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Letters to the Editor
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Diction Deception

More Letters
on pages 5 & 12

Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Tripara – A woman who has borne

three children
2. Deg – To sprinkle
3. Trillachan – An oyster catcher
4. Deflagration – Combustion

Below are four arcane words, each
with four definitions – only one is cor-
rect. The others are made up. Are you
sharp enough to discern this deception of
diction?

If you can guess one correctly – good
guess. If you get two – well-read indi-
vidual. If you get three – word expert. If
you get all four – You must have a lot of
free time!

All words and correct definitions
come from the board game Diction
Deception.

BACCATE
1. To rub thoroughly
2. Capable of being poured; in a liquid

state
3. Bearing berries
4. To delay; hinder

NISUS
1. An effort or endeavor
2. A soft silk cloth, used for ribbons,

linings, etc.
3. Any animal or organ having a plant-

like apearance
4. Pertaining to the final end or pur-

pose
LAVOLTA

1. Whirling or spinning
2. Malaria
3. A small brook or rivulet
4. An old dance somewhat resembling

the waltz
ARACHIS

1. A stem, stalk or support
2. The common peanut
3. The paragraph symbol
4. A species of non web-spinning spi-

ders that catches it prey by use of its
swiftness

Pension Liability Might
Be $174 Billion

It might be useful for readers to do
some homework when it comes to
the state’s claims regarding its un-
funded pension and retiree health care
liabilities.

The state reports its pension sys-
tem has an unfunded $41.8-billion
liability. However, this unfunded li-
ability number is vastly understated!

According to Andrew Biggs of the
American Enterprise Institute, if the
state calculated its pension liabilities
in a manner consistent with private
sector accounting requirements —
methods that economists almost uni-
versally agree to be more appropriate
— New Jersey’s unfunded benefit
obligation rises to $173.9 billion.

New Jersey has made a $174-bil-
lion promise without any idea of how
it will pay for it.

To make matters worse, the current
investment environment is charac-
terized by low returns. State actuar-
ies estimate that if pension system
assets return less than 8 percent –
which is highly likely - the N.J. pen-
sion system will run out of money to
make benefit payments as soon as
2013.

I would say this is a looming crisis
that every reader should be concerned
about – not just those receiving a
monthly pension check and retiree
health care benefits for life.

DJ Kurz
Lambertville

Before Voting, Garwood Council
Should Tell Us Total Const., Main. Cost

Thank You SP for Help
Re. Water Main Break
On behalf of the people of St.

Bartholomew the Apostle Church and
Academy, I wish to convey our grati-
tude to the members of the Scotch
Plains Fire Department, Police De-
partment, Department of Public
Works, Councilman Kevin Glover
and Acting Town Manager Bob
LaCosta for their prompt and effec-
tive response to the recent water main
break on Portland Avenue.

Had they not responded so
promptly, the situation could have
become even more serious. As it was,
the speed of their arrival and their
skill in deploying and using their
equipment kept the damage to a mini-
mum. Thank you again for confirm-
ing and increasing our appreciation
of, and pride in, all our fire, police
and public works departments.

Rev. John Paladino, Pastor
St. Bartholomew the Apostle Church

Scotch Plains

Building $3.2-Mil. Mega Complex In
Garwood is Fiscally Irresponsible

Councilman Haas Was Wrong to Impugn Integrity
I write in response to Councilman Haas’

political manifesto published in last
week’s edition of The Westfield Leader
because the facts matter to me, and I
believe that they matter to the residents of
Westfield. I also believe that it is wrong
to impugn the integrity of the many dedi-
cated elected officials and professional
employees who have served Westfield
with distinction over the past several
decades. Mr. Haas’ words – accusing the
mayor and town council of assisting our
professionals over the years to willingly
“game” and “bankrupt” the public pen-
sion system – do just that, either inten-
tionally or recklessly, without justifica-
tion.

The fact is that not a single Town of
Westfield professional has been found to
have received pension benefits improp-
erly.

The fact is that pension eligibility is
determined solely by who is an “em-
ployee” of the town subject to PERS
enrollment and who is an “independent
contractor” that is not. That determina-
tion is made by analyzing and applying
criteria promulgated by the IRS. As Mr.
Haas concedes in the “epilogue” to his
press release, “[a]n analysis was done
and the town has forwarded that analysis
to the [Division of Pensions and Benefits
(DPB)].” Or as he told another publica-
tion, “[w]e did the appropriate analysis
… it was done as required.”

The fact is that since the 2007 pension
reform law went into effect on January 1,
2008, establishing new enrollment crite-
ria for the state’s Public Employees Re-
tirement System (PERS) and creating a
new pension plan, the Defined Contribu-
tion Retirement Program (DCRP), for
local appointees and new employees who
do not meet the new PERS thresholds,
Westfield has uniformly applied the new
enrollment criteria and has properly en-
rolled all new hires and appointees in the
pension plan prescribed by the state.

As for the town’s professionals who
were enrolled in PERS before January 1,
2008, the Town of Westfield carefully
considered the new law and followed in
good faith the instructions included in a
related notice issued by the state in De-
cember 2007. That notice specifically
provided that “[a]n individual who was a
member of PERS prior to July 1, 2007

may continue their PERS membership
when appointed to a DCRP position, if
the person has ‘continuously’ been a
member since that time.” Accordingly,
five part-time employees who were then
providing professional services to the
town, and who had been receiving the
PERS pension benefit all along as part of
their compensation, continued to do so.
When the report of the Office of the State
Comptroller (OSC) was issued last month,
only one of those employees was still
serving the town. The report was the first
time that the state has ever taken a posi-
tion contrary to the guidance it has given
municipalities since 2007.

Mr. Haas is intentionally misleading,
at worst, and simply wrong, at best, when
he asserts that the report “found that 338
out of 566 of the municipalities in New
Jersey (60 percent), did not have attor-
neys in the pension system after the law
disallowed it starting in 2008.” The re-
port clearly states that it surveyed only 58
of 1,170 local units in the state (towns,
school districts, etc.), and that in the
OSC’s view 57 of them – more than 98
percent – were not complying with the
state’s current interpretation of the pen-
sion reform law. The report goes on to
note – twice – that “OSC conservatively
estimates that a review of the remaining
515 municipalities and 597 school dis-
tricts not included in our survey could
yield hundreds of additional profession-
als inappropriately enrolled” in the pub-
lic pension system. Thus, Mr. Haas’ con-
clusion that Westfield was in the 40 per-
cent minority of municipalities that mis-
interpreted the new law is pure fiction.

Councilman Haas’ fuzzy math not-
withstanding, the fact is that nearly every
town and school district surveyed by the
OSC, of all socio-economic and political
stripes, including Westfield, interpreted
the 2007 law the same way. Until last
month, there had been no indication what-
soever that that interpretation was incor-
rect.

The report does not specifically name
Westfield, and does not conclude that
any individuals employed by the town
were or are improperly enrolled in PERS.
The OSC only “recommends” that the
DPB review the pension credits accrued
by the type of professionals referenced
therein. Regardless, the sole remaining

part-time town employee enrolled in
PERS has now resigned that position. He
did so not because of the “stink” arising
from the report, as Councilman Haas
characterizes, but because it is now ap-
parent that the state believes he is not
eligible to be enrolled in that program.
Contrary to Mr. Haas’ accusations,
Westfield’s professionals, like its elected
officials, do endeavor to follow the rules.

Reasonable minds may differ about
who is an employee under IRS guidelines
and who is not, and also who among
those employed on January 1, 2008 was
eligible for PERS pension benefits there-
after and who was not. Indeed, the clari-
fication from the state in the report ap-
pears long overdue, given the complexity
of the issues and the fact that 57 of 58
entities similarly interpreted the law. But
it is grossly unfair for Councilman Haas
to suggest that the town’s professionals
and elected officials have conspired to
“game the system” and thereby fleece
taxpayers.

To the contrary, Mayor Skibitsky and
the town council continue to work hard to
reduce costs and save taxpayer dollars
wherever practicable. For example, we
recently refinanced outstanding bonds at
a substantially lower interest rate, saving
taxpayers more than $180,000 over the
next five years; we have made the diffi-
cult decisions that enabled us to lower the
municipal budget for three years in a row;
and we have reduced municipal salaries
and wages to below 2005 levels.

These are the facts. Five years ago,
Westfield’s officials thoroughly reviewed
the 46-page pension reform statute and
related guidance from the state, and
reached the same conclusion regarding
its application as nearly every other mu-
nicipality. As Mayor Skibitsky noted last
week in these pages, the report concludes
with recommendations, not indictments.
The professionals and elected officials
who honorably serve and have served
Westfield deserve better than to have
their motives questioned and their good
faith actions described as “illegal” by a
colleague looking to score political points.

Councilman Sam Della Fera
Chair, Finance Policy Committee

Westfield Town Council

At the last meeting of the Garwood
Borough Council, the mayor and five
of the six council members stated
that they are voting to build a $3.2-
million athletic complex in Garwood
in spite of the fact that the majority of
the Garwood residents at the meeting
were against this project and a public
hearing on this issue will not be held
until August 14. This is NOT the time
or place to build such an extravagant
complex with a two-story clubhouse,
turf soccer field, bocce court, basket-
ball court, lights and many other bells
and whistles.

This project has been talked about
for a dozen years. If previous council
members saw fit not to pass this
project 12 years ago when the
economy was good and the project
would have cost a million dollars,
then it is ludicrous to pass it now
when the New Jersey unemployment
rate is 9.6 percent, homes are in fore-
closure and taxes keep going up. The
founding fathers of Garwood felt that
the taxes they were paying to Cranford
and Westfield were too high. Frank
Morse, who was to become
Garwood’s first mayor, said “taxa-
tion without representation is revolu-
tion.” This is a quote from the
Garwood council’s own website, yet
by voting for this project this council
is not representing all the residents
and are breaking their campaign
promise to “keep taxes down.”

I moved to Garwood because I felt
it was a nice place to live with shop-
ping and transportation within walk-
ing distance and low taxes. Taxes
have gone up considerably even with-
out this complex. Now our council
wants to borrow close to $2 million to

pay for this glorified Little League
field.

Ironically, just a couple days be-
fore our council voted for this bond
ordinance the headline and lead ar-
ticle in The Star-Ledger read: “New
Jersey: a ticking time bomb of debt”
because of the reckless borrowing of
money by the state. The state is out of
control, the county freeholders are
out of control and now our council is
also out of control when it comes to
spending money we don’t have for
projects we don’t need.

Garwood is a small borough with-
out a high school. The 2010 census
found 1,870 housing units in
Garwood. This project would cost
more than $1,700 on the average for
each unit and would increase our
municipal debt by more than 50 per-
cent.

Fanwood and Scotch Plains have a
shared baseball league and share other
services including their high school.
At the last council meeting, I sug-
gested that Garwood combine with
Westfield or Clark. I suggested
Westfield since the Westfield base-
ball fields are only a block away from
our school in Garwood and I sug-
gested Clark because these are the
students our children will be playing
with when they get to high school.

If the council wanted to pay to
combine with another town or update
the current athletic complex which
borders Cranford that would be fine.
But to tear down all those trees to
build a $3.2-million mega complex
with a turf field is fiscally irrespon-
sible.

Tom Pedas
Garwood

In Westfield, Closing Access to
Quimby Street Is Inconsiderate

It’s Time for Compromise On
Garwood’s Athletic Field

My wife and I are in complete
agreement with Aurelio Cardoso’s
argument that Morgan Stanley should
not be allowed to fence off the access
to Quimby Street.

We have been using that little “side
street” to visit The Brick Oven, J.A.
Banks, and almost all the merchants
on the street for years. We were sur-

prised and quite upset very recently
while hurrying through a rain storm
from the parking lot to find that ri-
diculous fence enclosure. It is totally
unnecessary. What is Morgan
Stanley’s rationale for this inconsid-
erate closure? Shame on them.

Dante and Pat Bonardi
Garwood

The Borough of Garwood intends
to build a state-of-the art athletic field
complex anticipated to cost $3.2 mil-
lion. A $1.6 million bond is needed
over 15 or 20 years that will increase
the borough’s debt by 58 percent.

Councilwoman Sara Todisco
pointed out that debt in other towns is
higher than Garwood’s would be even
if the project were approved. Cranford
is at .92 and Clark at .79; Garwood is
now at .56. Five of six Garwood
Council members feel that it is OK to
saddle the town with $1.6 million
because other towns have even more
debt.

So far the taxpayers of Garwood
have not received figures showing
additional expenses for likely cost
overruns, construction deficiencies,
code violations, additional legal and
professional fees, etc.

 How much will cleaning and main-
taining kitchen, bathrooms and other
interior areas cost? It would be irre-

sponsible to spend $3.2 million, and
then leave the complex in the hands
of volunteers for maintenance and
upkeep.

How much will the regular clean-
up and on-going repair and mainte-
nance of the outdoor facilities cost
and how does the town plan to pay for
this?

 Has anybody estimated the cost of
electricity, gas and water? What about
the cost of regular police patrols and
the DPW’s extra burden? Have the
heads of those departments been con-
sulted about the new demands the
complex will create?

Before voting on this extravagant
project, the  council members owe it
to all Garwood taxpayers to be open
and transparent about the total cost of
construction, and maintenance over
the life of the facility.

Roswitha Metz
Garwood

Holt Thinks D.C. Needs to Spend More
Of Our Scotch Plains-Fanwood Money

Letter Writer is Buying GOP Advertising Against Obama

Letters to the Editor

The proposal for a $3.2-million
athletic complex in Garwood has been
presented as an all-or-nothing deal,
and that’s unfair.

The costs have not been broken
down so that we can see what we’re
being asked to pay for. What part of
that $3.2 million will go to a new field
house, for example? How much will
the soccer field cost? What about the
baseball field?

The proposal is far too expensive
for a small borough like Garwood. It
should be scaled back to a reasonable
size, perhaps by remodeling the ex-

isting field house rather than build-
ing a new one. Or eliminating the
lighting, which would probably be a
relief to the nearby neighbors. There
wouldn’t be so much as a whimper if
the bocce court disappeared.

If the costs were broken down, it
would be easier to see how to reach a
reasonable compromise. And com-
promise is necessary. As the plan
stands now, it’s simply beyond our
municipal means.

William Connolly
Garwood

Almost all of Scotch Plains and
Fanwood have been moved, effective
with the new federal Congress, which
will start in January, from the 7th
Congressional District (where the seat
is currently held by Representative
Leonard Lance) to the 12th Congres-
sional District (where the seat is cur-
rently held by Representative Rush
Holt). This was among the changes
made to New Jersey’s Congressional
districts as a result of redistricting
caused by the 2010 US Census re-
sults.

I don’t know too much (yet) about
Representative Holt, but one of his
votes last week in Congress show
that he thinks Washington needs more
of our money to spend. He voted last
week to raise income taxes next year.
He seems to believe that taking more
money out of our pockets, sending it
to Washington so that Washington
can take its cut and then spend what’s
left, will create more jobs than us
deciding how to spend our own money
in the first place! This is one of the
dumbest ideas I’ve ever heard. The
thought that raising taxes somehow

is a responsible and sensible eco-
nomic plan to create jobs is ludi-
crous.

It seems that those of us in Scotch
Plains and Fanwood who think that
the federal government takes too
much of our money in taxes, spends
too much, has grabbed too much
power away from us and our States
and needs to stop putting our chil-
dren in debt to the tune of an addi-
tional $1.3 trillion every year will
have a lot of work to do with Repre-
sentative Holt.

Rich Fortunato
Scotch Plains

Since, in his letter on August 2, Mr.
Schaeffer chose to call me a member
of the gullible masses that bought
Mr. Obama’s image in 2008, I feel
required to call him a member of the
gullible masses currently buying this
obvious Republican advertising and
PR story. I admit that I have bought
stories like this from both sides in the
past, but this one seemed so ridicu-
lous that I had to look it up.

Here is what Mr. Obama actually
said (all of the words from this por-
tion of the speech), with the intended
meaning behind the “you didn’t build
that” line:

“There are a lot of wealthy, suc-
cessful Americans who agree with
me — because they want to give
something back. They know they
didn’t — look, if you’ve been suc-
cessful, you didn’t get there on your
own. You didn’t get there on your
own. I’m always struck by people
who think, well, it must be because I

was just so smart. There are a lot of
smart people out there. It must be
because I worked harder than every-
body else. Let me tell you something
— there are a whole bunch of
hardworking people out there.

“If you were successful, somebody
along the line gave you some help.
There was a great teacher somewhere
in your life. Somebody helped to
create this unbelievable American
system that we have that allowed you
to thrive. Somebody invested in roads
and bridges. If you’ve got a business
— you didn’t build that [road or
bridge]. Somebody else made that
happen. The Internet didn’t get in-
vented on its own. Government re-
search created the Internet so that all
the companies could make money
off the Internet.

“The point is, is that when we suc-
ceed, we succeed because of our in-
dividual initiative, but also because
we do things together. There are some

things, just like fighting fires, we
don’t do on our own. I mean, imagine
if everybody had their own fire ser-
vice. That would be a hard way to
organize fighting fires.”

I don’t think that Mr. Obama’s ac-
tual words completely discount Mr.
Schaffer’s comments, but please
watch who you’re calling “gullible.”

I’m sure that you run a terrific
business and are a great member of
society, but Mr. Obama never said
(and doesn’t think) that you didn’t
build your business.

True, by going off-teleprompter,
he gave the Republicans a mislead-
ing sound bite to exploit - one that
you swallowed hook, line and sinker.

Best of luck to you, me and masses
everywhere as we try to make an
informed choice in the fall election.

Steven Diamond
Westfield

JUDGES, ATTY’S HAVE
TROUBLE DECODING

LAW WHEN IT
APPLIES TO THEM?

Cranford Birchwood Develop-
ment Site Plan Hearings

According to
www.cranfordtaxpayers.blogspot.com,
The Cranford Township Committee,
opposing the development as well as
the hearing venue being in Elizabeth,
offered free bus transportation for
residents on Wednesday and Thurs-
day mornings at 9 a.m. from the Or-
ange Avenue Pool parking lot to the
Courthouse in Elizabeth.


