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Why isn’t East End solution
good for all of Suffolk?
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T

he Town of East Hampton is preparing a sensible plan to help
fight nitrogen pollution in area waters. Supervisor Larry
Cantwell’s legislation would create full or partial rebates of up to
$15,000 to encourage some homeowners and business owners to replace cesspools and failing septic systems with new technology.
There’s a lesson for the whole county here.
The money would come from the town’s Community Preservation
Fund. The program is fueled by a 2 percent tax on real estate transactions
approved by East End voters in 1998 — after the State Legislature gave
the five East End towns permission to put a public referendum on the ballot. In November, East End voters approved extending the CPF land
preservation program to 2050 and allowing up to 20 percent of the revenue to be used for water-quality projects — because the State Legislature allowed the East End towns to put another public referendum on the
ballot.
But Long Island lawmakers in the State Legislature now are reluctant to let Suffolk County hold a similar public referendum this November that would let voters decide whether they want to pay a fee for
water usage to fund a plan to help homeowners switch to better nitrogen-reducing systems. Why the change of heart?
The goal — clean water — is the same. The mechanism — asking the
public to vote to fund the fight — is the same. What was good for the
East End should be good for all of Suffolk. And if lawmakers don’t trust
Suffolk to spend the money for that purpose, as some say, they can insist the county use the same lockbox language that was in the CPF referendum. They liked it then, they should like it now.
Anything else would be hypocrisy.
— The editorial board
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n the 2014-15 school year, the rate of pension contributions for
teacher retirement costs in New York State hit a startling 17.53 percent as the fallout from the stock market crash in 2008 had its maximum impact. The number meant that for every $100 a public-school
teacher was paid, another $17.53 had to be contributed for the pension
fund, squeezing budgets tight.
Since that year, the investment returns of the fund have improved
and the pension contribution has declined. For 2017-18, it will be 11.72
percent, a reduction of $5.81 for every $100 in pay, almost a third less.
Most other school employees, about one-third of staffs, are members
of the state pension fund for civil servants, for which contributions
have moved in a similar pattern.
What the drop means is that a really big district, with $100 million in
teacher salaries, would spend $5.81 million less on teacher pensions
next year than in 2014-15. So where is the savings for taxpayers?
For the most part, the idea of school budgets or school taxes ever
going down significantly, even when expenses do, is treated as unthinkable. From 1985 to 2000, as the pension contribution declined from 25
percent all the way down to almost zero for several years, school property taxes increased an average of 6 percent a year across Long Island.
Educator salaries skyrocketed instead. Meanwhile, many districts have
seen the number of students they serve shrink even as budgets grow.
Few residents want to deny teachers a good wage or deny students a
great education. It’s just that the taxes they pay on their homes are four
times the national average and far more than they can afford.
When expenses shrink because costs or enrollment decline, the tax
burden ought to also.
— The editorial board
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LETTERS
Back then, only top
students got in free

Newsday recently published letters from people
who benefited from receiving a free or reduced-cost
education at New York colleges [“Risks and benefits
of free state tuition,” Feb.
6]. It was their opinion that
tuition-free education at
public colleges should continue to be available.
What the letters did not
mention is that pupils chosen to receive admission to
these city colleges had to
be at the very top of their
classes academically.
I graduated from a Bronx
high school in 1952, and I
would love to have had the
opportunity to enroll in a
New York City college —
not only because tuition
was free, but because a degree from one of these
schools was highly coveted.
Unfortunately, my grades

made it impossible, and I
was forced to pay tuition at
a different college.
Without this kind of selectivity, I wonder how much a
degree from these colleges
would be worth.
Thomas Focone,
Stony Brook

Beware of apartment
project in Smithtown

Smithtown residents who
are concerned about the
negative effects of a fourstory apartment building replacing an old three-story
school building have every
reason to worry [“Deal
breaks down,” News, Feb.
6].
Despite assurances by the
town Deputy Supervisor
Tom McCarthy, I believe
neighbors should be highly
skeptical. They should look
at the giant hole recently
ripped into the earth along
Route 25A, where a grossly

out-of-character three-story
apartment building and assisted-living facility will be
built in a residential neighborhood
of
half-acre
parcels.
Nothing is being done to
protect River Heights Drive
residents like me whose
front yards directly face the
abomination that will be
built there and which will
utterly ruin their property
values.
This was a beautiful,
wooded residential parcel
that had old oak trees and
evergreens. The traffic on
25A was not visible until
these trees were taken
down.
Town officials chose to
believe the developer’s consultants when they said this
would not hurt our property values. This is either
profoundly naïve or just not
being honest.
William Hastback,
Smithtown

