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I Applaud Todisco’s And Her Slate’s
Independence to Challenge Machine
In Bill Nierstedt’s letter to the editor

in your April 5 edition, he lashes out at
Garwood Councilwoman Sara
Todisco’s June Democrat Primary chal-
lenge with her mayoral bid and council
slate. He notes correctly, they are Demo-
crats but they are not approved by the
Garwood Democrat Committee. He
also notes there are two Democrat fac-
tions that have formed.

I call myself a “politifile,” and if you
have read my many letters or read my
TREE blog, I observe and chronicle the
drama of politics on the local and county
level. Mr. Nierstedt’s essence is that
Garwood’s county backed Democrat
machine is lashing out at one of their
people for straying from the herd. I
applaud Ms. Todisco’s and her slate’s
independence to challenge the candi-
dates that the machine has put forward.
As Ms. Todisco has recently pointed
out, she feels her fate shouldn’t be
controlled by just a faction of political
insiders in an eight-member committee
but noted to let the Democrat voters
decide in the primary. She also notes
she has the backing of the two sitting
Democrat council people and the ma-
jority of the 30-member Garwood
Democrat Club.

I have known Councilwoman
Todisco over her three terms on coun-
cil. I also know her through the Histori-
cal Committee of which she has been
the council liaison for the last three
years. I do not speak for her directly,
but in discussions I understand why
she is challenging. There is too much
influence of the county Democrat po-
litical machine coming back into
Garwood. We hire professionals that
are connected with the county machine
by their political donations and by their
contracts they have with the county.
The county Democrat machine could
influence these professionals by their
contracts.

We also note that two of Mr.
Nierstedt’s Democrat candidates are

employed by the county and the county
machine could unduly influence them
through their county employment. Ms.
Todisco’s slate has no connection to
the county. The latest egregious move
by the county political machine was the
installation of the new Union County
manager without the proper interview
process according to county statute.
The statutes also note the county man-
ger must live inside the county, which
he doesn’t. This new county manager
leapfrogged over a competent female
deputy county manager who meets the
criteria of a county manager. It is these
type county political machine acts that
our attentive Garwood residents recog-
nize, and since 2003 have consistently
voted against the incumbent freehold-
ers in the general elections.

As to Mr. Nierstedt’s statement that
one of Ms. Todisco’s candidates has
switched political parties, all he has to
do is look at his support of one of his
own candidates, who has done the same
thing.

Why I am really disappointed at Mr.
Nierstedt’s writing is that about 15
years ago, Mr. Nierstedt himself did a
challenge to the Democrat machine in
that year’s June primary. He recog-
nized the county Democrat machine
and even wrote a letter that the machine
was putting pressure on his public em-
ployment because of his challenge. But
now he apparently embraces the ma-
chine, a possible guess is he wants to
keep his public employment. As the
machine was quoted behind closed
doors as saying, you have to prove
yourself.

As a Democrat for many years, I
support Councilwoman Todisco in her
challenge. She shows energy, integrity
and new ideas for Garwood. She is the
only Democrat candidate that was born
and raised in Garwood. I wish her suc-
cess.

Bruce Paterson
Garwood

Let’s Take A Stand On Gun Violence
And Vote On This Issue

Republicans in Congress have sty-
mied all efforts to pass reasonable gun
restrictions to the point of not even
putting the bills already sitting the
House and the Senate on the floor for a
vote. Now it is time for them to be held
accountable at the voting booth. None
of their fear mongering talking points
has come to fruition. No one is prohib-
iting the sale of guns or taking anyone’s
guns away anywhere.

We have heard every justification for
opposing common-sense gun restric-
tion, no matter how nonsensical they
may be. Rick Santorum referred to gun
laws as “phony gun laws” that do not
work. That is categorically false. New
Jersey has one of the most stringent gun
laws and has one of lowest gun deaths
per capita in the country. Another ri-
diculous statement floating around
claims that because AR-15’s are used
on the shooting range for fun, the gov-
ernment has no right to take away any
American’s “fun.” As far as the “fun”
argument, there are plenty of people
who would have a lot of big fun racing
down the Garden State Parkway at 110
MPH. Drunk driving is super fun too,
but both are against the law. And what
about drugs? Aren’t these the same
people who want tough drug laws?
When asked specifically about illegal
drugs, one commentator stated that of
course drugs should be illegal because
they are dangerous and they kill people.
But guns don’t kill people I guess.

Leonard Lance has an A rating from
the NRA and his miserable record on

gun safety reflects that. He has voted
multiple times for several Conceal
Carry Reciprocity bills that would al-
low gun owners from other states to
bring in their guns and carry them in
New Jersey. So Lance is facilitating
bringing more guns into our state,
against our state law, yet he publicly
claims that he supports New Jersey’s
safe gun laws. Talk about the height of
hypocrisy and deception. His danger-
ous and reckless votes on guns go
completely under the radar, which is
exactly what he wants. This allows him
to vote any which way the wind is
blowing; even it is against the interests
of his constituents, with no one know-
ing about it. Whose side is he on? He is
on the side of the NRA’s, not ours. The
chant at the glorious “Fight For Our
Life” rally in Washington was “Vote
Them Out!” Anyone with an A rating
from the NRA like Leonard Lance who
also takes campaign donations is not
going to stand for stronger gun laws,
but only stand in the way.

Let’s take a stand on gun violence
and vote on this issue the way the
Second Amendment advocates do. That
is how we will change gun laws, not by
begging lawmakers to change because
they won’t. We need to change the very
Congressmen who are preventing gun
safety, and that includes Leonard Lance.
No one is coming for your guns
America, only your vote.

Karen Egert
Springfield

Call to Action By Congress for
Common Sense Gun Safety

I was so inspired to be a part of the
recent March for our Lives organized
by the students of Westfield High
School. I applaud their efforts and
congratulate them on a job well done.
The day was filled with messages of
hope and a call to action.

We have had far too many mo-
ments of silence since Sandy Hook.
Our children and community deserve
real action to stop the epidemic of
gun violence in our country. We’re
not alone and we’re not helpless. There
are many seemingly simple, yet pow-
erful things we can do today.

More and more of our neighbors
are uniting to bring the change we
need. The phones in Congress are
ringing off the hook with calls for
commonsense gun reform, peaceful
rallies are growing in numbers in cit-
ies across the country, and families
and friends are gathering together in
their own living rooms to talk about
bringing violence prevention pro-
grams to their schools. The move-

ment is growing and we must keep
growing it.

There is reason to have hope that
we can prevent gun violence before it
happens through sensible gun safety
laws and programs in our schools and
communities that help us identify the
signs and signals before a shooting
happens and intervene.

To keep this hope alive and bring
the change we need, I am asking
everyone to take two simple actions
today. First, call Congressman
Leonard Lance today and ask that he
support gun violence prevention leg-
islation to keep guns out of dangerous
hands. Secondly, Make the Promise
at www.sandyhookpromise.org and
help bring Sandy Hook Promise’s no-
cost, violence prevention programs
to our schools and community. To-
gether we can make the changes
needed and supported by the major-
ity.

Adele Lewis
Garwood

Volunteers Are the Heart of Garwood
We are very excited to announce that

the first-ever Garwood Volunteer Re-
wards Card program has been success-
fully launched. All Garwood volunteers,
from the Fire Department to First Aid
Squad to PTA and many more, have
received the cards this month and cards
are valid through December 2019. This
card provides 10 percent off goods and
services at participating local businesses,
with a couple exceptions marked on the
card.

This great program would not have
been possible without the generosity and
support of Garwood businesses. We
would like to thank the following 12
businesses for taking part in this initia-
tive: Benvenuti Restaurant, Cranford
Plumbing, Crunch Fitness, Daisy’s Taste
of Cuba, Dittrick’s Wines and Liquors,
Dr. Robert Wise, D.C., Karma Salon

Studio, Kessler’s Corner, Mobile Con-
cepts, Rudy’s Restaurant, Sana Acupunc-
ture, and The Station Bar and Grill.

We’d also like to thank Advanced Print-
ing for donating the printing of the cards.

Volunteers are really the heart of
Garwood — the small town with a big
heart — and their hard work, countless
hours, and dedication to making Garwood
a great place is much appreciated. Our
local business community is also deeply
valued for making our town vibrant. We
feel showing our gratitude to our volun-
teers and encouraging shopping local are
essential to strengthening the bonds within
in our community.

Jen Blumenstock
Garwood Council President

Sara Todisco
Garwood Councilwoman

Westfield Proposed Budget Does More
And Is Much More Costly

Elected officials are quick to incorpo-
rate fashionable words and phrases into
their vocabulary: “proactive,” “strategic,”
“sustaining.” Indeed, these terms and their
derivatives each appear throughout
Westfield’s 2018 municipal budget pre-
sentation (available for viewing at
www.westfieldnj.gov) as does the grand-
daddy of all local political pabulum: “do-
ing more with less.”

Noticeably, however, Westfield’s pro-
posed budget does not do more with less;
rather, it does more with more. Much
more. The budget spends more money
than ever before – 6.56 percent more than
last year, or three times the rate of infla-
tion; it hires more employees and con-
sultants paying $250,000 to the latter all-
new group; and it uses more of the town’s
surplus – an unprecedented $4.275 mil-
lion, or nearly 30 percent of all our mu-
nicipal savings.

Westfield’s current administration
promised residents more of everything
during last year’s campaign, -including
more services, more communication, and
more street paving. But now they have to
pay for it, and the town’s savings account
is being raided to deliver on those prom-
ises. Increasing spending by more than
6.5 percent, and using surplus savings to
do it, ill-serves Westfield residents, par-
ticularly those seniors on fixed incomes
and others who do not hold C-suite jobs.
Overspending has caused our federal and
state governments to incur insurmount-
able debt; it appears that our local gov-
ernment may be next.

When candidates become decision-
makers, responsible leadership often re-
quires the fortitude to say “no.” I was
happy to hear Councilwoman JoAnn
Neylan say “no” when asked to introduce
the town’s 2018 budget. Having more
than a decade of municipal budgeting
experience, she knows that if Westfield
does not generate this year the same
$4.275 million in surplus revenue that it
is spending – an amount that we have
never achieved – the town will start the
2019 budget process with a hole to fill.

For example, if the town generates the
same amount of excess revenue that it did
in 2014, a healthy $2.775 million, we still
will find ourselves in a $1.5 million hole.

How to fill that hole? Apparently not
with reduced spending in 2019, which
defies the desire to do “more,” especially
in what will be a local election year. That
hole likely gets filled with funds from
either or both of the two largest sources of
municipal revenue: property taxes and
surplus. Mercifully, property tax increases
are capped (for now) at 2 percent; but not
so increases in the use of surplus. The
town’s surplus provides quick and easy
access to cash – until it doesn’t. And
when the ATM is empty, layoffs, bond
rating downgrades, debt, and cuts in ser-
vices follow.

Not so long ago, in 2008, Westfield
began the year with about $3.9 million in
surplus savings; by 2012, out of neces-
sity, that amount decreased to a mere
$198,494. Many residents even have more
savings than that. True, those were ex-
ceptionally hard times – cuts in state aid,
decreasing housing values and property
tax collections, and the imposition of the
2 percent levy cap. But who saw those
hardships coming? What hardships are in
our near future? What impact will the
pending property revaluations, limitations
on SALT deductions, elimination of the 2
percent arbitration cap on public em-
ployee contracts, and a continuation of
ruinous storms, among other things, have
on our municipal expenses and revenues?

The fiscal responsibility of the prior
Westfield administration rebuilt the
town’s surplus from less than $200,000
at the start of 2012, to more than $14.5
million at the start of this year, while
staying below the 2 percent tax levy cap
annually. Where will our town be after
only a few years of the current
administration’s more spending, more
hiring, and more taxes? Likely in more
trouble.

Sam Della Fera
Former Councilman

To Stop $3.2-Billion Tobacco Bond Refinancing
Senate Minority Leader Tom Kean (R-

21st, Westfield) sent a letter to Acting
Treasurer Elizabeth Maher Muoio to ad-
vise that he is exploring legal action to
prevent the pending closing of a $3.2-
billion sale of Tobacco Settlement Bonds.

In the letter, Mr. Kean said the transac-
tion effectively extends the final payment
date of tobacco bonds more than 40 years
beyond their initial issuance in 2003 and
2004 — well beyond what is permitted.

“The Murphy Administration is bla-
tantly ignoring provisions in the New
Jersey Constitution that are meant to pro-
tect taxpayers from irresponsible debt
schemes like this tobacco bond refinanc-
ing,” said Mr. Kean. “The issuance of this
debt will cost New Jersey taxpayers hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in exchange
for a one-shot $250 million budget grab.
We are calling for the immediate cancel-
lation of the refinancing, and are explor-
ing our legal options to prevent the clos-
ing.”

The debt being refunded by the To-
bacco Settlement Financing Corporation
was first issued in 2003 and the final
maturity of the refunding is 2046 – eight
years beyond the New Jersey
Constitution’s requirement that the inter-
est and principle be paid and discharged
within 35 years (2038).

Mr. Kean expressed further concern
that that investors in the debt sale are
already selling their bonds at a significant
mark-up only days after the bond pricing,
causing one Bloomberg Intelligence ana-
lyst to note: “It would suggest the state
left some money on the table as they
continue to struggle financially.”

“This tobacco bond scheme has hit the
trifecta of being unconstitutional, costly
for taxpayers, and so poorly structured
that the Murphy Administration is effec-
tively giving away money to investors
while simultaneously demanding billions
in new taxes from New Jersey residents,”
added Mr. Kean.


