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Local Letters to the Editor
I Urge Those Young White Males

To Think About Health Care Future
I am one of those (unpaid)

protesters in front of Congress-
man Leonard Lance’s office sup-
porting health care for all (and
thus opposing Trumpcare) on as
many Wednesdays as I can. Many
drivers honk in support; others
go by quietly. Maybe a dozen
each week, however, stick out
their middle fingers at us as they
go by. This group is, almost al-
ways, comprised of young white
males. I don’t understand them.

I know what it is like to be a
young white male; I was one once.
You are invincible; you can over-
come anything with sheer strength
or hard work. Health care? You
don’t need it; you can take care of
yourself. Government support?
You don’t want that as you are
working, making money, and pay-
ing your bills. You’re rightfully
proud and indignant that you work
for a living while others – many
times people who don’t look like
you - but who you think just as
capable of working - are not -but
‘taking’ your money through all
those deductions on your pay check
stubs. I know.

I ask those young white men to
think about a future day when,
perhaps, you are not so young or
invincible. You, your spouse or
child suffers a debilitating injury,
or suffers a disease, or some
other tragedy that prevents you
from paying all the bills. Your
health insurance - I hope you
have it by now - isn’t enough -
you can’t make ends meet. Your
medical bills are beyond your
ability to pay. What do you do
now?

We pay insurance premiums -
car, house, life - hoping that we
will never need to use them. We
are willing to pay them in case we
do need it. It is that pool of
insurance holders - those who

need it and those who do not-
that makes those bills payable.
It is the same with health insur-
ance. We pay it hoping that we
will never need it, but knowing
that some day, - we never know
when - we might. I am a firm
believer of, “there but for the
grace of God go I’. I am healthy
today, tomorrow I may not be.

The current Republican ‘health
care’ bill is not a health care bill.
I ask that you think just a minute.
In order to pay our ever-increas-
ing health care costs, there must
be adequate funding in our health
care system. Thus, the first part
of any legitimate health care plan
must provide adequate funding
sources. Trumpcare, however,
first cuts Medicaid funds avail-
able for health care, and then
cuts taxes for the richest 1 per-
cent of Americans. What kind of
legitimate ‘health care’ bill pro-
poses funding cuts and can then
claim to pay ‘health care for all’?
Not this one; this one leaves 22
million Americans without health
care. This is a tax cut for the rich,
not a health care plan.

I urge those middle finger wav-
ing young white males to think of
those working but not covered
by employer covered health care,
who are living on Social Security,
who have been stricken - through
no fault of their own -with a
debilitating injury or disease. One
day that might be you. You will
ask yourself, why did I oppose
health care for all? It meant that
I even opposed it for me! Please
do your research before you wave
to us again.

Bill Nierstedt
Garwood

Hartz Mountain Request Adjournment
Of Cranford Planning Board Hearing
Dear Mr. Rothman Esq., We

Hartz Mountain write to request
an adjournment of the July 19
Planning Board hearing on the
above-referenced application.
Hartz is scheduled to make a
presentation to the Cranford
Township Committee on July 18
regarding possible redevelop-
ment designation of the project
site and, as long as we are pro-
ceeding with that process, we do
not wish to burden the Planning
Board with the rezoning applica-
tion.

Following the redevelopment

hearing on July 18 we will advise
whether an additional adjourn-
ment of the Planning Board re-
zoning application is warranted.

To facilitate this request, we
consent to a 60-day adjourn-
ment of the Planning Board's
separate time periods to hold a
hearing and to act on the rezon-
ing application.

To avoid the need to re-notice,
we ask that you please announce
the new meeting date at the July
19 hearing. Thank you for your
assistance.

Hartz Mountain Industries

Probitas Verus Honos

People Are Pushing Back Next Door
In Cranford, Clark And Westfield

According to the proposal, the
developer is being rewarded
for cleaning up the property by
allowing him to fulfill only 10
percent of the affordable hous-
ing obligation to Garwood. This
decision is forcing us to have to
build even more housing. So
why are we rewarding him?
This is a Brownsfield property
meaning the state, us the tax-
payers, will pay for 75 percent
of the cleanup. This is a PILOT
meaning, us the taxpayers will
pay for the difference in taxes -
He will get tax abatements and
incentives. In other words, he
is not paying for the cleanup,
we the taxpayers are paying
for the cleanup while he is be-
ing rewarded with more prop-
erties in our already congested
town.
He could have satisfied our af-
fordable housing requirements
and members of this council
that promised to reduce the
scale of the project could have
kept that promise. But instead
you added a second and third
project to the scale yet you will
sit here and insist that adding
52 units across the street and
113 across town is somehow
less than what was originally
proposed.
We see what is going on
throughout the state and right
next door in Cranford, Clark
and Westfield. We see the tide
changing and people standing
up. We know legislation may
change in the next few months
on mandates which may be
why you are making sure this
passes on October 30th, one
week before the election. This
is exactly why if you look around
here tonight, the vast majority
of the residents did not bother
to show up. We all know by now
how this will play out, each of

you will have your canned po-
litical response and not care
what the residents think or be-
lieve but no matter what you
say, you cannot refute the facts:
1. Cleanup costs are all covered
by the taxpayers, not the builder
2. You promised to reduce the
scale of the project but instead
added at least 2 more locations
totaling 462 units instead of the
original 315 proposed.
3. You brag about how much
money this will bring us over 30
years when math tells us differ-
ent. IF this is $800,000 a year
– just 40 new students would
cost about $800,000 plus road
work and resources. South Ave
may be a county road but we
still pay county taxes last I
checked.
4. Additional Police.
5. Sewage costs, whether its a
direct hit to the town or to the
county or to the state, we still
pay for it.
This will be the largest increase
in population to scale of any
town in Union County. If adding
large scale apartment build-

ings to towns truly generated
tons of revenue then places like
Newark, Plainfield, Camden and
Irvington would have so much
money they wouldn’t know what
to do with it. These projects
and ideas have failed time and
time again and please don’t sit
here and tell us we have no
choice. This particular devel-
oper has said he would never
sue and we are Garwood, why
would we allow a false threat by
local politicians change the land-
scape of the place we love?
All we ask is that you do the
right thing, do what you were
voted to do, and that’s putting
the best interests, the future of
Garwood ahead of your own
agenda. You have a choice, the
only choice is to vote against
any proposal that will push for-
ward the scale of this project.
I am not here to debate or go
back and go back and forth
because We all know you will
now spin this anyway you want
and have the last word but
don’t bother, we’ve heard it all
already.

Richard McCormack
Garwood
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