arm’s length for the
specific benefit of the public who
you represent. When a party such
as Union County government can-
not answer simple financial ques-
tions from the public, there may
not have been full diligence being
done. This becomes incumbent
on each town’s governing body to
approve if action has been proper.
Please deliberate these charges
and if justified, please request all
documentation from the county
and UCIA for your review for this
important approval.

Bruce Paterson
Garwood

Garwood Mayor Quattrocchi Explains
Matching Funds Grant Workings

At the Garwood council meet-
ing of May 13th there appeared
to be some confusion about the
process involved with obtaining
grants, in this case the grant was
for approximately $50,000 from
the UC Open Space, Historic Pres-
ervation and Recreation Trust
Fund. The fund was approved by
the voters in 2000 and fully op-
erational shortly thereafter.

The freeholders administer the
fund and Garwood has applied
for monies, which are taxpayer
dollars anyway, every year. These
grants are what are called
“matching grants” and received
by the municipalities who are to
put up a matching amount of
monies to receive trust fund dol-
lars. The grants are earmarked
for specific items at the time that
the application is submitted and
can be used only for what has
been stipulated in that applica-
tion. In other words, the grants
cannot be used for the costs to
repair a street or buy a lamppost
or fire truck if the application was
for upgrades to bleachers at a
town baseball field. It is to be
used for bleachers.

Garwood has been fortunate as
we accumulated close to a million
dollars in recreation grants for
the Athletic Field Complex con-
struction project. When those
grant requests were submitted
they were permitted to be for
construction project components
such as the field lights. The lights
were part of the field construction
plans thus could be later matched
with construction money obtained
thru the construction bonding pro-
cess.

There are grants entitled Kids
Recreation Trust Fund as part of
the Open Space Trust Fund. Mon-
ies were obtained by the bor-

ough from 2005 thru 2010 and
were matched out of the munici-
pal operating budget, which is
customary, as the monies were
earmarked for recreation equip-
ment and in 2012 for day trips.
Our application for 2013 was for
“recreation equipment” and was
earmarked as the same on our
grant application. We applied for
the grant to purchase security
equipment, tables, a television
and a defibrillator among other
items to be used at the AFC. We
requested $100,000 and received
$50,000 toward the purchase of
these items, with $20,000 ear-
marked and approved by the fund
administrator for the security
equipment. To actually receive
these monies we need to appro-
priate a “match” of $20,000 to
purchase the equipment and
again this comes out of the oper-
ating budget. The security sys-
tem will be purchased by the
borough for $20,000 — an
amount lower than the replace-
ment system purchased for the
Borough Hall out of the operating
budget.

It was just announced that the
2014 county Historic Preserva-
tion and Recreation Trust Fund
grants will be to fund Kids Recre-
ation with monies for day trips
and recreation improvements
described as “matching grants to
create, enhance and replace rec-
reation facilities.” These grants
are awarded in the fall and the
match would be worked into the
2015 budget as an operating ex-
pense, if we were to decide to
accept the county money.

I hope that my explanation clari-
fies this matter for the residents.

Patricia Quattrocchi, Mayor
Borough of Garwood

Local Letters to the Editor

Paul Lachenauer for The Westfield Leader
GRAND MARSHAL...Michael Carberry, the Grand Marshal of the Cranford
Memorial Day Parade, takes the lead on Monday.


