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Letters to the Editor
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Diction Deception

State LD-22
Sen. Nicholas Scutari (D)

1514 E. Saint Georges Ave.
Linden, N.J. 07036
(908) 587-0404

Asw. Linda  Stender (D)
1801 East Second St.
Scotch Plains, N.J. 07076
(908) 668-1900

Asm. Jerry  Green (D)
17 Watchung Ave.
Plainfield, N.J. 07060
(908) 561-5757

State LD-21
Sen. Thomas Kean, Jr. (R)

425 North Ave. E.
Westfield, N.J. 07090
(908) 232-3673

Asm. Jon Bramnick (R)
251 North Ave. West
Westfield, N.J. 07090
(908) 232-2073

Asm. Nancy  Munoz (R)
57 Union Place, Suite 310
Summit, N.J. 07901
(908) 918-0414

LD-21 includes Westfield,
Mountainside, Garwood,
Summit and Cranford.

7th Congressional District
Representative Leonard Lance (R)
425 North Avenue E., Westfield, NJ 07090
(908) 518-7733

LD-22 includes Scotch Plains,
Fanwood, Plainfield, Clark  and
Linden.

senkean@njleg.org, senscutari@njleg.org
asmbramnick@njleg.org, aswmunoz@njleg.org
aswstender@njleg.org, asmgreen@njleg.org

12th Congressional District
Rep. Rush Holt (D)
50 Washington Rd., West Windsor, N.J. 08550
(609) 750-9365
[Fanwood, Plainfield and most of Scotch Plains
are in the 12th Congressional District]

[Westfield, Mountainside, Garwood, Summit and Cranford
are in the 7th Congressional District]

Letters to
the Editor

Change in Liquor License Rules
Supported to Offer More Options

Change in Westfield Liquor Licenses Is
Favored; Kimmins Asked to Change

Westfield BOE Member Explains
Opposition to Presence of Armed Officer

 Last night [May 20th] at the board of
education meeting the plan was to hear
a presentation about the effectiveness
of the Student Resource Officer
(Westfield policeman) for this past
school year. One would have thought
the actual officer himself would have
appeared and spoke, but instead we
heard a presentation from our guidance
director and WHS vice-principal. I was
very disappointed to not hear directly
from the officer though my views have
not changed that what we really needed
was a SAC (Student Assistance Coun-
selor), or mental health professional
instead of an armed officer. Recently a
criminologist at the University of Mary-
land wrote, “There is no evidence that
placing officers in the schools improves
safety. And it increases the number of
minor behavior problems that are re-
ferred to the police pushing kids into
the criminal justice system.”

Recently The Star-Ledger reported
on an incident at another New Jersey
school where a coach at a sporting
event grabbed the holster and gun from
the school SRO and pointed it another
coach in anger. Fortunately nobody was
hurt, but these kinds of situations are
alarming. Just last week in another state
a high school senior prank was met
with an SRO approaching the students
with his gun pointing directly at them
—not knowing it was a prank. Add to
the mix that a 2010 study of NYC

police officers showed that in situations
where they are firing directly at a per-
son — only 28.3 percent actually hit
their target. Nobody wants to imagine
what a stray bullet would do in a school
of 2,000 kids and hundreds of staff. I am
not saying that would ever happen with
our excellent police force, but it’s just
not worth the risk in my opinion.

Neighboring towns are choosing
other methods of security like a won-
derful new technology called the Share
911 program. It is a high tech emer-
gency information system that provides
access for employees, teachers, stu-
dents, parents and, most importantly,
first responders. It is being used all over
New Jersey (nearby Springfield and
Berkeley Heights for example) in
schools that have chosen to not have an
armed SRO.

I also would like to know what the
students take has been on the SRO. I
think a survey would be very helpful
here. Please know I have nothing against
our current SRO. He is an excellent
officer and a dedicated young man.
Obviously, as a parent I want all of our
schools to be a safe environment. I just
do not believe bringing a gun into the
school is the smartest way to do it.

Mitch Slater
Westfield BOE Member

We have been residents of Westfield
for almost 20 years now and some-
times change is an appropriate ac-
tion. We applaud the efforts of the
Mayor and Westfield Town Council
to enhance the dining and entertain-
ment options available for residents
and visitors to our downtown.

Like many Westfielders, we try to
spend our time and money at Westfield
businesses whenever possible. We
would love the option to stay in our
town to enjoy an occasional glass of
wine on a sunny afternoon or a cock-
tail before or after an evening event/
dinner with friends.

There are many establishments in
adjacent towns that attract pre- and
post-dinner customers away from the
very limited options in Westfield and
we have had to make that drive at
times. Westfield residents deserve

similar privileges that residents of
adjacent towns enjoy.

We also are in favor of the Council
vote to change the musician rule in
town so that more than one musician
can appear at a restaurant. Again this
is an outdated ordinance and we of-
ten find ourselves traveling to an-
other town to hear some music dur-
ing or after dinner. Both of these
changes will benefit Westfield resi-
dents, allow Westfield businesses to
retain more hometown flavor, and
also bring in customers from nearby
towns who want to experience the
ambience of our beautiful town.

We look forward to being able to
enjoy more full-service restaurants
in the community where we live, and
to be able to walk there if we choose.

Bob and Ann Marie Centrella
Westfield

Dear Councilwoman Kimmins,
I attended the Westfield Council

meeting on May 20th and heard both
sides of the liquor ordinance discus-
sion. I was surprised that you were
the only one that voted ‘No’ as the
changes that the Council are looking
to put in place make complete sense
to me and so many others. I was even
more surprised to read your com-
ments in The Westfield Leader.

Contrary to your statements, I see
them as anything but ‘insightful and
protective.’ As Councilman Foerst
clearly articulated, far too often we
residents in town travel to other towns
to dine because these other towns,
many right on our borders, don’t have
Westfield’s obtuse restrictions.
Wouldn’t you think it is actually more
‘protective’ to give Westfield resi-
dents the option to stay in our great
town vs. traveling elsewhere? And
what is ‘insightful’ about the current
liquor ordinance only allowing only
one entertainer? How can you op-
pose that common sense change?

I listened to John Blake quote sta-
tistics on the dangers of increased
police activity. Do we have any sta-
tistics that demonstrate increased
police activity at our three establish-
ments that allow serving liquor right
at the bar (The Office, 16 Prospect
and Jeffrey’s) versus being three feet
away from the bar at Ferraro’s or
Akai? It seems this is an example of
an archaic rule made many years ago
where we don’t understand the ratio-
nale behind it. Perhaps at that time
there was some good reasoning for it.
If there is, please share it.

I have been in town for about 15
years now and my wife and I have
raised our family here. Westfield is a
great town and the changes to the
liquor ordinance will only make it
better. That is why I hope that when
the council has their final vote on this
ordinance you change your vote to
‘Yes.’

Alan Gold
Westfield

Resident Asks Mayors to Review County Sale of Runnells
I had attended the special meeting

held by the Union County freeholders
on May 15, 2014. Before this they went
into executive session to discuss two
resolutions.

1) To transfer all Runnells Hospital
assets from public ownership to the
UCIA (Union County Improvement
Authority), and

2) To transfer all operations of
Runnells Hospital to Center Manage-
ment Group, LLC, Flushing, N.Y., a
private entity that will take over Runnells
on October 1st of this year.

This is for the consideration of $26-
million  from Center Management per
upcoming contract.

There are reservations encountered
that you as mayor and councils of your
respective towns should address for the
concerns of your constituents (re: your
residents).

1) This week, a major asset of your
constituents has been transferred out of
all our hands from the public into the
UCIA, a separate county authority that
the people have no control over. The
people did not design at any of this
action. This authority was the one that
set up this contract for property and
operations of our publicly-owned
Runnells Hospital. As you may be
aware, the director of this authority is
embattled over a pay scandal, is an ex-
freeholder, and this authority is also

partially funded by the county. In addi-
tion, five of the eight UCIA commis-
sioners are related to Union County
govt. Interests may be too closely
aligned.

2) When the public asked the Free-
holders and director of the UCIA what
net money is actually being made
through the public sale of this hospital,
they could not give us an answer. They
did finally mention the sale price is $26
million, and noted, however, there are
other conditions that will affect this
number downward to a number they do
not know or would not divulge to the
public “until the sale is final in Octo-
ber” as noted by county finance direc-
tor Taylor.

3) When the public asked how this
money from the sale would be distrib-
uted to the public, no county party
could offer a plan and they admitted
they do not know.

4) The county noted that $50 million
will be saved over the next five years.
When the public asked if this means
that roughly $10 million a year will
offset county taxes they could not ex-
plain.

One disturbing fact was that the pub-
lic was allowed to comment only up
front before the Freeholders and direc-
tor actually explained what the resolu-
tions were about. This is not conducive
to transparency and proper public dis-

course. This special meeting may have
been videotaped, but as an attendee I
have taken notes.

Therefore, it would be in the best
interest, since you represent your towns
constituents, to have a majority of towns
pass a council resolution noting that
this contract and process must be re-
viewed and approved by each of the 21
town councils and attorneys first and
prior to allowing this sale to go through.
It would behoove all to have the legali-
ties of what is transpiring reviewed and
approved by entities that are not con-
comitant closely with each other. We
are not arguing whether the sale price or
the designated private entity is valid or
not nor asking you to validate that, just
that the process and contractual condi-
tions are assured to be made proper and
at arm’s length for the specific benefit
of the public who you represent. When
a party such as Union County govern-
ment cannot answer simple financial
questions from the public, there may
not have been full diligence being done.
This becomes incumbent on each town’s
governing body to approve if action has
been proper. Please deliberate these
charges and if justified, please request
all documentation from the county and
UCIA for your review for this impor-
tant approval.

Bruce Paterson
Garwood

Garwood Mayor Quattrocchi Explains
Matching Funds Grant Workings

At the Garwood council meeting
of May 13th there appeared to be
some confusion about the process
involved with obtaining grants, in
this case the grant was for approxi-
mately $50,000 from the UC Open
Space, Historic Preservation and Rec-
reation Trust Fund. The fund was
approved by the voters in 2000 and
fully operational shortly thereafter.

The freeholders administer the fund
and Garwood has applied for mon-
ies, which are taxpayer dollars any-
way, every year. These grants are
what are called “matching grants”
and received by the municipalities
who are to put up a matching amount
of monies to receive trust fund dol-
lars. The grants are earmarked for
specific items at the time that the
application is submitted and can be
used only for what has been stipu-
lated in that application. In other
words, the grants cannot be used for
the costs to repair a street or buy a
lamppost or fire truck if the applica-
tion was for upgrades to bleachers at
a town baseball field. It is to be used
for bleachers.

Garwood has been fortunate as we
accumulated close to a million dollars
in recreation grants for the Athletic
Field Complex construction project.
When those grant requests were sub-
mitted they were permitted to be for
construction project components such
as the field lights. The lights were part
of the field construction plans thus
could be later matched with construc-
tion money obtained thru the con-
struction bonding process.

There are grants entitled Kids Rec-
reation Trust Fund as part of the Open
Space Trust Fund. Monies were ob-

tained by the borough from 2005 thru
2010 and were matched out of the
municipal operating budget, which is
customary, as the monies were ear-
marked for recreation equipment and
in 2012 for day trips. Our application
for 2013 was for “recreation equip-
ment” and was earmarked as the same
on our grant application. We applied
for the grant to purchase security
equipment, tables, a television and a
defibrillator among other items to be
used at the AFC. We requested
$100,000 and received $50,000 to-
ward the purchase of these items,
with $20,000 earmarked and ap-
proved by the fund administrator for
the security equipment. To actually
receive these monies we need to ap-
propriate a “match” of $20,000 to
purchase the equipment and again
this comes out of the operating bud-
get. The security system will be pur-
chased by the borough for $20,000
— an amount lower than the replace-
ment system purchased for the Bor-
ough Hall out of the operating bud-
get.

It was just announced that the 2014
county Historic Preservation and Rec-
reation Trust Fund grants will be to
fund Kids Recreation with monies for
day trips and recreation improvements
described as “matching grants to cre-
ate, enhance and replace recreation
facilities.” These grants are awarded
in the fall and the match would be
worked into the 2015 budget as an
operating expense, if we were to de-
cide to accept the county money.

I hope that my explanation clari-
fies this matter for the residents.

Patricia Quattrocchi, Mayor
Borough of Garwood

Organization Hopes to
Change Primary

Election Rules in NJ
Independent voters are coming to-

gether in New Jersey to play a role in
the mid-term elections, but it’s not
the role we are usually cast in by the
media as “swing voters.” Instead, on
Primary Day, June 3, we’ll be work-
ing to be visible at a time when we are
most invisible. Primary elections are
a critical juncture in the democratic
process. They are often the most com-
petitive. But in N.J., Independents
who are 47 percent of registered vot-
ers, are forced to join a party in order
to vote.

This is the Independent’s plight:
we are first class taxpayers when it
comes to funding the administration
of elections – but second class voters.
When put in these straightforward
terms, the anti-democratic nature of
our democracy is hard to miss. Re-
cently, a lawsuit was brought in U.S.
Federal Court in Newark on behalf of
eight N.J. voters,
IndependentVoting.org and the Inde-
pendent Voter Project. The suit is
demanding that every voter should
have an equal and meaningful vote at
every stage of the state-funded elec-
tion process.

We are watching the case closely.
On Primary Day, Independents across
New Jersey will be making ourselves
seen and heard in new ways. We will
be holding informational pickets,
calling on state legislators, writing
letters, getting signatures, and bring-
ing attention to this flaw in our elec-
tions process. A change is clearly
needed – so that the voices of mil-
lions of Independent voters who do
not now have full voting rights can be
heard.

We hope to lead the way to a gov-
ernment less hampered by partisan-
ship and more able to move ahead
with the business of the country.

Sarah Lyons
CUIP.org

Editor’s note: According to
CUIP.org, “What is CUIP and
IndependentVoting.org and what is
its mission? We are a national strat-
egy, communications, and organiz-
ing center working to connect and
empower the 40 percent of Ameri-
cans who identify themselves as In-
dependents.”

Primaries for Garwood Mayor,
Congress of Interest Locally

This Tuesday voters will have an opportunity to let their
voices be heard in our area as there are important races in
both the 7th and 12th Congressional Districts, for Garwood
mayor and seats on the local Republican Committee, and
for the offices of Union County Surrogate and Board of
Chosen Freeholders. We have stories in today’s issue on
the front and page 2 summarizing these races. We encour-
age voters to familiarize themselves with the candidates.

Rarely are there competitive Primary Election races in
our area — especially at the municipal level. The race
between Garwood Mayor Patricia Quattrocchi and Sal
Piarulli is going to be interesting. According to the Union
County Board of Elections website, there are 517 regis-
tered Republicans and 1,468 unaffiliated voters in the
borough along and 782 registered Democrats.

In a three-way Garwood Council race for two council
seats in the 2013 GOP Primary, 345 voters turned out to
cast ballots in a race that was decided by five votes. So,
whoever gets their supporters out Tuesday will be key to
this race. And yes, your vote does count and could be the
one that decides this race.

The county Democratic Party endorsed freeholders
have had challenges in the Primary for a number of years,
but there is not much campaigning in these races in term
of letters or press releases to this newspaper; we did not
receive anything this year and did not even receive a
return phone call from the surrogate candidate, Jerome

Dunn, who is  seeking to defeat incumbent Jim La Corte.
The 12th Congressional District’s Democratic Primary

is said to be a real battle with two state lawmakers, Senator
Linda Greenstein (D-14th, Middlesex), and Assembly-
woman Bonnie Watson Coleman (D-15th, Mercer), —
within 1 percent of each other in the latest polls and ahead
of two other candidates. So Fanwood and Scotch Plains
voters, which are in this district, could decide this Primary
Election as Union County is the only one of three counties
in the 12th District without a candidate in this race.

Rep. Leonard Lance (R-7th), whose district includes
Westfield, Cranford, Mountainside, Garwood and a small
section of Scotch Plains, faces another challenge from
David Larsen. Mr. Lance has easily fought back chal-
lenges to defeat Mr. Larsen in 2010 and 2012. But Mr.
Lance told us that he never takes anything for granted.

There is also a four-candidate Republican Primary race
for U.S. Senate to decide who Sen. Cory Booker’s (D)
opponent will be in November. But the GOP candidate is
going to have an uphill battle with no name recognition
and likely not a lot of campaign donations to buy political
ads.

There are also mayoral Primary contests in Rahway
(Democrat) and Berkeley Heights (Republican).

We hope to see a higher turnout in the Primary this year.
Last year, according to the Union County Clerk’s website,
the turnout county-wide was 24 percent.

Union County Freeholders
Elizabeth, New Jersey

(908) 527-4200
Al Faella, Mgr. afaella@ucnj.org

Chris Hudak, chair
chudak@ucnj.org

Sebastian D’Elia, Public Info.
(908) 527-4419
sdelia@ucnj.org

Answers to last week’s arcane words.
1. Mirador – A balcony or gallery

commanding an extensive view
2. Orlop – The lowest deck of a war-

ship
3. Micturition – The act of urinating
4. Mixen – A compost heap

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.

ERINACEOUS
1. Resembling a hedgehog
2. Given to theft or robbery; untrust-

worthy
3. Of or resembling clover
4. Haughty; boastful

ACICULAR
1. Having a notched, indented or scal-

loped edge as certain leaves.
2. Snarly; tangled
3. Having no outlets or pores
4. Slender and pointed, like a needle

ICERYA
1. A gum resin which oozes from the

Indian hemp
2. Scaly, as with fish
3. A scale insect that infests the orange

plant
4. Having a sticky, viscous or gooey

texture
OZOSTOMIA

1. Condition causing excessive belch-
ing or burping

2. Bad breath
3. Heat exhaustion
4. Shortness of breath
See more letters on page 5

VOTE JUNE 3


