
Pataki’s best opportunity
Governor Pataki’s popularity and 

approval rating are faltering, partic
ularly here on the Island. Whether they 
continue falling or start an upward 
trend depends on his actions on an im
portant issue.

Pataki inherited the LILCO mess 
that has the ratepayers paying the high
est tariffs in the nation. Pataki has 
been in office nine,months. Soon after 
Pataki became governor, the chairman 
of the Public Service Commission 
(PSC), Peter Bradford, resigned. Pataki 
q ^N d  a veteran PSC commissioner, 
Pfe^ld Jerry, to fill the position on an 
acting basis.

Jerry has been a member of the 
PSC for over 25 years and as a member 
he was part of the problem that created 
the LILCO scenario. Last week, Jerry 
was said to have resigned or been fired 
because he crossed Pataki over a vote 
on the DEET controversy. As of this 
week, Jerry is staying on until an ad
equate replacement can be found. We 
hope that is but a limited time.

This is the best opportunity the 
Governor has had since he took office 
to show how sincere he is about resolv
ing our problems. How he handles it 
may well determine the public’s opin
ion of him as governor for a long time 
to come. Almost all of the problems of 
high rates can be traced back to the v 
PSC. Utilities are quasi-monopolies. 
They are granted a franchise to operate 
in a specific area based on their ability 
to provide reliable service and a well 
managed company that keeps the rates 
low and provides a fair^rate of return 
for its investors.

The Public Service Commission is 
supposed to walk the fine line between 
representing the ratepayers and the 
Wall Street interests. For the last 30 
years, hpwever, the PSC has been a 
failure. They have persistantly looked 
out for the Wall Street interests at the 
expense of the ratepayers.

Contrary to past practices, they had 
allowed LILCO to collect from the tax
payers, through high rates, funds to

construct the Shoreham Plant. Without 
these funds approved by the PSC, 
LILCO would have been forced to 
abandon the project in the early stages 
of construction. This would have saved 
almost the entire expenditure that 
LILCO has now thrust upon the shoul
ders of the ratepayers.

The PSC chose to ignore the most 
sacred principle of utility law known as 
“used and useful”. Before a utility can 
build into the rate base any capital im
provement, the facility must be up and 
operating, i.e., used, and the end prod
uct must be useful in maintaining or 
lowering rates. LILCO, of course, failed 
on both counts.

The Shoreham Nuclear Power 
Plant was never used commercially and 
its end product was never useful. In 
fact, contrary to LILCO’s claims that 
we were experiencing a power shortage 
that would black out the grid by 1990 
unless Shoreham was opened, we have 
an abundance of power. Power can be 
wheeled in from outside at.lower cost 
than LILCO itself can generate it.

Salute to the heroes

The third major mistake that the 
Public Service Commission took part 
in, and in fact actually helped create 
was the Cuomo/Catacosino deal that 
ended up costing the ratepayers three 
times the actual cost of construction. 
The PSC chairman and the PSC com
missioners are appointed by the gover
nor and approved by the State Senate. 
During the last 30 years these commis
sioners have had close ties to Wall 
Street. They and the PSC staff have 
been known to float in and out of the 
PSC. When they leave, they go to work 
for utilities, utility affiliated compa
nies, law firms with ties to utilities and 
strong ties to Wall Street. This unethi
cal scenario must come to an end.

The chairman’s position is to be 
filled as must one vacant seat at this 
time. Pataki must choose well. The new 
chairman should have no ties to utili
ties or Wall Street, and most definitely 
should not come from the commission 
itself. A new PSC chairman should be 
brilliant, yet possess enormous 
amounts of common sense. The chair
man should be strong and able to 
swiftly clean house. The problems at 
the PSC are not only the commission 
members themselves, but the staff that 
has been institutionalized and has such 
close ties with utilities and Wall Street.

An outpouring of appreciation was 
directed Sunday at the brave and ded
icated volunteers who stood firm 
against the raging flames of wildfires, 
and gave assistance in so many ways. 
They were the participants in a Proc
ession of Heroes Sunday in Westhamp- 
ton, a parade and picnic event designed 
to say “Thank You.” The recognition 
for the services these volunteers offer is 
well deserved, and long overdue.

The sound of a wailing siren in the 
middle of a cold winter’s night might 
cause us to wonder where the emer
gency is, but before we close our eyes 
and head back to sleepy bliss, the vol
unteers are enroute in an emergency 
vehicle, rushing to care for someone’s 
needs. They are there for any emer
gency, to meet any need, despite the 
conditions or the horror they may face. 
They are the volunteers who are there 
no matter what. They fight flames, stop 
the flood of blood, evacuate the threat
ened to safety, support the rescuers, 
pick up the pieces.

We’ve known many a volunteer in 
our journalistic endeavors, and have 
often wondered what makes them tick. 
What brings to the surface the ability 
to respond as they do? How can they 
experience the horrors they sometimes 
do and continue to perform their self
less duties on behalf of people they do 
not know, and will probably never 
meet again, often without thanks or 
recognition. Because t-hey are there 
when needed, they are often taken for 
granted. They’ll be there, we assume. 
And they are. We never really found an 
answer to the question of what makes 
them tick. We simply came to the con
clusion that they are very special peo
ple and we are very fortunate that they 
exist.

In the wake of the Wildfires of 
1995, the flood of appreciation 
bubbled to the top in many ways. How 
best can we thank these heroes, many 
asked. There have been many sugges
tions. Contribute to the firefighters 
funds, and we agree, that appreciation 
can and should be shown on an annual 
basis. There are and will continue to be 
ceremonies, proclamations, awards and 
other such happenings. And this is all 
good.

Some, and Suffolk Life is included 
in this group, wanted to do something 
special, something that would extend 
beyond the immediate memory of the 
fires and the dedication and bravery 
they evoked. In a joint project, Suffolk 
Life and Suffolk Community College 
are launching a scholarship effort that 
will benefit a firefighter or a member of 
his or her immediate family. It is our 
hope that this can, with the public’s 
generous support, continue into the fu
ture to keep alive the feelings of appre
ciation that we all feel today for the 
volunteers.

You can help. Not at the expense of

Washington’s

The commission must be redirected 
to be aware of the ratepayers problems 
and the cost of utilities on commerce 
and industry. The new chairman and 
his new staff are going to have to find 
legal and technical ways of getting the 
ratepayers out of the quandry they are 
in. The new chairman must be strong 
enough to yank franchises where utili
ties have failed to live up to their obli
gations to operate effectively and 
prudently on the ratepayers behalf. 
LILCO should be on the top of that 
list.

The new chairman unquestionably 
is Pataki’s biggest challenge and oppor
tunity. Let’s hope he does not blow it.

And why not?

greatest

the firefighter fund drive held each 
year, or any other supportive effort for 
our volunteers. Something extra, some
thing to keep alive the memories of 
1995, and the realization that our lives 
are better and safer because of the vol
unteers.

Checks for the Firefighters Schol
arship Program should be made out to: 
Firefighters Fund: SCC Foundation, 
indicating Suffolk Life/ SCC Firefight
ers Fund on the check, and mail to 
Firefighters Fund, C/O SCC Founda
tion, 533 College Road, Selden, N.Y. 
11784.

And why not?

One of our readers from Dix Hills, 
Mrs. Betty Urig, contacted us and said 
that she had an original piece that had 
been put out by the government prior 
to the start of Social Security Fund. 
The four page brochure details what 
the public can expect and how the sys
tem would operate.

On page two the government states, 
“The checks will come to you as a 
right. You will get them regardless of 
the amount of property or income you 
will have.” In discussing if you should 
die before 65 years-of-age, the govern
ment states, “Your family will get a 
payment in cash amounting to 3.5 
cents on every dollar of wages you have 
earned after 1936.”

It goes on and states, “Beginning in 
1949, twelve years from now, you and 
your employer will each pay three cents 
on every dollar you earn up to $3,000 
per year. That is the most that you will 
ever pay.” In discussing the old age re
serve account, the government states, 
“Meanwhile, the old age reserve fund 
in the United States Treasury is draw
ing interest and the government guar
antees it will never earn less than 3%. 
This means that three cents will be

added to every dollar in the fund each 
year.”

In conclusion, the government 
states, “What you get from the govern
ment plan will always be more than 
you have paid in taxes.” The only dif
ference between today and 1936 is that 
the government lied, in. plain English. 
This is the way the government sold 
the Social Security Insurance Program.

Since the conception of the Social 
Security program, the government de
veloped Medicare, which is funded in 
part by the Social Security taxes we 
currently pay. This is one of the fastest 
growing programs and, if left un
checked, it is projected to be bankrupt 
by 2002. The new Republican Congress 
is attempting to avoid this bankruptcy. 
Although expenditures will dramati
cally increase over the next seven 
years, they are attempting to devise 
plans that will cap the growth of the 
funds to the rate of inflation by the 
year 2002.

Part of their plans call for encour
aging individuals to switch their cover
age out of the government plan into 
private providers. Other options call 
for curtailing doctor, hospital and med

ical fees. Participants in either plan will 
be required to help fund this insurance 
through their own contributions.

The runaway cost of senior medical 
care must be capped. Failure to cap it 
will only mean onevof two things, a 
bankrupt system that no longer exists 
or substantially higher taxes on those 
that are working.

Currently, almost 15% of every 
worker’s income goes into Social Secu
rity-Medicare taxes. When state, fed
eral income taxes, real estate and sales 
taxes are factored in, many of our 
lower and middle income workers are 
contributing almost half their income 
to taxes. High wage earners are contrib
uting more and the end result is that 
few people feel good about themselves 
or the country they are living in. They 
cannot afford additional taxes and still 
be able to maintain any semblence of 
life.

The original Social Security Act 
was conceived in deceit as is so obvi
ous from the government pamphlet. 
Reforms in the Medicare program can
not be conceived in deceit or the coun
try will go down the drain.

And why not?
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The 1996-1997 county budget
Unfortunately, Suffolk County gov

ernment only budgets one year at a time. 
The budget that the County Legislature 
is looking at right now was prepared by 
Suffolk County Executive Robert Gaf
fney. This is an election year, and Gaf
fney naturally wants the budget and the 
resulting taxes to be as attractive as pos
sible. He at least wants the perception 
that he has been a good fiscal manager 
and offers a budget document as proof.

The County Budget Review Office 
fJWLO) is going through the three-inch 
cf|#.ment with a fine tooth comb. They 
wm issue a report in late October. Don’t 
be surprised if their review and analysis

You must vote

Beware
Since this is a local election year, 

many voters do not give their partici
pation as much importance or credence 
as they do in presidential and gubernato
rial elections. In many ways, however, 
local elections are the most important of 
all.

This year on the ballot voters will 
find a proposition which has frightening 
implications, and demands their vote. A 
Constitutional Amendment, it probably 
will be called “Proposition No. 3” on 
the ballot. This proposal will heavily im
pact the future size of state government, 
spending and, most importantly, taxes.

The New York State Constitution re
quires state government to gain voter ap
proval before they can issue general 
obligation bonds and incur additional 
debt. Debt has become one of the biggest 
cost factors in government. Past govern
ments have found a way around this 
constitutional requirement, it is called 
“back door” borrowing.

The state needs money for general 
purposes, but does not want to raise 
taxes directly. They know the voters will 
not look favorably on additional borrow
ing by the government. So the govern-

comes to different conclusions than the 
county executive’s budget people 
reached.

When the review is issued, the mem
bers of the legislature will debate the 
budget, the report and the merits of each 
spending proposal. The legislature has an 
opportunity of eliminating or correcting 
the county executive’s proposals or as
sumptions. In their collective wisdom, 
they will send back to the county exec
utive a revised budget which he can ei
ther accept or, using the powers of line 
item veto, eliminate new proposals that 
come from the legislators. When all is 
said and done and a budget is accepted 
for 1996, a sigh of relief will come from

ment in the past has used agencies such 
as the state’s Urban Development Cor
poration (UDC) Agency and the Thru
way Authority to borrow money without 
voter approval.

The scam works like this: The state 
sells a prison, such as Attica, a state as
set, to the UDC. The UDC gives the 
state the cash which goes into the general 
fund. The state, in return, leases back 
the prison from the UDC. Voter ap
proval is circumvented. The state gets a 
windfall of cash to squander and the 
UDC has rich profits to spend without 
governmental control.

The practice first started under Nel
son Rockfeller when he avoided going to 
the public for approval to build the State 
Plaza in Albany. Governor Mario 
Cuomo used it for Attica Prison and had 
the Thruway Authority pull a similiar 
deal when they sold the Thruway and 
leased it back. As a result of these deals, 
only $5.2 billion of the state’s debt is 
voter approved. The total state debt this 
Spring was almost $28 billion.

This Constitutional Amendment is 
supposed to correct this condition but 
has more loopholes in it that any scoun-

all quarters for they have accepted a 
spending and tax plan for next year. 
There should be no glee, however, for 
the real financial problems will hit in 
1997.

In 1997 Suffolk County can be fac
ing over a half billion dollar shortfall 
when everything is combined. Coming 
in 1997 are the financial results of the 
binding arbitration on the police con
tract, increases for AME workers and the 
other organized labor units of the 
county. But more important is where 
will the funding come from for the ap
proximately 450 new police officers that 
Gaffney has placed on the force?

The 1996 cost of these police have

drel can use to avoid any taxpayer ap
proval for bonding. It calls for non-voter 
approved, general obligation debt and 
bonding that would not require voter ap
proval, called revenue bonds. It in
creases the amount the government may 
bond to $36 billion. This is on top of the 
$22 billion worth of bonding that has 
been done through the back door.

New York State already has one of 
the highest ratios in the nation of debt 
caused by “back door” borrowing. Most 
of the recent bond issues that have been 
put to the voters have been turned 
down.

You should contact your State Legis
lator, find out how they stand on “Prop
osition 3” . If they favor it, they favor 
increasing your taxes. If they don’t favor 
it, tell them to get off their duffs and in
troduce a plain and simple bill that stops 
“back door borrowing” .

At the writing of this editorial, the 
Constitutional Amendment is tentatively 
called “Proposal No. 3” . There is a court 
challenge and the number may be 
changed on the ballot. We will give you 
any updates in our November 1 issue, 
the last edition before Election Day, No
vember 7.

And why not?

been substantially modified by the one 
year shot-in-the-arm from the Federal 
Crime Bill. Many of these police were 
hired under this program. Much of their 
first year’s salaries were covered by the 
federal grant, but in 1997, the full cost 
will be charged to the county residents. 
This will amount to between $45 and 
$50 million dollars more than in 1996.

We are now under a court order and 
a judgement to pay LILCO 80 million 
dollars, a figure rising by $9,000 per day 
for interest, that was the result of an 
over-assessment by the Town of Brook- 
haven on the Shoreham Nuclear Power 
Plant’s real estate. If this money is not 
bonded, the average taxpayer in the 
county will be wacked for $50 more on 
their real estate tax bill, and the home- 
owners of Brookhaven Town will see a 
tax increase, on average, of $550 to 
$600 for this one item alone.

Coming on the heels of this is a $650 
million certiorari suit by LILCO for the 
later years of the Shoreham Nuclear 
Power Plant. If they win this case, the 
average Suffolk homeowner will be 
looking at a tax increase of around $350. 
Residents of Brookhaven Town will be 
looking at a one shot increase of between 
$2,000 and $3,000 on the average tax 
bill. The alternative to this one-time hit 
is bonding that will drive the cost of this 
over-assessment to almost a billion dol
lars.

In addition to these known, pro
jected factors, are the federal and state 
cutbacks which will be coming into place 
during 1996-1997. As the feds cutback 
on programs, municipalities will have to 
pick up an even larger share or disconti
nue services to the residents. This can 
impact the budget by millions of dollars.

BRO should not only be looking at 
the 1996, budget but give projections of 
what the 1997 budget might look like. 
The county executive and the new legis
lature in 1996 is going to have to hit the 
ground running on January 1. Their laid 
back attitude toward finances over the 
last couple of years, when they had op
portunities to cut, have been wasted.

In 1996, the new realities of a down
sized government will hit them like a 
sledgehammer and unless they are will
ing to bite the bullet early and hard, 
their failure to act will have us in the 
worst financial predicament Suffolk has 
ever experienced. Our county officials 
had better start facing the reality of what 
lies ahead. Today.

And why not?

of Proposition 3

Next week in Suffolk Life
During the next two weeks, Suffolk 

Life will be publishing the answers to 
our annual questionnaires sent to all can
didates. Next week you will be able to 
read what the candidates for running for 
office in the ten towns have to say.

The issues are presented in a “yes” 
or “no” format. We strongly recommend 
that subscribers read the questionnaires 
and answer the questions themselves. 
Compare your answers to those given by 
the candidates. If a candidate has failed 
to answer the questions, you can be 
fairly sure he does not want you to know 
the answers because his position is prob
ably opposed to your own.

In constructing the questionnaires 
we have tried to cover political philoso
phy, governmental ethics, finances, envi
ronmental and specific questions that 
are relevant to your own town. By the 
time you have read through the ques
tionnaires and studied the responses, 
you should have a good idea of the posi
tion of each candidate.

Do candidates always tell the truth 
in their responses? Unfortunately, we 
have seen contradictions in the past. The 
best way you can guard against this mis
information is to hold the successful can
didates’ toes to the fire. Pull out and file 
this questionnaire. As government devel

ops during the next two years, follow 
what your elected officials do. If you 
find them going in a different direction 
than they have answered, contact them 
immediately. Remind them of the com
mitment they made to the voters. Don’t 
let them off the hook. Be ever vigilant.

In essence, the candidates’ answers 
are their pledge to you on how they will 
act once in office. Candidates should live 
up to their word and be thrown out if 
they don’t. Next week we will publish 
the town questionnaires. On October 25 
candidates running for county executive 
legislative office will have an opportu
nity to give you their positions on the is
sues.

On November 1, we will publish our 
comments and endorsements, which are 
based on our reporters’ coverage of the 
candidates’ interviews with the editorial 
board, their past records and their an
swers to the questionnaire. Our endorse
ments are the consensus of the news 
team and the editorial board. Each of us 
is given an opportunity to express our 
opinion and then we vote. The winning 
candidate receives our endorsement. De
mocracy rules.

And why not?
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Not all bids are really bids
During our interviews with the 

prospective legislative candidates, 
the question of the county’s bidding 
procedures has come up numerous 
times. The impetus for this was the 
county’s leasing deal that some had 
called a scandal and others call un
necessarily expensive. The deal was 
brought about by a type of bid called 
an RFP, a request for proposal.

Under this scenario, a municipal
ity puts out a notification that is 
broad-based, but addresses the ge
neric purchase or service they wish. 
P^^psals are sought to meet the pre- 
pfCI- specifications. Companies sub- 
mn their requirements, obligations 
and the delivery of product. At best, 
the procedure is wishy-washy and has 
enough loopholes that you can drive

A needed solution

Evaluators can’t
The cost of the Pre-K Handicap 

Program in Suffolk County seems to 
finally be under control. The program 
mandated by the state ran rampant in 
Suffolk County in recent years.

During the late 80’s and 90’s, the 
cost of the program went from under 
$10 million to over $120 million. The 
program was partially reimbursed by 
the state government. Suffolk County, 
although only having 7% of the state’s 
population, consumed 75% of the en
tire state’s allocation for this program.

Under the regulations established 
by the state, outside agencies inter
viewed, evaluated and determined the 
needs of the candidates for the pro
gram. They also were the providers of 
the care that they had recommended.

Aftermath

Remembering the way it was
With all the controversy that has 

erupted over the O.J. Simpson verdict, 
we have been forced to face our own 
feelings about prejudice and bigotry.

During the forties and fifties we 
grew up in the Town of Riverhead, 
which was a center of commerce for 
the East End. We were surrounded by 
vast potato fields and duck farms.

The population was mixed. The 
English had originally settled the com
munity. The Irish, the Italians and the 
Germans came to Riverhead in the 
early 1900’s. Blacks came to Riverhead 
to work on the farms in the 30’s and 
40’s.. The blacks were followed by the 
Poles who immigrated in droves after 
World War II. Most of the immigrants 
coming to Riverhead, including the 
children, could not speak a word of

a Mac truck through. In the end, the 
buyer is never sure they got the best 
price, the bidders never know if they 
are on equal ground because the flex
ibility of the proposals leave out im
portant elements, or the bidders may 
over-bid on elements that later are 
subject to change.

RFPs came into vogue in the bid
ding for professional contracts, most 
notably, on software development 
that could not be nailed down to ex
acting specifications. RFPs have now 
spread to equipment and services 
that, by normal definition, can be 
specific and detailed.

The car lease deal is an example 
of an abuse of the system. The 
county intended to buy specifically

Obviously, Suffolk County did not and 
could not have 75% of the children 
who were diagnosed with pre-k hand
icaps with only 7% of the population.

Gaffney inherited this problem 
when he took office. Although the 
county was paying the major portion 
of the bill, they had no input into the 
process. The county became more ac
tive in having county representation 
during the evaluation process. That in
volvement and oversight has stemmed 
the rapid increase in the program.

Under the old system, children 
with minute developmental problems 
were being placed into the program. 
The pre-k system was rapidly becom
ing, according to some legislators, a 
very expensive day-care/babysitting 
service. The cost for each child en-

English. The children of these early 
immigrants all went to school together. 
Surprisingly, there was little or no big
otry. National pride, maybe. This 
mostly came out on St. Patrick’s Day 
and other ethnic holidays. We all asso
ciated freely. We did not segregate our
selves by race, religion or creed.

We looked at our fellow classmates 
as being handsome or homely, smart 
or stupid, weak or strong. We basically 
judged each other on our abilities, per
sonalities and looked for the good in 
each other rather than the bad. These 
were some of the good times in this 
little pocket of America. I am sure 
things were not the same down South 
or in the big cities, but here in this 
sleepy little town, we liked each other.

We were saddened to hear the

equipped vehicles for specific pur
poses. The specifications wpuld have 
been general enough to allow the bid
ding of General Motors. Ford and 
the Chrysler Corporation’s vehicles. 
Under the original RFP issued by the 
county, the winning bidder was to 
provide a $1,000 bond for each vehi
cle to guarantee the maintenance and 
repair of the fleet. This costly item 
contained in the original RFP was, 
after the fact, eliminated from the 
successful bidders’ contract. It put 
the other bidders at an economic dis
advantage. There are a number of 
other changes that lead to the charge 
that the bid had been steered and 
custom designed to fit the needs of 
the successful bidder. Charges were 
made right up to the signing of the

provide
rolled is over $20,000 per year. With 
the county’s increased involvement 
and input, controls were put on the 
evaluators and the numbers started to 
drop. This has helped.

What is needed now is a division 
of the evaluators from the providers. 
We must stop these outside agencies 
from being the providers and the eval
uators. This will take an act of the 
state legislature.

Our assemblymen and state sen
ators know the pain this program has 
caused Suffolk County. They know 
what the solution is and they must en
act laws that provide a safety net for 
the children in need, but stop the out
side agencies from profiting at the ex
pense of Suffolk County residents.

And why not?

commentary after the Simpson trial. 
This American, for one, does not be
lieve that the nine black jurors released 
O.J. because he was a fellow African- 
American. We believe the jurors sat 
through that horrendous trial because 
they believed in the American system 
of justice. They listened to the testi
mony from the prosecution. They 
weighed the defense’s presumption of 
innocence until reasonable doubt be
came the critical factor.

In the jurors’ minds, it was the evi
dence that counted, not the color. We 
owe them a debt of gratitude, not for 
the verdict they delivered, but for how 
they reached it.

Riverhead is not the idyllic place I 
grew up in, but, I hope, the seeds of 
understanding and goodwill have sur
vived.

And why not?

contract that the original bidders had 
no opportunity to take advantage of 
the bidding.

RFPs are fraught with possibili
ties for corruption and manipulation. 
Instead of shying away from them, 
most municipalities seem to have 
embraced them. The question that 
Suffolk County residents should be 
asking is, why?

If tight specifications can be writ
ten into firm bid proposals that en
able the county and the towns to seek 
out the maximum amount of bidders 
for specific merchandise, why not fol
low this procedure? Why accept a 
convoluted bidding system that en
courages manipulation and creates 
the perception of wrongdoing?

The county legislature and the 
boards of each of the ten towns 
should develop laws requiring firm 
bids except in cases where there are 
so many unknowns that a straight 
bidding system would not work. 
RFPs should be limited to profes
sional contracts, but even these 
should be bid on the basis of a firm 
hourly rate and a plus or minus pe
rimeter for the entire program. If 
those who are bidding go beyond the 
perimeter, they should eat the differ
ence. If they bring the job in under, 
they should receive a bonus based on 
the estimated price.

RFPs are a bad business practice. 
Let’s end them now.

And why not?

Check
blanks
Inside Suffolk Life this week 
you will find Suffolk Life’s an
nual questionnaire answered by 
those who are seeking council or 
supervisor positions in the local 
towns.

We recommend that before 
you read the candidates’ an
swers, you answer the questions 
yourself. Compare your answers 
to those of the candidates. Are 
they with you or against you?

If they failed to answer the 
questions, you can fairly well 
assume that their answers 
would not be what you would 
agree with.

We encourage you to study 
this questionnaire, save it and 
refer back to it during the cam
paign. Use it to help you make 
up your mind what candidates 
you will support.

Plan now on voting on 
Tuesday, November 7. This is 
the day you will choose the kind 
of government you wish to 
serve you by selecting the candi
dates.

And why not?
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Let’s f ix  the problem

In c o m e  ta x e s  vs . re a l e s ta te  ta x e s
During our political interviews this 

year, a number of legislative candidates 
suggested that we should explore a 
move from real estate taxes to income 
taxes as a method of funding govern
ment and schools.

Last week, some teacher, police and 
municipal union officials came out in 
; jhport of this concept. No one likes 
%JL concept of real estate taxes because 
the government can tax real estate and 
improvements and has the ability to 
place a lien on your property if the 
taxes are not paid. In reality, no one 
really ever owns real estate, we just 
have an open-ended lease on the prop
erty. The government has the ability to 
increase the cost of this lease without 
our direct negotiations or approval. 
This gives the government an open 
checkbook at our expense.

Proponents of an income tax sys-

Babies born in New York State for 
the last several years have been rou
tinely tested for the AIDS virus. Just as 
routinely, the parents were denied the 
knowledge of whether their fchild car
ried the virus or not.

The Pataki administration an
nounced this past week that they in
tend to allow parents, if they so choose, 
to be notified that their child has tested 
positive for the AIDS virus.

Under former Governor Mario 
Cuomo, this rule was debated. There 
was a public outcry for this informa
tion to be shared with the parents. For

tern for funding schools and local gov
ernments claim that it is fairer because 
it is based upon wages and earnings. 
The more you earn, the more you 
would pay. Proponents are only pro
posing to eliminate taxes on residential 
properties. Commercial and industrial 
properties will continue to be taxed on 
real estate, in addition to higher in
come taxes on the owners of the prop
erty as well as the corporations and 
companies that own this real estate.

Because of the oppressive real es
tate taxes, businesses and productive 
Long'Islanders are moving. Most busi
nesses and employees in today’s age 
have the ability to move. With modern 
communication and transportation net
works, it is not imperative that you be 
located in a state like New York.

States that are attracting new busi
nesses and employees have not only

reasons we do not fully understand, 
some people were against the release of 
this information.

Unquestionably, parents have a 
right to know the results of any test 
conducted on their child if they so 
choose. Early information may allow 
them to acquire proper medical care 
for the child and develop the needed 
strategies necessary to prevent the 
spread of this virus.

We congratulate the Pataki admin
istration for facing this issue head-on.

And why not?

lower real estate rates and lower utility 
rates, but much lower income tax and 
corporate tax rates than New York. 
New York State currently has one of 
the highest personal and corporate in
come tax rates in the country. Busi
nesses and professionals that move can 
immediately enjoy larger net incomes, 
after taxes. To add to our current in
come tax rates will only accelerate the 
exodus of higher income wage earners 
and profitable corporations.

An income-based funding of local 
governments would have a particularly 
devastating effect on the East End and 
our other “beach” communities. Sec
ond homeowners pay a huge portion of 
these local real estate taxes. In South
ampton, 39% of the town’s tax reve
nues come from second homeowners. 
For the most part, these residents file 
their income taxes from their “other” 
address. This revenue would be lost 
and would have to be made up by the 
remaining residents. Not a pleasant 
thought.

Before anyone endorses this idea, 
we should-all particularly our elected 
governmentaf officials, be forced to 
solve the problems that have created 
the high real estate taxes. The three 
major cost factors that make up gov
ernment expenditures are education, 
law enforcement and social services. .

On Long Island, we spend over 
$12,000 per student per year for educa
tion. This is two-and-a-half times the 
nation’s norm. Teachers’ salaries, in
cluding benefits, are almost twice what 
they are in the rest of the nation. The 
administrative structure of schools is 
bloated, having grown 10 times in the

last 15 years. Educational costs eat 
70% of the taxes raised through real es
tate. They eat up almost one-third of 
the state budget.

Five-year law enforcement officers 
cost $140,000 per year. This is far in 
excess of most police departments 
throughout the country. It is substanti
ally higher than New York City’s po
lice, where crimes and social problems 
are much greater than in Suffolk 
County.

Social welfare programs in New 
York State are twice as liberal than in 
most other states. We spend almost 
three times what California does on 
Medicare and Medicaid and serve 
300,000 people less.

Bring the cost of these three func
tions of government under control and 
not only real estate taxes, but income 
taxes as well, could be substantially de
creased. Most political leaders won’t 
touch this subject with a 10-foot pole. 
They know what the problems are but 
fear the unions that represent the 
vested interests in these three catego
ries. They prefer to stick their heads in 
the sand rather than provide leader
ship. Yes, they will take potshots at the 
general targets of administration, that 
is politically popular, but it won’t get to 
the core of the problem.

Does it make any difference what 
pocket we take the money out of? 
When all is said and done, the same 
people will be funding government, 
and the majority of the revenues *will 
come from middle income America. 
Let’s fix the problems and leave the 
window dressing alone.

And why not?

T h e right to  know

T h e  m e s s a g e  w a s  rig h t
The gathering in Washington last 

Monday of 400,000 black men was 
right. Rev. Louis Farrakhan, the leader 
of this movement, is held in disrespect 
by many for the blatant anti-Semitism, 
anti-white positions that he has taken 
in the past. His call to black men to 
atone for their failures and rededicate 
their lives to productivity is to be com
mended.

Last week in this editorial column, 
we discussed the O.J. Simpson verdict 
and reminisced about what it was like 
to grow up in the Town of Riverhead 
in a prejudice-free environment. The 
period of time I was speaking about 
was the early ’40s and ’50s. The black 
community that had come to River- 
head in the ’30s to work the farms had 
matured. They had grown and pros
pered. Many had worked their way off 
the farms into more productive jobs 
and businesses. They were following 
the American dream. Work hard, save 
your money, buy a house, educate your 
kids so that they can be economically 
and physically better than you were. It 
was working.

During the late ’40s and early ’50s, 
there was a huge influx of migrant

workers coming into the communities 
in late July, early August. They would 
work the fields through September and 
October and then move on, following 
the crops. These people were the least 
educated and the downtrodden of so
ciety. Their nomad lifestyle was not 
much different than it had been in Af
rica, from where most had come. They 
lived an existence that was, at best, 
day-to-day. Many were indentured ser
vants, subservient to a “crew boss” 
who controlled almost their entire exis- 
tance. They were forever in debt and 
subject to brutal and inhumane treat
ment.

With the advent of the Great,So
ciety, major changes took place. Wel
fare became a way of life rather than a 
temporary substitute to get individuals 
over hurdles or hard times. The mi
grants quickly realized that they did 
not have to move. Without working, 
they could enjoy a better quality of life 
than they could by following the crops. 
These migrants soon settled in large 
numbers throughout Long Island. 
These people were different than the 
blacks who had settled here. They 
lacked vision and values. They did not

want to work for respect like everyone 
else—it Was their right; the government 
said so. There are many whites who fall 
into this category as well, it’s not a 
black problem, it’s an attitude prob
lem.

The government told them, “You 
don’t have to work, we will house, 
clothe and feed you.” The government 
told them, “You do not have to behave 
in an acceptable manner. If enough of 
you commit crimes, you can paralyze 
the judicial system. You don’t have to 
achieve in school; it is all right to be 
disruptive. It is your right to bring ev
eryone down to your standards.”

During the next 30 years, we grew a 
generation of people who had no re
spect for themselves or anyone else. 
They had been encourged to not follow 
the American dream, but to follow a 
life-time of non-productivity and 
waste.

This was particularly hard on the 
black families who had begun to follow 
the dream and had integrated them
selves into their communities and were 
respected. Their children asked, “Why 
should I follow your rules or emulate 
your determination to succeed? I see

my buddies scamming the system and 
having incomes that are far greater 
than you can achieve by honest en
deavors.”

One father with whom I had grown 
up discussed this problem with me one 
day. I had no real answer, and he had 
little to contribute. The system was 
working against his attempts to be suc
cessful with his children.

Farrakhan’s call to the black men 
of America to get their act together, to 
be proud husbands, fathers and pro
ductive workers is the right message. At 
last, someone is bringing the problem 
out from under the rock and facing it 
head on. Not on race, but reality.

The Spanish, Asians and Middle 
Eastern people who have come to this 
country in the last 20 years have pro
ven that America is a tolerant place 
where it doesn’t make any difference 
what the color of your skin is or even if 
you have the ability to speak the En
glish language. If you are willing io 
work hard, be productive, follow the 
American dream, you can succeed. But 
you must be willing to work hard and 
put your best forward.

And why not?
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