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METHUEN – Everyone meeting Luther
McIlwain for the first time immediately
realizes there is something special in the
air.

Even a short conversation with the 85
year-old veteran of World War II causes you
to think about the greater social and
political issues of our time.

Every one of the many detailed stories he
freely shares about his life is filled with
lessons on determination, hard work, the
evils of racism, pride, humility, education,
luck, and making a difference. Today, Lt.

A federal lawsuit alleging numerous civil
rights violations has been filed in federal
court against Lawrence Mayor Michael
Sullivan. The suit also names Governor
Mitt Romney, former Lawrence Mayor
Kevin Sullivan and several members of
Romney’s cabinet.

The 70-page lawsuit stems from Mayor
Sullivan’s firing of the independent,
business-led Merrimack Valley Workforce
Investment Board. The suit was filed by
Boston Attorney Walter Underhill on
behalf of Michael Gagliardi, business
manager of the Local 175 Laborers’ Union.

Gagliardi’s complaint, filed this week in
U.S. District Court in Boston, charges these
local and state officials with civil rights’
violations, including violation of his First
Amendment rights.

Continued on Page 8
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"I've never

favored her

(Lariviere's

s e c r e t a r y )

g e t t i n g

w o r k e r s '

comp. It isn't

right. To my

knowledge, from everything

I've seen, she isn’t a victim

of anything. I have seen no

evidence whatsoever that

she is a victim."

-Methuen  Councilor,

Ken Willette

Tom Duggan

John

Stossel
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From ABC's 20/20

Fulya Metin, the former secretary for the
city of Methuen, who alleged sexual
harassment against then City Solicitor
Maurice Leriviere, has been awarded
workers’ compensation benefits.

 After claiming that she could no longer
work comfortably in the same office where
Solicitor Lariviere had allegedly “harassed”
her (even though Lariviere was already
gone), Mayor Sharon Pollard placed Metin
on paid administrative leave starting March
2005. Metin remained on paid leave for
several months following the alleged
incidents, but because of pressure from the
City Council, Pollard removed her from the
leave program.

The city of Methuen offered Metin a
comparable position in city offices located
in the Quinn Building if she would only

return to work. But Metin refused to take
that position and, instead, filed a claim for
workers’ compensation benefits.

Metin is currently receiving $483.32 per
week and has been since she was awarded
workers’ compensation benefits at a
conference held on July 20, 2005. The
conference was heard before Judge Douglas
Bean at the Department of Industrial
Accidents, with Judge Bean further
awarding benefits retroactive to June 9, 2005.

Appearing for the city at the conference
was former Lawrence City Council president,
Attorney David Bain. Attorney Alan Pierce
represented Fulya Matin.

According to City Solicitor Peter
McQuillan, the conference order was

Continued on Page 8
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Valley Patriot
*Editorial*

OPINIONS

EQUALITY?
Last week a few hundred illegal aliens and their collaborators

held an illegal protest on the streets of Lawrence. What exactly

were they protesting?

They were protesting America’s laws, which requires that they go

through a legal process before entering the United States. But it

wasn’t just in Lawrence. Illegals marched all over the country,

demanding citizenship and free benefits from a nation they have

no right to even inhabit.

What happened to equality under the law? Suddenly the very

people who cry about equality want our immigration laws to apply

to SOME people — like those who wait their turn in line and come

here legally — but not for others —like the ones who think they are

entitled to make demands based on the color of their skin.

Yet, anyone who demands EQUALITY under the law and advocates

enforcing laws equally is now called a racist and demonized in the

news media. It sounds like something Rod Serling of the Twilight

Zone would have written about in the 1960’s.

Well, let’s get one thing clear. Despite what you may have heard

on Spanish language radio or read in the Eagle ~Tribune, this is

not a debate about “immigrants rights.” Legal immigrants already

have rights. They don’t need to march or protest, they have already

gone through the process legally and enjoy the same rights and

benefits as any other American immigrant.

This issue is about ILLEGAL immigrants who sneak in front of

the line; it’s about the open defiance of our laws and the

unwillingness by politicians and law enforcement officials to do

anything about it. And the illegals know it!

Not only did these illegals break the law by invading our country,

they arrogantly showed their disdain for America and Americans

by marching through the streets and using amplifiers without going

before the city council to get the required permits. Well, what do

you expect form people who arrogantly refuse to follow the law in

the first place?

And, while we expected such behavior from law-breakers, we

certainly didn’t expect the Lawrence police to sit idly by and allow it

to happen. But, that’s exactly what happened. And as usual, because
the law was not enforced by Chief Romero and the Lawrence police,
the illegals and their collaborators are planning another disruption

that will surely go unchallenged.

It is high time for politicians and law enforcement officials to step

up to the plate and do the job they pledged to do:  enforce our

laws. It’s also high time for apathetic Americans to stand up, defend
their country and demand that American laws be enforced on
everyone equally.

Whether an “immigrant” is from Ireland, Sweden, Lebanon or Mexico,
their status in the United States must be “legal” or they simply

must be rounded up and sent back home. No free education, no

free lunch, no Section Eight  housing vouchers, no more subsidizing
those who openly break our laws and then chant “in your face”
while doing it.

During Spanish Segment

Nightly from 10pm to MidnightNightly from 10pm to MidnightNightly from 10pm to MidnightNightly from 10pm to MidnightNightly from 10pm to Midnight

Low Rate
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WCAP, Massachusetts Most Powerful
AM Radio Station North of Boston!

Call 978-454-0404 & ask for Maurice
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The Berkeley Retirement Home is having their May Fair
on Friday, May 5, 2006 from 10AM to 2PM at the First-
Calvary Baptist Church , 586 Mass Ave., No. Andover, Ma.

Join us for a delicious luncheon and then browse through
tables filled with plants, bakery, gifts, jewelry, a silent
auction, and a special Scottish assortment of goodies! In
honor of 110 years of dedicated service to our residents,
the Berkeley Womens Advisory Board is raffling off a cruise
for two to Bermuda on the Norwegian Majesty out of
Boston. The cruise is an all expense paid trip complete
with an ocean -view cabin. Members of our Board will be
selling raffle tickets at the Andover Market Basket on
April 7-8th. Tickets are also available for purchase at the
Berkeley Retirement Home at 150 Berkeley St., Lawrence,
Ma. The raffle tickets are three for $10.00 or ten for $20.00.
Join us on May 5th, and help us celebrate!!

MAY FAIR
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          * Recliners  * Lamps

             * Curios  * Sofas

Amendment IX:

The enumeration in the
Constitution, of certain rights, shall
not be construed to deny or
disparage others retained by the
people.

The irony is that the Constitution, which
was written to list only what the federal
government may do, has been turned on its
head as a document that now allows the
federal government to do anything it wants
as long as it doesn’t infringe on the rights
protected by the first eight amendments of
the Bill of Rights. The Tenth Amendment, in
plain English, says that the federal
government does not have any powers
outside those specifically granted to it in
the Constitution, because all other powers
are left to the states or the people:

Amendment X:

The powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution,
nor prohibited by it to the states,
are reserved to the states
respectively, or to the people.

What is even less well known, is that the
Constitution (with the Bill of Rights) does
not — nor was it designed to — guarantee
even the rights listed in the first eight
amendments. It was merely intended to make
sure that the federal government didn’t
infringe on these rights. The state
governments were, at the time, not impeded
by the Bill of Rights. [A mid-nineteenth-
century Supreme Court ruling changed this
and made any action by state governments
that infringed these rights a violation of our
national constitution.]

The founders feared that the federal
government, not the state governments,

This past November, Judge Bernard
Friedman of the United States District Court
for the Southern Division of the Eastern
District of Michigan dismissed a joint lawsuit
filed by school districts in Texas, Michigan,
and Vermont along with
the National Education
Association that
attempted to block
enforcement of the so-
called ‘No Child Left
Behind Act’ [NCLB] on
the grounds that it
imposed yearly testing
requirements and other
mandates that were
unfounded by the
Federal Government.

Not only was Judge Friedman out of line
in his ruling, but the Federal Government
has no constitutional jurisdiction over
school districts in any curriculum or policy
matter.  This absurd ruling creates the need
for states to once again invoke nullification.

The Federal Government provides for less
than 7 percent funding for most public
school districts, yet they want to regulate
the majority of local education requirements.
It is high time that all 50 states begin ignoring
federal education mandates and return
curriculum and testing issues to the states
themselves and to local school districts.

States can lead the way by defying the
Federal Government and putting our Federal
lawmakers and President Bush back in their
rightful place.

The No Child Left Behind Act [NCLB],
enacted in 2001 with bipartisan support, is
bad and costly legislation that does little to
improve overall school performance. Like the
educational systems in Nazi Germany and
Fascist Italy, what it purposes to do is to
make our public school students robotic
servants of the National Government. It’s a
one-size fits all educational monstrosity that
shifts power away from parents, teachers,
and school districts and transfers decision-
making to Federal Government bureaucrats,
most of whom know next to nothing about
educational curriculum and instruction.

What does the NCLB mandate?

It contains 1,100 pages on new
cumbersome regulations on states. The most
controversial provisions require that all
students in all schools, regardless of race
and ethnicity perform higher on Math and
English standardized tests each year. Failure
to achieve national performance levels can
lead to school district sanctions and even
closings.

This may at first sound laudable, but who
establishes the standards? Will it be the
same federal bureaucrats at the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education that have been ruining
school districts with their burdensome
regulations and performance mandates over
the last 25 years? That’s where we are
heading if we don’t hit the breaks!

In Massachusetts, we already have the
high-stakes MCAS Test administered in the
4th, 8th, and 10th grades. Portions of these
tests are also given in the 3rd and 7th grades.
Standardized tests can certainly be a good
way to measure progress in learning, but

The Valley Patriot welcomes letters to the editor on any topic. We also welcome column/article
submissions from elected officials, neighborhood associations, community organizers, average
citizens, and newsmakers. Though we may not agree with the opinions expressed in submissions,
our mission is to give readers the unique opportunity to receive important information from those
who are driving important public issues without the "creative editing" policy employed by most
newspapers. Submissions from guest columnists/writers in The Valley Patriot are published without
the filtered agenda of an editorial board. If you would like to write a column, letter or article for
The Valley Patriot, please email us at: ValleyPatriot@aol.com

Our Voice is Your Voice
OPINIONS

Thinking Outside
the Box!
Dr. Charles Ormsby

RIGHTS...

Continued on Page 6

Do We Have Any?

they should not be the only assessment tool
considered. States, with the input of parents,
educational leaders, and local school
districts should be entrusted with this
responsibility. The state of Connecticut,

which leads the nation in
overall student
performance, and has its
own high-stakes
standardized testing
system in place, has
petitioned the U.S.
Department of Education
to permit it to administer
the test every two years
instead of annually.

Their request was
denied.

What are we doing to our kids?  Is the
Federal Government setting them up to be
failures? This is what is really being done in
the name of “Education Reform.”

By the way, why don’t we test these
bureaucrats at the U.S. Department of
Education to see if they can pass the high-
stakes test currently in use in Connecticut
and Massachusetts?  The results might
prove surprising, or would they?

Here is a brief sampling of the unfunded
federal mandates imposed on local school
districts by NCLB: 1) Filing and meeting
requirements for “Adequate Yearly
Progress” eeports on standardized student
testing that shows continuous
improvement; 2) Mandatory district school
choice and student transportation without
federal funding; 3) Locally paid for
supplemental services for students deemed
“in need of improvement”; and 5) School
districts must implement “scientifically
proven” school improvement strategies.

The U.S. Department of Education brags
that NCLB gives “Record flexibility for
states and communities.” It claims that
“States will have more freedom to direct more
of their federal education money.” The U.S.
Department of Education adds that NCLB
“combines and simplifies programs” to allow
schools to cut through the “red tape to get
and use federal funding.”  These statements
are truly misleading. Let’s look at the facts.

The Act does precisely the opposite of
what it claims. It adds more cost and more
red tape by requiring that lengthy progress
reports be filed regularly and often. The
biggest insult to the American public comes
with the U.S. Department of Education’s
wording that there “will be real
consequences for districts and schools that
fail to make progress.”  The Federal
Government calls the NCLB
“groundbreaking education reform.” It is
truly “groundbreaking” in that it is paving
the way for Federal supervisory control over
curriculum and standards and stripping
parents, local school districts, and states of
their authority to manage education choices.

The New Hampshire School
Administrators Association estimated that
its state would be eligible for approximately
$77 more per student in federal funds, but

States Should Nullify No
Child Left Behind Act

By D.J. Deeb

Continued on Page 24

“Well, of course we do,” you say, “just
read the Constitution.”

But the Constitution didn’t exist in 1776
(or any other year before 1787, for that
matter). So, did our forefathers not have any
rights? Did they create them when they
wrote or ratified the Constitution?

Certainly, America’s founders thought
they had rights before the Constitution or
they wouldn’t have rebelled against King
George. The purpose of the Constitution
was not to give us rights. It may amaze you
that the Constitution wasn’t even intended
to elaborate what rights the founders
thought we had … except in a fairly weak
and backhanded sort of way.

The Constitution was written to
specifically enumerate the powers granted
to our federal government. Basically it said,
“OK, federal government, you can do this
and nothing more.” It has become
associated with the granting of our rights
because of the Bill of Rights, which most
Americans know by heart … well, maybe
not completely. Most Americans can
probably recall something about the press,
speech, and religion. Only a few percent of
Americans can enumerate the other
protections.

Readers of this column are well aware that
the inclusion of the Bill of Rights was a
questionable proposition at the time and
may, in fact, have been an ill-advised
addition. Why? Because it leaves the
impression — to those who stop before
reading the Ninth Amendment, or to activist
judges who just choose to ignore the Ninth
Amendment — that the protections
enumerated in the Bill of Rights constitute
an exhaustive list of our rights. Of course,
they do not, and the architects of the Bill of
Rights never intended them to. Just read
the aforementioned Ninth Amendment:

  i f e s t y l e sL
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This coming year, we’ll work with Dr. Buchanan to
introduce some exciting new concepts in public education
— concepts that will put Haverhill at the cutting edge of
technology and the cutting edge of the best concepts in
education. We’ll work to make our high school a virtual
high school, one of only thirty such virtual high schools in
all of Massachusetts. Our children will have the opportunity
to take on-line courses from throughout the world. We’ll
tell you more about this later.

Then we’ll work to make our high school an advanced
academy for math and science sometime within the next
few years. We’ll tell you more about this later this year.

When our children graduate from school, they aren’t going
to be competing just with children from the Merrimack
Valley. They are going to be competing with children from
throughout the world. Our goal is to offer a world-class
curriculum and a world-class education so that our children
can compete with any child, anywhere in the world.

Rezoning To Attract New Business

To attract new business and grow our tax base, we needed
to be innovative. When I spoke before you a year ago, I
asked the City Council to rezone some areas near highways,
to remove some regulatory barriers that prevented large
retail stores from coming to our city, and to join with me in
a 21st century retail strategy.

Tonight, we can report that this 21st century plan is
working. For over thirty years, retail stores have fled our
city, and little by little, we’ve lost our retail base. Tonight,
Lowes and BJ’s — the two largest retail stores ever to locate
within our city, have announced they are coming to Haverhill
. Starbucks is going to follow and there are more on the
way.

Our rezoning policy also worked downtown. Our anchor
tenant, the Beacon project, has broken ground, and the
first ever artists’ lofts are available for sale downtown.

We should rejoice in the fact that so many people are
starting to recognize what we have always known —
Haverhill is a great place to live and a great place to work.
Now our challenge is to manage this growth — to mange
the traffic that will surely increase, to preserve our open
space, and to keep our neighborhoods livable as we move
forward. The first step to controlling growth is to push
growth downtown, where we can control it, and preserve
space in the outer areas of our city.

The Challenges Ahead

Our progress has been great, but the challenges we face
are also great. The Hale debt that preceded us, $7 million a
year, is still with us.

This year, we face an immediate budget deficit of nearly
$4 million. This figure is misleading because it does not
include the real deficit in Haverhill.

Haverhill

Haverhill Mayor James Fiorentini's

2006 State of Our City Address
Hope is Back

Good evening and
thank you for listening.
I want to start by
thanking the City
Council for their hard
work, and I particularly
want to thank the public
for the great honor and
privilege of serving you
as your mayor.

When I first
addressed you a little

over two years ago, Haverhill faced an unprecedented fiscal
crisis. We stood on the verge of losing the accreditation for
our high school.

Our fire stations were closed, our library threatened with
closure, and the newspapers were filled with stories that
our city might become the first city in twenty-five years to
go into receivership.

Two years ago, we were a city where some people had
lost all hope for tomorrow. Our citizens spoke only about
was what we had lost — our hospital, our downtown, our
radio station, and our college in Bradford .

Today, we see a new and different Haverhill than we faced
only two years ago, and we face new and different
challenges. Today, we no longer speak of what we lost
yesterday. Today, Haverhill is alive, and people are daring
to dream of tomorrow.

The Haverhill renaissance is on its way, and Haverhill is
moving forward.

This renaissance in Haverhill did not just happen. It took
a great group of city employees, who worked harder and
longer to provide the public with service, even though there
are 55 fewer employees than there were three years ago.

It took a great group of volunteers who make up our
boards and agencies. It took volunteers throughout the
city who stepped up to the plate and put in countless hours
helping our city in so many different ways—by helping at
City Hall, by volunteering in our schools, by helping to
plan our city and in so many other ways. Thank you, all of
you.

It took the City Council to vote to rezone downtown and
to loosen parking requirements. And, most of all, it took a
public that was willing to make sacrifices to keep our city
going. Thank you, all of you, for your sacrifices.

Two years ago, we outlined a new plan to expand our tax
base. We called it the Consumer Cities approach. Our
strategy was simple — if you make Haverhill livable, you
attract more people, and those people, in turn, will attract
more business.

We bought new street sweepers for downtown, and we
worked with a wonderful group of volunteers from Haverhill
’s Brightside to keep our city cleaner. We planted the first
trees in decades, and we brought in the first disease-resistant
elm trees in over half a century.

We worked with our police department to set up a local
Gang Task force, and used block grant money to add more
patrols to high crime neighborhoods. Today, crime is down
for the second year in a row.

Schools

A key part of improving our quality of life is to improve
public education. Last year, we worked with the School
Committee to become only the second city in the entire
state to institute mandatory summer school for our students.
We sent a clear message to our children — if you don’t
pass, we won’t give you a free pass to the next grade.

We spent millions of dollars on the high school and
reversed decades of neglect to our middle and lower
schools. This year, for the first time in four decades, our
children will have fully equipped, state-of-the-art science
labs. We brought back the middle school band program,
added more teachers at the high school and tried to do a
better job of stressing the good points in our system. Then
we worked with our School Committee to hire a great new
superintendent of schools, and I want to recognize him this
evening — Dr. Raleigh Buchanan.

Our real deficit is that we do not have the money to fix all
of your potholes, repair all of your schools, streets, or take
down all of the trees that need to come down.

Our financial problems threaten our renaissance — they
threaten our ability to provide people with the services and
schools they need to make this an attractive consumer city.

Our challenge tonight is clear: how do we keep the vital
services that are so necessary to keeping the Haverhill
renaissance going?

The same spirit that has brought us this far can carry us
forward and help us to surmount the challenges ahead.

The root of our financial problems is simple—the rising
costs require us to spend more than we take in.

Controlling Health Insurance Costs

This year, healthcare premiums will increase by $2 million
to a total of $21 million. This year, we will pay more for
health insurance premiums than we will pay for the entire
Police Department, the entire Fire Department, and the Hale
debt, combined. The increase in health care costs — $2
million — is more than all the revenues we are getting for all
of the new condominium projects combined.

If it weren’t for this increase, we could add ten additional
policemen, 10 additional schoolteachers, 10 firefighters to
open a station in Ayers Village, and still have $200,000 left
over.

We’ve made enormous strides in controlling health care
costs. We worked with our unions to combine five (5) health
care packages, and used our increased bargaining leverage
to negotiate a lower rate for our employees.

Most of our unions — but not all of them — agreed to
pay more for their health care in exchange for a cost of
living increase — and the remaining unions need to join
with us to move our city forward. With these reforms, we
were able to save hundreds of thousands of dollars last
year.

But More Needs To Be Done.

Next week, I will meet with our insurance advisory board
and ask them to work with me to achieve the next level of
health care reform.

I’ll ask them to fashion a program to allow our employees
and retirees to import prescription drugs from Canada and
save up to $200,000 per year. I’ll ask them to join with me in
coming up with a reformed health care plan that is fair to
our employees and that we can afford.

Our current plan — which my family and I have — allows
us to go to a doctor with a $5 co-pay. We pay between 75%
and 90% of the cost of health insurance for our employees
and retirees, and surely, if we could
afford to do so, we could continue
on this path. But, this path is a
path that leads in only one
direction — to layoffs.

I’ll ask our advisory board
and our unions to work
with us once again —
this time to increase
co-pays and
deductibles, provide
bonuses to those
employees who take
their spouse’s plan
outside the city. I’ll
also ask them to
devise programs for
new employees that will
work with higher
deductibles and co-pays,
and work with health care
savings accounts, to
provide health care needs at a cost we can afford.

Reorganization of City Government

Controlling costs must start with health care costs, but it
cannot stop there. Two years ago, we instituted a

Continued on Page 16

Within the next few months, we’ll
present our urban renaissance-
zoning package to the City Council
to remake our downtown. Our new
renaissance zoning will take a
portion of our downtown and
rezone it for housing as a matter of
right. We’ll seek to become the first
city in the state to take advantage
of the new housing incentive laws,
General Laws, Chapter 40R. Our
renaissance zoning will bring in up
to $400,000 in new state aid
immediately, and give us a chance
to bring buildings in our downtown
area back to life.
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Jim Rurak, Former Mayor of Haverhill
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Mark Palermo is a professor at
Northern Essex Community College
in Haverhill and is the past vice-
president of the faculty union. You
can email him at
markpalermo@lycos.com.
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Beverly— Health Quarters, a regional provider of reproductive
health care, prevention, and education services for low income
and uninsured women, men, and teens, will have moved to
another location in Haverhill as of February 6, 2006.

The new address is 215 Summer Street, Suite 15, Haverhill;
the telephone number, 978.521.4444, remains the same.

Health Quarter’s new office is about two miles from its current
site at 755A Main Street. The office building is at the end of
Summer Street, on the right, near Water Street and the cemetery,
and offers free on-site parking.

There will be no change to the reproductive health services.

Health Quarters offices include:

* Gynecological exams
* Male exams
* Free or low-cost birth control methods,
   including free condoms
* “Plan B” - emergency contraception
* Free rapid HIV testing
* Cervical and breast cancer screening
* STD testing and treatment
* Free pregnancy testing

A grand opening of the office is planned for April 2006.

We've Moved to a new  HAVERHILL  Location

Health Quarters

Established in 1970, Health Quarters is a federally-funded provider of
gynecological exams, prevention services such as birth control and

emergency contraception, cervical and breast cancer screening, STD
testing and treatment, rapid HIV and pregnancy testing and counseling,

and health education.

The mayor’s state-of-the-city
address is really a masked call
for an override. The problem is
that it is his policies, not the
“curse” he outlines, which lead
us to this brink.

 Ready? Look at how the
mayor outlines our blessings.
Big box retail on the highway and a housing
boom downtown. It’s another word for
growth. But what is the first measurable
impact of growth? The mayor announced
that we don’t have enough water. We’ll have
to tap the river and, of course, that’s going
to cost us more for each glass of water we
drink. So the strategy to conquer the curse,
namely growth, ends up compounding it.

 Set! Not enough water is just the start.
Soon, the schools will be bursting at the
seams (after we’ve sold or leased several
school buildings). Soon, our intersections
will be clogged and we won’t have enough
money to redesign them. Soon, our open
space will diminish because we won’t have
the funds to preserve it. Soon, our public
safety forces (police, fire and highway) will
be stretched to the breaking point and we’ll
all have to pony up so as to hold on to our
quality of life. It’s a set-up for an override.

 But it’s a bad set-up. I admit, I promoted
growth. But we did it within existing
infrastructure. By the late ‘90s we knew we
were at saturation point. I appointed a
growth control task force, headed by John
Guerin and George Dekeon. It sent to the
City Council, and, it approved, major

restrictions on growth as well
as watershed protections.

Now, thousands of new
housing units are planned
while restrictions are lifted.
Without proper controls, they

are the curse not the blessing. True,
Proposition 2 1/2 allows for growth to pay
for itself. But that’s when it occurs without
major expansion of the existing
infrastructure. So, what we should do is limit
growth to the capacity of the existing
infrastructure. That is the one and only way
in which growth will be a blessing which
reduces the curse of the Hale debt.

 If we did this, then each year the city
could apply at least three million extra dollars
(allowable under Prop. 2 1/2) so as to meet
its increased costs. Outside of that, its sole
focus should be to whittle down the Hale
debt with annual revenues or cost
reductions, rather than simply selling off
land.

 How could we come up with an extra
seven million dollars without an override?
First, by the mayor’s own admission, the
city has already absorbed three million of it.
For this year we have a four million dollar
deficit, not a seven million dollar one. This
was achieved by several factors. The most
prominent are: the taxes paid by the old Hale

Continued on Page 16

You have to wonder about the wisdom of
constructing a Level 4 bioterror research lab
in a metropolitan area. Shouldn’t they be
building  it in a desert? Or on an island? Or
in Alaska? But political expedience trumps
common sense as usual, and they are
building one in Boston’s South End.

How would you like to own property next
to a bioterror lab -which will be working with
Anthrax, Viral Hemorrhagic Fever, Botulism,
the Plague, Ebola, and Tularemia, the most
infectious pathogenic bacterium known on
earth. But don’t worry, the authorities say
there is no danger to the community.
Remember the original King Kong movie?
“Don’t worry folks, those chains are made
of chromed steel!”

Last September, at least three mice carrying
a deadly strain of plague escaped from the
Public Health Research Institute in Newark,
New Jersey, another bioterror research lab.
After an investigation by the FBI, a
spokesman stated, “We’re satisfied that
there is no public safety risk, and there
doesn’t seem to be any nexus to criminal
activity or terrorism.”

In December 2002 a power failure
compromised yet another infectious disease
laboratory at Plum Island, New York. With
air compressors and refrigeration systems
down, workers devised some “high tech
containment” procedures:  They used duct
tape to seal all the doors.

About 150 scientists, mostly from the
faculty of Harvard, MIT, BU and Boston
College sent a letter to the Boston City
Council stating, “There are real and
potentially catastrophic risks to the health
and safety of people in the local and
surrounding communities.”  But BU received
a $128 million grant and they didn’t want to
send the check back. Now that the National
Institute of Health has given final approval,
construction is set to begin.

***

In Denmark they have an enlightened
approach to the world’s oldest profession.
Sex work is legal as long as a woman can
prove it is not her only means of support.
Now the Danes are debating another
question. Should disabled people be
allowed government subsidized home visits
by prostitutes?

Torben Hansen, has cerebral palsy which
severely affects his speech and ability to
get around. The 59-year-old Hansen says
that he had a girlfriend, but she died, and
getting to a brothel is too difficult for him,
so he would like his local government to
compensate him for house calls by sex
workers. Even for the libertine Danes, this
question of public subsidies has provoked
a controversy about just how much help you

are supposed to get from the government.
Stig Langvad of the country’s Disabled
Association accused politicians of double
standards saying, “The disabled must have
the same possibilities as other people.
Politicians can debate whether prostitution
should be allowed in general, instead of
preventing only the disabled from having
access to it.” A similar idea is being floated
in Australia by advocates for the disabled.

On one hand I want to tell Hansen “For
God Sakes, man. Pick yourself up off the
floor and stand tall. There is a woman for
every man in this world. Go out the door
and find another.” Easy enough to say. But
I don’t have cerebral palsy. It’s not such an
easy question to answer.

What about veterans, for instance, that
come home from Iraq- as some do-
psychologically and physically damaged?
The VA provides them with an array of
rehabilitative services. But what about the
service they may need more than any other?
Do we as a society simply pretend this need
doesn’t exist? Older people forget too easily
what it was like to be young.

So I am rooting for Hansen. In this
generation of billionaires and yuppies that
pay five bucks for a cup of coffee, there
should be a little money somewhere for a
lonely man to experience the human touch.
But when I think about how well-intentioned
ideas like this get translated into legislation,
I shudder to think of it.  It might work in
northern Europe.

But here, after all the loopholes are
identified, it would be abused beyond all
reasonable limits and the financial
advantages milked to the last drop. Think
of the bloated bureaucracies this would
generate, the federal grants, the lawsuits
from people who say they caught something,
the billing frauds, the scams…

In the end, like Hansen, we must make
face our existential situation and make do
with the cards we are dealt. But let’s give
him credit for trying. If the government
won’t help people in Hansen’s predicament,
maybe somebody can start a charitable
foundation. They can solicit private
donations (I’ll send 15 bucks) and get some
corporate sponsorship. Maybe Bill Gates
can kick in something. They can call it the
Foundation of Physical Satisfaction. I wish
Hansen well in his quest. What is meant to
be will always find a way.
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Ted Tripp is an International
Consultant in high-tech
manufacturing methods. He has BS
and MS degrees in Chemical
Engineering from MIT. You can
reach him at tripp@gis.net.

North Andover

Did you know that the average
single-family tax bill in North
Andover is now $5,500? That’s up
$212 dollars from last year and a
whopping 48 percent (!) just since
the year 2000. It was a mere $3,724
that year — sounds like a bargain
today.

At this rate, and with the
prospect of new overrides ever
present, your tax bill could easily

become a whopping $6900 or more by 2010. That’s a mere
four years away.

How are our seniors and young families going to
pay this bill? How does one keep up with the
increases in fuel oil, gasoline, food and housing
while still having enough money left over to
pay such confiscatory taxes?

We are told by town leaders that
millions of dollars more are necessary
every year just to maintain level
services. There never seems to be
enough money to satisfy all the
demands of our town government.
More is NEVER enough.

We got to this sorry state by
letting the “Merchants of Spending”
take control of North Andover. Some
of these Merchants are within our
town government and some are on the
outside continually pressuring officials to
raise taxes in support of the spending habit.

On our Board of Selectmen, recently reelected
Mark Caggiano has already called for a tax override
to feed the spending beast that town government has
become.

He is representative of the most dangerous kind of
Merchant, those that have the power to put another tax
increase proposal on the ballot and hope that the voters
can be fooled into approving it.

Other Merchants on the board have supported numerous
overrides in the past and we will have to wait and see if
they are true to form in the coming months.

Almost as important are the School Committee Merchants
of Spending. Current chairman Al Perry and former chairman
Dan Murphy voted last June to spend millions of dollars
on a new teachers contract that they knew the town could
not afford. Their strategy was apparently to force the
townspeople into a tax override to pay for it. What else
could they have been thinking? Now that there is some
resistance to a tax increase, they seem perplexed to learn
that they may have to layoff 50-60 employees to pay for
this expensive agreement.

At recent school committee meetings, both have been
grilled by concerned citizens on how, in good conscience,
they could have approved a contract with no prospect of

the money being available. Not surprisingly, they were
unable to offer rational answers.  Only School
Committeeman Dr. Charles Ormsby and Selectman James
Xenakis had the good sense to vote against this fiscal
disaster.

 There are more Merchants of Spending on our Finance
Committee. The current chair, Keith Mitchell, has never
met a tax override he didn’t like and has actively
campaigned in favor of the past several tax hikes.

The previous chair and current member, Jack Watkins,
was the spokesman for the 2002 Financial Task Force that
recommended a $10 million tax hike and tried to suppress a
minority report disagreeing with the proposal. That

recommendation would have increased real estate taxes
by almost 23 percent if it had been adopted. That

means approximately $1100 more would have been
added to your current tax bill of $5500 and you

would be facing another similar huge tax
increase starting this July 1st.

The Merchants of Spending in the
general population seem to come

primarily from the school community.
These advocates of spending don’t care
where the money has to come from as
long as they get what they want. It’s for
the children, after all, or that’s what they
want us to believe.

They seem unconcerned about the
underlying details of why not

enough money is available and believe
that more money is the ONLY solution to

all of our problems. This approach has been
proven wrong repeatedly, but they are fixated
and seem not to care. These people have no

appreciation or sympathy for others in town struggling to
keep up with skyrocketing tax bills.

Although the Merchants of Spending are all around us,
and some are in positions of power, their numbers are still
in the minority. This was obvious during the last two tax
override elections, which were defeated by savvy voters
with margins of more than 2 to 1. The people have spoken
“loud and clear” that they don’t want their taxes increased.
They want the town to live within its budget, just as families
do.

Beware of the Merchants of Spending. Don’t believe
them when they tell you that there is no alternative but to
increase our taxes. Force them to manage the town within
its budget and let us keep more of our hard-earned money.
Let these Merchants know that their spending policies are
out of touch with what we, the people, are willing to tolerate.

The Merchants of Spending
Ted Tripp, North Andover Taxpayers Association

would abuse its power. They were comfortable that the
state governments did not pose a threat to our liberties
because all of the states had constitutions that explicitly
guaranteed our basic rights or prohibited state
governments from violating them. Their focus was just
the threat to our liberties posed by the federal government.
Their fear was well placed.

To summarize this discussion so far, the Constitution
didn’t give us any rights – we already had them. It was
only written to grant powers to a new federal government
and, as an added protection, a Bill of Rights was added to
further ensure our liberties from federal trespass.

So, if the Constitution didn’t give us our rights, where
the heck did they come from?

Many say, “We were given our rights by God.” For some
reason, God must have left them off the stone tablets he
gave Moses. Surely, it wouldn’t have been that big an
inconvenience to carve a few extra tablets to clarify such
an important subject.

If God is the source of our rights and they are not written
in stone, how do we know what rights we possess? When
someone makes up a right to free education or a right to
adequate healthcare, how can one substantiate or refute
his claim? Our Supreme Court justices are not theologians.
Heck, if our rights came from God, maybe we should
populate the Supreme Court with the pope, two cardinals,
two Protestant ministers, a Muslim imam, a Jewish rabbi, a
Hindu priest, and a Buddhist monk! Now that would be fun
to watch!

Unfortunately, those who reference God as the source of
our rights believe that no other justification or derivation
of human rights is possible. They are wrong.

Man has rights because of his nature (thus, the historical
references to “natural rights”), not because they were
bestowed by society or by a deity. The basis of all other
rights is a man’s right to his own life. That is the right to use
his intellectual powers and efforts to protect, preserve, and
enhance his life.

A necessary consequence of recognizing a man’s right
to life is the right to property. If man can be denied the right
to earn and use or dispose of property, his right to life can
be easily undermined. If the government controls our
property, it controls our life and can, if it wishes, deny our
right to protect, preserve, and enhance our life.

But our right to property is not just the right to possess
physical property, it is our right to take the actions with
respect to our property that in our estimation are necessary
to protect, preserve, and enhance our lives. When
government expropriates our property or restricts our use
of our property, it violates our natural rights.

Are our rights to use our property unbounded? No. A
man’s rights are bounded by one simple principle: they can’t
violate the equal rights of others. Clearly, I can’t claim to
have the right to launch a boulder from my property if its
trajectory intersects with your house or your head. To do
so would clearly violate your right to use your property to
protect, preserve and enhance your life or, in the case of
your head, violate your core right to life. This example is
obvious. Other examples are more complex, which is why
we have laws and courts to ensure that the exercise of one
man’s rights doesn’t impinge on the rights of others.

But the legitimate pursuit of laws and the logical process
of applying them — in an attempt to ensure that rights do
not conflict — is not an excuse to turn logic on its head and
undermine or deny the very rights that the laws and the
courts are intended to protect. You can’t justify the violation
of property rights via expropriation (taxes) with the excuse
that it is necessary to protect human rights. You can’t draft
a young man and force him into a battle saying that your
purpose is to protect human liberty. It is logically absurd.

Rights, inherently, are possessed by individuals. There
are no group rights independent of the rights of the
individuals that make up the group. Society doesn’t have
rights; you and I do. If individuals do not have the right to
steal property, society has no right to take the property of
its citizens by force.

It is understandable to rebel at the notion that
governments have no right to tax – if for no other reason
that taxation is routinely practiced and accepted. Since there
are few voluntary mechanisms currently being used that
allow governments to raise revenues  (lottery being a

notable exception), it is assumed that no such mechanisms
are possible. Therefore, we assume the process of being
taxed is a necessary evil. The evil part is correct; the
necessary part is not — see my earlier article in The Valley
Patriot, June 2004, “Funding Government without Theft,”
available at www.valleypatriot.com.

Unfortunately, unless you suspend reason, you can’t
logically believe that we have a right to life without also
having a right to property, and the right to property cannot
be reconciled with a government that can arbitrarily decide
what percentage of our property will be taken each year by
force. If you accept the power of governments to tax, you
logically convert your right to life to a privilege that you
enjoy at the pleasure of government.

Now you know why our Founding Fathers didn’t give
the federal government the power to levy a general tax on
property or income. They knew that any such power
contradicted their fundamental conviction that man had a
natural right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness …
a more eloquent way to express the notion that you have
the right to “protect, preserve and enhance your life.”

So, do we have any rights? Yes. They are ours by our
very nature, irrespective of anything done by governments.
The Jews in Auschwitz had rights. The Nazi government

just didn’t respect them. The Nazis killed six million people
that had rights.

The key lesson of history is that our rights don’t protect
us unless we are able to strictly constrain government
power. The Founding Fathers feared the power of
government and did their best to limit it; even to the extent
of adding a second layer of protection - the Bill of Rights.

The issue is not whether we have rights, but whether our
government respects them. If our government doesn’t
respect property rights, we are not safe.

The Constitution held firm for 125 years. The last 100
years have largely undone the miracle that created America.

Those who are alive today have never experienced the
freedom that was America. Will we ever regain it?

RIGHTS ...
Continued from Page 3

Dr. Ormsby is Vice-chair of the North
Andover School Committee and was just
elected to his second, three year term.
Ormsby is a graduate of Cornell and has a
doctorate from MIT. If you have any
questions or comments, you can contact Dr.
Ormsby via email: ccormsby@comcast.net
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2006 North Andover Elections2006 North Andover Elections2006 North Andover Elections

North Andover police and firefighters showed up at North Andover High School in support of
their friend and colleague, Dan Lanen, who ran successfully for the Board of Selectmen.

Methuen (precinct 7), North Andover (precincts 7 & 8), 
Andover  (precincts 1,7,& 8), Boxford (precinct 2), Georgetown (precinct 2) 

Haverhill (Ward 2: precinct 1 & 2; Ward 5: precinct 2; Ward 7 precinct 2)

BRENNAN

Paid for by the Committee to Elect Lawrence “Lonnie” Brennan

www.lonniebrennan.com

9 Hamilton Terrace, Georgetown, MA 01833 Robin O’Malley - Treasurer

Representation, plain and simple.

18th Essex District

Lawrence “Lonnie”
“I’ve stepped forward to 
offer an alternative... 
As a Republican candidate, 
I look forward to meeting 
you and discussing our 
common concerns for a 
strong, proud common-
wealth.” 

(978) 352-5449

As our youngest would say: ‘Wanna Help?’

lonnie@lonniebrennan.com

State Rep.
Proud father of 3 school-age children

Married for 18+ years to Dianne Marie Brennan

Selectman, Town of Georgetown

Former School Committee Member, Salem, MA 8 yrs.

Technical Writer

Small business owner (chocolates!)

Proud to run to offer an alternative/change

Michael Friedman, Team Leader -
Partner, proudly welcomes Colleen
Flanagan as Partner - Agent to
Keller Williams Realty in North
Andover

I've Moved!


