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WHERE EVERYBODY  
COMES TO PLAY 
Every day at the Y, our sports and swim programs offer more than skill development;  
our fitness facilities and classes build more than strong bodies;  
and our child care programs offer more than just safe learning  
and play environments. 

At the Y, kids and adults get healthier while  
building relationships and gaining self-confidence. 

You can join anywhere, but you belong at the Y.  

JOIN BY SEPTEMBER 15 . . . NO JOINER’S FEE (a $150 value!) 

WESTFIELD AREA Y  
220 Clark St., Westfield ∙ 908-233-2700 ∙ www.westfieldynj.org  
 

Strengthening the communities of Cranford, Garwood, Mountainside and Westfield since 1923.  Financial assistance is available.  

Fall program registration 
for full members begins 

6:00PM August 16!  

New member must not have been a full facility member for the last 60 days. 

‘You Didn’t Build That’ Reveals the
Real Insight into Obama

In the wake of the illustrative four
words, “You didn’t build that,” spo-
ken by President Obama in his
Roanoke, Va. speech on July 13, much
has been explained about what he
meant by those words. They are
gotcha words, were taken out of con-
text or not what he really meant.
None of these explanations have been
satisfactory. Literally what he said
was that successful business leaders
did not create their business on their
own because government had much
to do with it. In an interview with
WCTV-TV in Tallahassee, Fla., that
aired on July 20, 2012, Obama said:
“What I said was together we build
roads and we build bridges.” Besides
calling the controversy “bogus,” his
explanation has been predominantly
that his words meant that if you are a
successful business owner, govern-
ment played an important role in
providing the supporting infrastruc-
ture for the business – not that gov-
ernment was actually responsible for
the success. In other words, it takes a
village and that we are all in this
together.

This may be plausible except that
it does not explain the core sentiment
one bit because of the words he used.
Both the literal meaning of the words
and his word choice reveals the in-
sight that Obama simply does not
appreciate what it takes to be suc-
cessful in business. Because he has
never been in business his entire life,
he did not appreciate the reaction
such words would have on those who
have created businesses. Obama sim-
ply had no clue and he still has no
clue. How could he have used those
words if he did not have such little
regard for business success?

While he was technically correct
that businesses only exist in a func-
tional society primarily maintained
by the government, consider how dif-
ferently he would have explained the
same concept with respect to the cre-
ation of some well-known exceptional
works of art. Take, for example,
Leonardo da Vinci’s painting of the
Mona Lisa or Michelangelo’s chisel-
ing of the Statue of David. If Obama
were to make the same point about
the creation of David that
Michelangelo could only have made
it in a society maintained by govern-
ment, Obama would never have said
the words, “You didn’t build that.
Somebody else made that happen.”
He would have realized that using
such words would be insulting, inap-
propriate and dismissive of the huge
amount of talent and effort that it
took to chisel the huge marble block.

Only someone with zero apprecia-
tion for art would use such words. An
art appreciator would never even try
to elevate the role that basic govern-
ment services played in creating such
amazing works of art. But Obama
had no problem using these words
and making the point in the creation
of a business. He is still trying to
make the point to this day. He just
does not get it. The degree of Obama’s
lack of appreciation for business suc-
cess is astounding!

Obama is so clearly not the guy to
lead our country out of the miserable
economic recovery he has led and
toward prosperity. He doesn’t have a
clue. We need a President who under-
stands and appreciates what it takes
to create and run a business.

Richard Sauerwein
Westfield

Why Can’t Town Say ‘Sorry’ for
Mistake on Who Was on Pension List
When someone is elected to the

town council, is there a private cer-
emony at which each is invested with
omnipotence? Maybe it’s the reverse.
Maybe there is a ceremony where the
ability to acknowledge error is re-
moved. At the very least, there must
be some oath similar to “omertà” on
which each must shed a drop of blood.
These are the only reasons I can imag-
ine to explain the ridiculous lengths
to which the council will go to avoid
the words “Sorry, we made a mis-
take.”

At the last meeting, Mrs. Kimmins
risked excommunication by includ-
ing the blasphemous words “com-
promise” and “understanding” in her
prayer. Such thoughts are anathema
on the council.

I am sure there are few people in
town who do not believe that Westfield
had five people on the pension list
that did not belong there. There is no
doubt that the law required Mr. Gildea
to do an analysis of each one and
retain that record in the file of each.
He did not do so.

The state sent memos referring to
IRS publications stating that attor-
neys with outside practices and law
firms were probably not town em-
ployees. These memos were ignored.

Any criterion hinting at a status
other than town employee was ig-
nored and evaded.

When the comptroller sought the
non-existent records on Mr. Cockren
et al, Mr. Gildea sought the advice of
a labor attorney. This is like a lady
with a gynecology problem seeking
the advice of a podiatrist. Mr. Gildea
now pleads his confusion with the
law. Of course he was confused. He
should have gotten the advice of
someone adept in municipal law.

Before this 2008 law, both political
parties in every single town and bor-
ough, put their political friends in
jobs that allowed them access to the
retirement system. That system was
abused at and by every level of gov-
ernment. None of those abuses change
the fact that improprieties were com-
mitted in Westfield.

The fact that, when the law
changed, the politicians didn’t fol-
low the new law should not be used to
claim that the law was vague. The
new law was aimed at what the Leg-
islature said were wide spread abuses.
The fact that Westfield and the other
towns did not stop their abuses of the
system is not the fault of an inability
to understand the law.

The appointment of certain law-
yers to municipal jobs has never been
illegal. Their inclusion in the retire-
ment system was legal up to 2008.
After that, their continued presence
on the retirement rolls had to be jus-
tified and that justification had to be
kept on file. It was the failure to do
the justifications and produce them
that has caused the problem.

The Town of Avon was told by the
comptroller of irregularities just like
Westfield. Avon’s reaction was to
notify the parties involved and the
Bureau of Pensions that a mistake
might have been made and to ask the
Bureau to correct everything retroac-
tively.

What has Westfield done? It has
asserted the good job done by the
council. It claimed the law to be vague.
It pointed out that everyone else was
doing it. And finally, it didn’t cost the
town too much.

Has anyone heard the words “Sorry,
we made a mistake?” How about a
statement that the town is doing any-
thing to correct the error? Mr. Della
Fera praised the last attorney in the
system from Westfield because he
resigned out of his desire to follow
the rules. What have we heard about
the town’s attempt to follow the rules?

Lastly, if anyone doubted the des-
peration of the party loyalists, Sal
Caruana was trotted out before the
council to discuss, ironically, “moral
obligation.” He did such an astute job
that he had to write a multiple-para-
graph explanation the following day.

As I said in the beginning of this
letter, is there any problem with some-
one on the council saying we think
we made a mistake? Is there anything
wrong with telling the Bureau of Pen-
sions to re-examine the records and
to correct them retroactively?

When you continue to argue against
logic and reason, isn’t there anyone
on the council who will tell the King
he is not wearing any clothes?

A. John Blake
Westfield

Letters to the Editor Don’t Tax Our Olympic Athletes
For Honoraria They Receive

Conservative commentators have been
having fun because Olympic medal win-
ners soon will receive bills from the IRS.
This nonsensical flap would be made
unnecessary by a bill in Congress – and
not the one you are reading about.

By way of background, American ath-
letes who win Olympic medals receive
honoraria from the U.S. Olympic Com-
mittee – $25,000 for gold, $15,000 for
silver and $10,000 for bronze. Currently,
the IRS treats such honoraria as income
and taxes the honoraria accordingly. The
Press Enterprise reported the estimated
tax burden for athletes at about $9,000
for gold, $5,400 for silver and around
$3,500 for bronze. The actual number of
course would depend on the amount of
income from other sources, family status
and deductions.

Proponents of tax relief, including
Marco Rubio, Mary Bono-Mack and G.
K. Butterfield, who favor exempting
Olympic athletes from the tax on their
honoraria, point to the bad optics. Young
men and women who compete in these
games have undergone grueling training
for years and have brought glory to our
country. Sending these heroes a tax bill
sets precisely the wrong tone.

Critics would point out that income is
income, regardless of the source and the

circumstances under which it was earned.
First, if Olympians were to get an exemp-
tion, then others have to make up for the
shortfall. Still others would clamor for a
“me, too,” claiming some equally meri-
torious reason. Second, giving Olympi-
ans an exemption makes for yet another
carve-out in the 70,000-page Leviathan
that we call our Internal Revenue Code.

Fortunately, there is an answer. It is a
bill in Congress called the Fair Tax Act of
2011 (HR25, S13). If it becomes law, the
FairTax would get rid of income taxes,
payroll and employment taxes, and death
taxes, and their enabling IRS, replacing
these taxes with a national retail sales tax
on all new goods and services. The
FairTax features a prepayment to all hold-
ers of valid Social Security cards that
effectively relieves these holders from
tax on essentials. The FairTax puts Uncle
Sam in the same real spending position
he is in today, and it makes our economy
race like a Formula One car.

To learn more, go to www.fairtax.org
and help make the FairTax happen. Our
Olympic heroes should not pay tax on
what they earn. They instead can gladly
pay tax on what they choose to spend.

Jim Bennett
Summit

Ryan Bill Would End Medicare As
We Know It, Give Tax Breaks to Rich
Wake up and watch out people. Now

that Mitt Romney has announced Paul
Ryan as his VP running mate, the Repub-
licans and Rep. Leonard Lance can no
longer back away from the Ryan Bill – a
bill which would end Medicare as we
know it, make draconian cuts to infra-
structure, education, Medicaid, and at the
same time give the richest of Americans
more money by reducing their taxes from
34 percent to 25 percent!

I received a press release from Mr.
Lance stating how thrilled he was to have
Ryan on the ticket. Yet, when I partici-
pated in a phone town hall meeting with
him a few weeks ago and asked how he
could support a bill that ends Medicare as
we know it while giving more tax cuts to
the wealthiest Americans, he back ped-
aled. He said that it isn’t true that the bill
ends Medicare as we know it.

But it is true. They want to give seniors
an “unspecified” amount in the way of a
voucher to buy their own insurance and
deal with the sharks at the health insur-
ance companies on their own. And who
knows how much they are going to give
you? Once you start dismantling Medi-
care and want to privatize it, that’s a
slippery slope we do not want to go
down. Don’t let them spin it any other
way.

I asked how could he support a bill
which is so fundamentally lopsided and
so wrong that the League of Catholic
Bishops and Nuns has denounced it as
immoral – even the Pope. He said he
didn’t agree with everything in it and that
it was just a starting point. Wrong – it is

the endpoint for Republicans and they
want everything in it – just as it.

As Newt Gingrich so aptly put it, this
is right wing “social engineering” and we
don’t want it.

As far as Mitt Romney, his tax plan
wants to close “loopholes.” Mind you,
not loopholes on overseas bank accounts
like the ones that he has, but by eliminat-
ing the deduction for home mortgage
interest, and eliminating the child tax
deduction. These are things that hard-
working Americans desperately need just
to get by. Moreover, cutting the home
mortgage interest deduction would only
discourage buyers even more from pur-
chasing homes. Nice one Mitt. That’s
great for the economy.

I could go on and on... This is insane.
They want to attempt to reduce the

deficit by taking away from the middle
class, threatening education and our al-
ready crumbling infrastructure, while not
asking one dime from the wealthy. In
fact, unbelievably giving them more.

Remember this on Election Day and
know the facts – not the spin. Know what
Leonard Lance stands for and what the
Republicans stand for – the Ryan bill.
This is not just an abstract idea anymore.
It has been enacted into a piece of legis-
lation that virtually every Republican in
the House of Representatives voted for,
including our own Leonard Lance, and
whose mastermind is now Mitt Romney’s
running mate.

Do we need any more warnings?

Karen Egert
Westfield

Signing of Janet’s Law Would Be A
Perfect Way to Start Off School Year
As school approaches, it’s vital to make

sure that our children are safe.
In late June, the Legislature passed

Janet’s Law nearly unanimously. This
law, named for 11-year-old Janet Zilinski
who died of a sudden cardiac arrest on
August 10, 2006 during cheerleading
practice, would require schools to have
life-saving automated external
defibrillators (AEDs) in an accessible
location for athletic events, require cer-
tain personnel to be trained in CPR and
AED use and require each school to de-
velop an action plan for a sudden cardiac
emergency. This was a major victory for
students throughout the Garden State as
well as for teachers, coaches, parents and
others who spend any time in schools.
However, Governor Christie has yet to
sign the bill into law.

Cardiovascular disease remains the

leading cause of death in New Jersey and
across the nation. Cardiac arrest can strike
people of all ages — usually without
warning. CPR and defibrillation within
the first few minutes are the only means
of saving a cardiac arrest victim. Al-
though none of us would ever like to
think of an emergency happening to our
children at school, it’s important that our
education system be prepared for the
unimaginable.

Soon enough, summer will end, the
days will grow cooler and the kids will
head back to school. The signing of Janet’s
Law would be a perfect way to start off
the year and show that New Jersey is
serious about protecting our children from
cardiac arrest.

Dr. Mario Pozo Vanegas
American Heart Assoc. Board

CAUTION!

READ WITH CARE


