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The Westfield Board Of Health Held A
Meeting On June 4, 2018

Tax Changes Funding New Jersey’s
New 2019 Budget

By: Peter Ulrich and Todd Kellert
Gibbons Law

This past weekend, Governor Phil
Murphy and the New Jersey Legisla-
ture avoided a government shutdown
by agreeing to a $37.4-billion compro-
mise budget deal, which included sig-
nificant changes to New Jersey’s busi-
ness and individual taxes, including:

A new “millionaire’s tax” on indi-
viduals earning $5 million or more
increasing the top marginal Gross In-
come Tax (“GIT”) rate from 8.97 per-
cent to 10.75 percent

Business taxpayers with NJ allocated
income in excess of $1 million will be
liable for a 2.5 percent surtax (on top of
the current 9 percent rate) for the next
two years, with the surtax reduced to
1.5 percent for the following two years.

The new federal pass-through busi-
ness income deduction (IRC Section
199A) will be unavailable for Corpo-
ration Business Tax (“CBT”) or GIT

purposes; other decoupling provisions
were adopted.

For CBT apportionment purposes,
sales of services will be sourced to
New Jersey if, or to the extent that, the
benefit of the service is received at a
location in New Jersey.

Additional legislation to expand the
reach of the sales and use tax to remote
sellers in light of the recent Supreme
Court ruling in Wayfair v. South Da-
kota is awaiting the Governor’s signa-
ture.

Mandatory unitary combined report-
ing under the CBT is now required,
effective for tax years beginning on or
after January 1, 2019; these rules may
be subject to corrective legislation later
this summer.

Numerous additional tax increases
and clarifications, as well as new taxes
such as an “Uber” tax and an “Air
BNB” tax, were adopted as part of the
budget negotiations.

The Board of Health held a hearing
for a restaurant that was subject to
three consecutive conditionally-sat-
isfactory ratings. The Westfield Re-
gional Health Department  represen-
tative presented the findings that
caused the ratings. The restaurant
ownership, who also manage the res-
taurant, presented their efforts to ad-
dress the deficiencies and the mea-
sures they would take to ensure com-
pliance with the sanitary code. The
Board established conditions, to be
enforced by the department, to en-
courage the restaurant ownership to
comply.

The Board reviewed the Depart-
ment reports for May 2018. Forty-
five inspections were conducted.
Forty-one of the inspections resulted
in satisfactory ratings, two inspec-
tions did not involve ratings changes,
two inspections resulted in condi-
tional ratings. The conditional rat-
ings require that the food establish-
ments make corrections to deficient
conditions and prior to a mandatory
reinspection.

The public health nursing reports
for May included the schedule of
health screening events from Over-
look Medical Center including glu-
cose and blood pressure screenings
on the following Mondays from 10
am to 1 p.m: July 2, 9, 16, 23, and 30;
August 6, 13, 20, and 27. These
screenings will be held at the Over-
look Downtown Center located at
357 Springfield Avenue Summit, NJ.
Each of these screenings requires pre-
registration and there is no fee. Call
1-800-247-9580 to register.

Information on the Health
Department’s activities, including child
health clinics and vaccines for adults,
and other programs and activities can
be found on the Westfield Regional
Health Department website at
www.westfieldnj.gov/health.

The next meeting of the Westfield
Board of Health will be on Monday,
August 6 at 5:30 p.m. in the Westfield
Municipal Building. The public is
invited to attend.

Thomas O’Neill, President
Westfield Board of Health

State PBA President Pat Colligan On
The Pension Bill Signing

“Today marks an historic day for
the Police and Firemen’s Retirement
System (PFRS). The signing of Sen-
ate Bill 5 into law will have a pro-
found impact on the future of our
retirement system and it places in the
hands of PFRS members and their
employers the tools to do what the
State has failed to do for too long:
focus on fully funding the system. I
am grateful to Governor Murphy for
his support in our efforts to restore
the health and independence of the
PFRS.

When the State PBA began re-
searching this concept and the best
practices of healthy pension systems
around the nation more than four years
ago, we were convinced that making
PFRS independent from the State was
our only option.

Nearly 20 years ago PFRS was
overfunded and amongst the healthi-
est pension systems in the United
States. But after years of fiscal gim-
micks and State ineptitude our pen-
sion fund has sunk to levels that we
could no longer ignore. This law
provides the PFRS Board of Trust-
ees with exclusive powers over the
investment, policy making and man-

agement of the pension system.
Today’s changes establish a path-
way for the future funding of our
pensions. No longer will PFRS mem-
bers be forced to suffer from the
poor decision making and political
expediency that marked the State’s
stewardship of our pensions over the
years.

This law ensures competent pro-
fessionals and a focused Board of
Trustees will protect the fund from
abuse and control investment deci-
sions designed only to grow the value
of the PFRS.

I want to especially thank Senate
President Sweeney for sponsoring this
law and for his passionate leadership
in advocating for this concept to pro-
tect our pensions. A new era in pen-
sion management begins today in New
Jersey. The growth of PFRS protects
the promise of a pension and security
for their families made to our mem-
bers when they became law enforce-
ment officers.

The intent of this law is clear: PFRS
members and their employers want to
fully fund the PFRS and we now
finally have the vehicle to make that
a reality.”

Scrambling to Address Mandates
Insanely Allows Bad Developments

Two weeks ago I noted the state may
have, by 2025, an influx of one million
new residential units, 1.5 million new
residents, 1.2 million more automobiles
and at least 150,000 new school children.
This is a near guarantee all resulting from
court-ordered affordable housing (AH)
mandates of 180,000 housing units.

The towns scrambling to address this
mandate are insanely allowing developers
to propose huge high density projects, three
to four floors high, with 30 to 60 units per
acre in our two-story, single-family towns.
As one local mayor stated, we are proceed-
ing with a knife to our throats.

So in essence, with convoluted logic,
mandates are really for forcing towns to
build 800,000 expensive market-rate
units, not the 180,000 units. Lot of money
going into pockets never before on the
scene. Some suggestions to try to amelio-
rate, or at least control the extent of this
boondoggle is put forth by a legislator,
Holly Schepisi, from Bergen County,
along with some ideas from a citizen’s
grassroots campaign, “Citizens Improv-
ing Affordable Housing”(of which I am
the secretary):

Outstanding legislator’s bills and pro-
posals (which are being stonewalled in
committees): *Shift the obligation from
municipalities to the state; *Eliminate the
Builders Remedy lawsuit; *Include fore-
closed homes in new AH (Affordable
Housing) calculations; *Ensure munici-
pal zoning sovereignty; *Consider present
towns infrastructure, traffic and services;
*Eliminate the exclusion of AH in cities;
*Base AH requirements on present need;
*Create and adopt bi-partisan authority
to generate AH numbers; *Constitutional
amendment for all AH decisions to be
made by Legislature, not the courts; *In-
crease age-restricted projects to 50 per-
cent allowance in mandates; *Preference
of town’s residents for town’s AH units;
*Require calculations to be statewide,
not by towns.

Other suggestions to be considered
from the Citizen’s committee:

*Normal town zoning is example, maxi-
mum 16 units per acre, builders’ propos-
als are 30 to 60 units per acre, compro-
mise to allow 50 percent over 16 which is
24 units per acre. This keeps a semblance
of a town’s character and charm, in lieu of
huge projects overwhelming the town;

*Allow towns to determine whether
and how they can provide AH units prop-
erly, not under threat of lawsuits;

*Rezoning to 30 to 60 units per acre
creates undue largesse to the existing
property owners. Create a state agency
with bonding capacity to buy jointly with
the town, the property first at existing
zoning cost. Then zone it accordingly to
the new zoning with the increased sales
price to developers going back to the
town and state;

*There are six regional AH mandate
numbers spread onto the six region’s
towns. Have our state assure that all re-
gions are being built out equally, not just

one or two regions near the metro areas
being cherry picked and overdeveloped.
If a developer builds in Bergen County,
he must build in Burlington County;

*Make the tax abatements (PILOTS)
to be imposed only on the 20 percent AH
units. Fully assess the 80 percent market
rate units. Or do a study of what revenue
the PILOT generates on the whole project
versus what a normal tax assessment
would garner, so the town knows what
they may be losing out on.

*To the mayor and councils: under-
stand clearly how the AH numbers are
generated supposedly in stone but then
can be negotiated. Third-party genera-
tion begets bias. You may just be too
gullible and acquiescent since you are
being sued by that same third party.

*This metro area has most traffic inter-
sections rated “F” (the worst rated) and
roads at 90 to 100 percent capacity, yet
towns are still allowing huge 30 to 60
units/acre overdevelopment projects.
Local government is failing its constitu-
ents by allowing this to happen;

*AH families beget more and special
services from the towns. Who is to pay for
these new services since the projects are
getting tax abatements (PILOT);

*Address the pay to play donations
from developers to the Legislature and to
the third party FSHC who is generating
these AH numbers creating all this over-
development;

*Demand developers provide their
financials up front, and since this is a
climate for huge building boom, profit
margins should be regulated downward;

*There should be a percent buildout by
year spread across the seven years lead-
ing up to 2025;

*There should be a contained percent
population growth and rental unit growth,
not the explosions we are facing pres-
ently;

*Build on publicly-owned land to de-
crease project costs so not to be overde-
veloped;

*Build “tiny houses” like other states
are doing for the AH homes.

This last suggestion is throwing down
the gauntlet to our local elected officials
who are not protecting the constituents
and character of their towns. All 500
affected towns pass a model resolution
supporting all the above, meet thru the NJ
League of Municipalities to confer. Be-
come activists for your residents. Donate
toward a class action lawsuit toward the
flawed and unconstitutional process of
the determination and imposition of the
AH mandates. Possibly pass a morato-
rium to stop any further building until
this flawed process is straightened out to
be fair not only to those who cannot
afford the home prices, but those living in
the present towns that are under attack by
the 820,000 market-rate units. Be pre-
pared to “class-action” defend the mora-
torium. Stand together.

Bruce Paterson
Garwood
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The Family Law Department of Dughi, Hewit & Domalewski
Presents

Kristin N. Badalamenti, Esq., Jennifer L. Young, Esq.,

Mario C. Gurrieri, Esq. (Chair) and Kristin M. Capalbo, Esq.

4 Lawyers, 4 Levels of Experience, 4 Hourly Rates

All designed to serve your interests in all aspects of divorce including
custody, parenting time, relocation, distribution of assets, alimony, child

support, college costs, prenuptial agreements, mediation, domestic violence,
palimony, post-divorce changes in financial circumstances, and civil unions

Mention this ad to receive a complimentary conference

Dughi, Hewit & Domalewski, P.C.
340 North Avenue

Cranford, New Jersey, 07016
(908) 272-0200

www.dughihewit.com

THE JAMES WARD MANSION              

www.jameswardmansion.com

Have your Sweet 16 Party at The James Ward Mansion!

“Make Our Mansion Your Mansion”

Sweet Sixteen 

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.

Interiors So Lovely, You’ll Want to Stay Home

Joanne Womelsdorf, IFDA, ASID allied
Phone: 908.232.3875
www.superiorinteriorsofnj.com

Think “Superior” For:
Expert Consultation Services

Space Planning / Room Layouts

Remodeling Services

All Interior Related Products:

Accessorizing & Finishing Touches

Furniture
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Floor Coverings
Window Treatments
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10% Of College Graduates Believe
That Judge Judy Is SCOTUS Justice
Judges must apply neutral prin-

ciples in all cases to avoid personal,
political, ideological, and jurispru-
dential preferences! Professor Herbert
Wechsler, who coined the term “neu-
tral principles,” argued that courts
must hand down principled decisions
based on reasons “that in their gener-
ality and their neutrality transcend
any immediate result that is involved.”

The contretemps over who should
be the next United States Supreme
Court justice makes clear that neu-
trality is not the abiding principle in
selecting a new justice and that the
Supreme Court is not being consid-
ered as a neutral arbiter.

My experience as an attorney-at-
law (ret) decades ago does not give
me confidence that the judiciary is
neutral. I stood before judges who
were biased, who had their own juris-
prudence, who had little if any train-
ing to be judge, who were appointed
because of their loyalty to their politi-
cal party, and/or who had their eye on
seeking political office and so skewed
their decisions.

By what training and selection pro-
cess do we ensure that judges are
neutral?

The problem is that we as human
beings often inject our personal views
in matters about which we should be
totally objective.

At the very least the public should
know and understand the institution
of the law and the role of the United
States Supreme Court in it.

This would, however, require a de-
gree of public knowledge about the insti-
tution of the law and United States Su-
preme Court that is woefully missing.

Pew Research Center: 33 percent
of the people surveyed knew there are
three women on the Supreme Court,
28  percent identified Justice Kennedy
as “the swing vote,” 34  percent knew
that John Roberts is the Chief Justice,
55 percent knew that the Court de-
cided the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act was constitutional!

Annenberg Center: Only 32 per-
cent of Americans could not identify
the Supreme Court as one of the three
branches of the federal government,
28 percent thought Supreme Court
decisions are returned to Congress
for reconsideration, and 25 percent

favored eliminating the Supreme
Court entirely if it made too many
unpopular decisions!

Newsweek: Only 37 percent of the
1,000 people surveyed knew that there
are nine justices Supreme Court jus-
tices.

Gallup Poll: 44 percent did not
know who Justice Scalia was.

American Council of Trustees and
Alumni: 10 percent of college gradu-
ates believed that Judge Judy is a
Supreme Court justice.

How then can the public under-
stand such complex concepts as strict
construction and original meaning in
interpreting constitutions and statutes
or properly consider a Supreme Court
nominee?

Alexander Hamilton in Federalist
Paper 78 called for “the complete
independence of the courts of jus-
tice.”

The greatest threat to an indepen-
dent Supreme Court is the increasing
politicization of the Supreme Court
that is evidenced now in the “conser-
vative” and “liberal” wings of the
Court and in the political squabbling
over who should serve on the high
court.

Supreme Court independence is
undermined when the President makes
a public spectacle in announcing his
Supreme Court nominee, the nomi-
nee plays up to Senators, and the
Senate devolves into partisan camps
concerning the nominee!

Stephen Schoeman
Westfield


