
Americans are suffering…. 

We are without question suffering as a nation due to the partisan nature of our 
government today.  One thing I am certain of is that electing the Republican or the 
Democrat will not change that.  As for working within my own party, there is no party, 
just me.  I will work with any elected official who I believe is serving the best interests of 
our country and of the American citizen above all.   

Government and efficiency are not two words that I would regularly associate 
unless we are discussing governments ability to shrink our liberties, weaken our rights, 
consume and misuse money, or divide us all and stir everyone up in October.  This is in 
part due to partisan gridlock as evidenced by the Boehner house sitting on Senate bills 
and the Reid senate sitting on House bills, but it is also more than that.  I believe that a 
large part of the gridlock comes from fighting over too many things.  Our government has 
so overstepped its bounds and touched so many issues and aspects within our lives that 
there are innumerable fights to be had.  I believe the government should refocus itself on 
the duties that are core to its existence and put aside those that are not.  Many of the 
arguments are perpetual and will not be resolved to anyone’s satisfaction, but they make 
for effective political tools.   

Mr. Maloney points out that he is the 15th most independent member of Congress 
and the 7th most independent Democrat, and highlighted some instances of voting against 
his party.  The fact of the matter however is that he and Dr. Hayworth both vote with 
their party 80% of the time, and often when members vote against their party it is in the 
form of “theatrical votes” the only purpose of which are to allow such proclamations to 
be made.  Interestingly Mr. Maloney’s rankings indicate that there are only 14 members 
of congress out of 435 that vote with their party less than 80% of the time and that 193 
out of the 199 Democrat members, or 96.9% of them, vote with their party 80% of the 
time or more.  I can assure you of one thing, If elected to serve, I will be the most 
independent member of Congress and will vote 100% of the time in the best interest of 
our country and of the people I represent. 
 
 

The Common Core has …. 

What I consider to be right with Common Core is that it suggests education is a 
priority.  The major flaws with Common Core are: it is a top down approach that imposes 
much upon schools and educators who are already overburdened and underfunded, it is 
by nature politically driven and susceptible to the changing political winds, it has been 
hastily and poorly implemented.  Mr. Maloney suggests that there needs to be a reboot, 
however the problem lies in the fact that the same people would be doing the reboot.   
 
 

A recent policy brief by Bruce Baker… 

There was a recent forum conducted by the Orange County School Boards 
Association that discussed this very topic.  I was fortunate and grateful for the chance to 
participate in it.  Regretfully Mr. Maloney and Dr. Hayworth did not attend.  I would 
generally not support Federal legislation to hold states accountable for how they fund 
education for two reasons.  First, I believe the government already has its hands in too 
many things and as a result does them all poorly.  Second, why should the federal 



government have to legislate accountability into the state government?  If the state 
legislators are not holding themselves accountable for the legislation and the mandates 
that they produce, then isn’t the real problem that we have the wrong people in state 
government?   
 

�ational Endowment for the Arts…. 

My understanding is that as it stands right now the National Endowment for the 
Arts received a budget of $146 Million, which is level with it’s funding for the previous 
year.  Given the fact that so many in the region and in the country have had to trim their 
own budgets I’m not uncomfortable with the NEA receiving a level budget.  I would have 
to research it further and hear from those who advocate for it’s increase before I would 
entertain supporting an increase in this year.   

While on the matter of budgets my opponents raise some interesting points.  In 
responding to this question Mr. Maloney praises the budget efforts of the 20-years gone 
by Clinton-era of which he was a part and suggests that we need to get our priorities 
straight.  People may disagree as to who did what and how regarding the budgets of 20 
years ago, but one thing is for certain - the Congress and government in which Mr. 
Maloney has served have not passed a legitimate budget since April of 2009.  It would 
seem to me that having an actual budget ought to be a priority.  This lack of responsibility 
in government has contributed to so many of the budgeting and economic crises of recent 
years including threatened and actual reductions to NEA funding.  Dr. Hayworth pointed 
out that Mr. Maloney voted to remove $716 Billion out of Medicare.  To which his 
response was she did too.  
 

Onerous regulation and access to capital…. 

Onerous regulation and difficulty in accessing capital are significant burdens on 
the regions businesses.  As to the onerous regulations they are driven by politics and by 
shirking of responsibility.  Many regulations are designed and implemented with political 
goals in mind rather than the requisite economic and national interest goals.  As such they 
achieve political ends at the expense of our businesses, our economy, and our overall 
prosperity.  The many regulations and rules that exist and are expounded upon daily 
originate in bureaucracies, which embody authority that our congress his divested over 
decades.  In doing so Congress has abdicated its responsibility in many areas and has 
placed excessive authority in the hands of unelected officials who are not accountable to 
the people.  One has to look no further than the recent events involving the IRS, or even 
the timely discussions of FERC.  In doing so Congress has given itself the best of both 
worlds, less personal responsibility and a collection of terrible, no-good institutions and 
bureaucracies to point their finger at and vilify in the name of the people.  I would work 
to reduce regulation and to return much of the divested authority back to congress where 
it belongs.  Congress must also work to promote a degree of certainty to support business 
decisions.  It is difficult to make such decisions when you are constantly on an unsteady 
footing.   

My opponents’ comments highlight another problem with the government and 
business relationship.  That is the notion of pay to play.  Dr. Hayworth points out that 
Hudson Valley Lighting held a fundraiser for Mr. Maloney and shortly thereafter it was 
announced that HVL received funding from the federal government.  She went on to say 



that La Petite Cuisine, who didn’t contribute funds, did not.  Whether there is a direct 
connection or not, it presents the appearance of pay to play.  Last year in the Times 
Herald Record, Ken Hall made much the same argument in his column dated June 9th 
when he pointed out that Mr. Maloney co-sponsored a bill written nearly word-for-word 
by Citigroup and other Wall Street Banks and also held a private dinner where “corporate 
executives and lobbyists paid up to $2,500 to dine” with Mr. Maloney.  Mr. Hall further 
pointed out that Dr. Hayworth “sat on the same committee and collected campaign 
donations from bankers and brokers while voting to make their lives easier.  But at least 
with Hayworth, you knew what you were getting.”   Mr. Hall went on to suggest that the 
students in Newburgh, one of our underfunded school districts, might try inviting Mr. 
Maloney to lunch, where they could donate their milk money and perhaps persuade him 
to restore the “$20 billion he voted to eliminate from SNAP”.   I would suggest that with 
either of my opponents we know what we are getting, and that they have made their 
priorities known.  My priorities are different.  I would welcome input from all interested 
parties on legislation, however my meetings would take place in my office or theirs and it 
would not be accompanied by the handing to me of a $2,500 check. 
 
 

Federal funds for infrastructure…. 

Any time there is a middleman involved in a transaction it complicates the deal 
and adds costs, which can be acceptable, but only if the middleman is serving your 
interests rather than just his own.  Government and the politicians who comprise it often 
do the latter.  I agree that we must invest in America, and would further say that there is 
no better investment to make.  However, the problem isn’t the asset we are discussing it’s 
the people who are managing the investment.   

Funds are difficult to free up and are entangled in red tape because the 
government and those who occupy it any given moment want to control who has access 
to these funds so that they can reward and deny whom they see fit.  For example in the 
energy arena we all remember the moneys loaned to and lost to Solyndra and other 
partisan projects.  This method of operation is not unique to one party or the other 
although many would argue about degrees of practice.   

When money has been disbursed what have we received as a return on our 
investment?  The economic stimulus of recent history targeted many shovel ready jobs, 
which turned out to be not so shovel ready.  Government has thus far proven to be an 
irresponsible and self-interested broker, and there has to be a better way. 
 
 

The United �ations Intergovernmental Panel… 

There is a raging debate about climate change/global warming.  The debate is 
complicated by the fact that the government and many of the institutions that contribute 
to the debate have lost the publics trust.  I believe that the issue as it currently exists 
serves only the politician’s interests.   

In my opinion the argument is irrelevant and its perpetuation only hinders 
progress.  I think all would agree that it is in our nation’s best interest to be as efficient 
and as clean in our use of natural resources as is reasonably possible, and that “green 
technologies” hold the potential to reduce pollution and make us a more independent 



nation.  However, these technologies need further development and innovation in order to 
rise to the levels of production, output, and efficiency that are required.  Unfortunately it 
is difficult to innovate and take risks when you are uncertain of whether you can pay your 
bills or provide for you family or sustain your business.   

It is my position that we should utilize our current energy resources and 
technologies to their fullest in order to create a vibrant and prosperous American 
economy, one in which the conditions would exist to drive the innovation and 
advancements necessary in the green energy arena. 

As for the practice of fracking, I have not yet made up my own mind on the issue, 
and will study it more before doing so.  Recent reporting that Governor Cuomo’s 
administration may have had a hand in skewing the findings of the study conducted by 
the US Geological Survey in order to suit his political needs has only further complicated 
the situation. 
 
 

There are a growing number of young people… 

I would need to speak more with farmers themselves to better understand the 
intricacies of their profession before I could suggest anything specific to their industry.  I 
am well aware though of the pressures that are making it harder for young people in any 
line of work to remain in the Hudson valley region, in the district at large, or in the State 
of New York.  The cost of living is ever increasing and the taxes continue to grow, and 
both seem to outpace income.  Many people I know, young and old, have left the state for 
these very reasons. 
 
 

The Highlands Conservation act, which is… 

I discovered an interesting fact: for 49 of the 50 years that the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund (LWCF) has existed 2/3 of its funds have been diverted to the 
Treasury for other purposes.  These are not tax dollars but rather royalties paid to the 
government relating to offshore drilling leases.  These funds should remain in the LWCF 
fund and be used for their intended purpose.  This is just one more example of 
government not keeping its word and it’s irresponsible perspective on money.  Any 
legislature that passes law, which they then underfund or do not honor, is a legislature 
that should be replaced.  I support honoring the LWCF commitment and would work to 
make people aware of the details of this questionable practice in order to advance the 
legislation. 
 
 

Healthcare…. 

Healthcare continues to become more unaffordable and less accessible all despite, 
or perhaps because of, the governments focus on it and the implementation of the 
Affordable Care Act (ACA).  The ACA is hardly what it was sold as, which should come 
as no surprise given the manner in which it was produced and ultimately passed.  As is 
the case with so many things that the government touches its primary impact has been to 
create constituencies that can be stoked for electoral purposes.  Some have enjoyed 
access to insurance at low, although heavily subsidized costs, while others have seen 



drastic increases in their costs accompanied by reduced access, and many have lost their 
coverage all together.  A lot of people who liked their insurance did not get to keep it.  I 
believe the only way to increase access to integrated mental health services, substance 
abuse services, and primary care and at the same time keep healthcare affordable would 
be to compose a comprehensive, well-debated, and thoroughly thought out plan to reform 
healthcare.  Congress should prioritize it and form a committee of representatives 
committed to addressing the problem.  The members must be willing to leave their 
partisan credentials, their personal ambitions, and the election calendar at the door.  The 
goals of the reform must be clearly defined and prioritized, thorough research conducted 
and professionals in the field consulted.  Each action and consequence must be 
considered and worked through.  The process would be lengthy, but it must be done right 
and in the light of day. 
  
 

Do you support the immigration bill… 

I would need to review the entire bill before I could proclaim to support it or 
oppose it.  I will however share my general thoughts on the topic of immigration and the 
border.   

The flow of people across our border must be stopped.  It is a significant security 
issue and it results in substantial strain on our institutions.  Unfortunately our government 
has chosen to play the part of two people arguing over what to do with the water that is 
flowing into their leaky boat and never stopping to plug the hole.  Even worse, they are 
committed to continuing their argument at the bottom of the sea.  This is unacceptable.  
The border must be secured.  Doing so will allow us to focus more fully on reforming our 
immigration policies. 

I support expanding opportunities for legal immigration, but there must at the 
same time be effective regulation and enforcement of immigration policy and law.  We 
have seen the cost of inefficient regulation and lax enforcement before in the attack of 
September 11

th
, 2001, and I hope we never do again.  

I do not believe there should be a path to citizenship for people in the country 
illegally.  It would reward criminal behavior, and it provides too tempting of an incentive 
for irresponsible governing in the form of a large block of voters to appeal to. 

Some are suggesting that recent events at the border, specifically the influx of a 
large number of unaccompanied minors into our country and their subsequent 
disbursement to various states, and the recent respiratory illness outbreaks across the 
country are perhaps related.  I do not believe that enough information is available 
publicly to make that connection.  I do however find myself wondering whether any 
consideration at all was given to the public health ramifications of the government's 
actions, or if such thoughts were banished by political considerations. 
 

Veteran’s benefits… 

Our veterans deserve, and we have an obligation to provide them with, the best 
medical care and they should have unhindered access to it.  On this topic I must address 
the recent VA scandal.  I believe strongly that any VA employees or administrators who 
were aware of or participated in the fraudulent waiting list practices devised to protect 
appearances and earn bonuses should have been terminated immediately.  I understand 



that proceedings have begun against some recently.  What is especially infuriating is that 
it has been reported that these wait list issues were known as far back as 2005.  This has 
been going on for the better part of a decade.  Given that fact I find it hard to believe that 
anyone who has served in government in that time truly cares for veterans.  It also raises 
very serious questions about what occurs when government institutions and entities 
incentivize certain outcomes.  Consider for example the general healthcare goal of cutting 
hospital admissions and readmissions, will there be less because less are required or will 
there be less because there will be incentives to reduce your access to the hospital?   
 My opponents haggled over who has cut more money from veteran’s benefits.  
Dr. Hayworth claiming that Mr. Maloney cut $6 Billion.  Mr. Maloney did not deny this, 
but did point out that Dr. Hayworth cut more, $11 Billion.  My question would be why is 
either party entertaining cutting benefits to veterans and their families in order to balance 
the budget?  It all smells of the Washington game, one in which veteran’s are apparently 
just a pawn on the board.  Mr. Maloney mentioned the sequester indicating that it was a 
mess left by Dr. Hayworth.  I encourage voters to go back and research the sequester and 
its origins.  It is also worth noting that all of this monetary maneuvering occurs primarily 
because the government does not fulfill its fundamental budgetary responsibilities. 
 
 

Supporting older adults, increasing demographic….  

One major step toward supporting older adults in aging in their communities 
would be to revive the values within our youth and our communities that promote respect 
and reverence for the elderly.  I believe we have allowed such values to be eroded over 
time and replaced with rampant self-interest.  I would also like to see tax reform that 
reduces the burdens on the elderly who are often on fixed incomes and on the families 
who care for them.  Additionally, I would include reforming the manner in which schools 
are funded, moving away from a property tax based system, which would be beneficial in 
other areas as well. 
 
 

DOT 111 Tanker Cars 

From what I’ve read it appears that the relevant parties are in agreement on 
phasing out the older DOT 111 tanker cars.  I would support phasing them out as quickly 
as is reasonably possible.  I also support the interim measures of reducing train speeds 
and upgrading the braking systems.  If I were in the position of having to legislate on the 
matter I would research it more thoroughly before doing so. 
 
 

Preserving charitable tax deductions & Tax reform 

With the tax code as it currently exists I support preserving the charitable tax 
deductions and the reinstatement of the IRA rollover provision for Americans to do with 
as they choose.  However, I strongly believe that our tax system must be reformed. It is 
overgrown and convoluted, and in it’s current form it truly serves as no more than a tool 
to punish and reward various interests.  I do not have a definitive answer as to how it 
should be remade, but it must be simpler and it must remove the ability of our 
government to use it in the fashion that it has.  Some suggest a flat tax, others a VAT tax, 



and others a national sales tax.  The problem I see is that the trust that must exist between 
the people and our institutions in undertaking such a task is broken.  This only further 
highlights the need to elect new independent representation in government. 
 

Federal Government in Education…. 

I believe there are some areas where the Federal Department of Education plays a 
valuable role, for example regarding equal access to education.  It has also, as it has 
expanded, become more of a lever to impose policy.  Further, Federal and State 
legislation and policy have saddled schools with many burdens that remove their focus 
from the primary responsibility of educating our youth.  The Federal Race to the Top 
program for example prompted New York State to hastily prepare and pass legislation 
regarding Annual Professional Performance Reviews (APPRs) for educators in an effort 
to secure Federal funds.  The resulting evaluation system is a significant drain on school 
administrators’ and teachers’ time and resources and is unlikely to be an effective tool for 
the stated purpose.  Government involvement in education has produced other interesting 
phenomena.  For example students who earned 30 out of a possible 87 points on the June 
2013 NY State Algebra Exam received a score of 65.  If you don’t have a calculator 
handy, 30 out of 87 is 34%. 

In his response Mr. Maloney suggests that more federal support for education 
helps keep property tax increases at bay, but the reality is that the money comes out of 
our pockets either way.  The problem lies in the fact that on its journey back to us from 
the government a percentage is lost as the inevitable cost of doing business, and it often 
returns with heavy baggage attached. 
 

 

Army Corps of Engineers proposed regulations… 
I am not presently familiar with the Army Corps of Engineers proposed new 

regulations and will have to study them.  My opponents made several comments during 
this segment that I would like to address.  Dr. Hayworth points out that our government is 
preoccupied with many things and I could not agree more.  I strongly believe that our 
government must identify and focus on its essential priorities.  By having its hand in so 
many things it is regretfully doing them poorly.  Dr. Hayworth again highlighted Mr. 
Maloney’s vote to reduce SNAP by $20 Billion.  Mr. Maloney defended his vote by 
indicating that Governor Cuomo later fixed it.  So yes, he did vote for it, but someone 
else fixed it later.  I have several problems with this.  First, congress negotiated the cuts 
and voted for them.  Did the congressman negotiate in good faith?  Second, what good 
are negotiated compromises if they are simply “fixed” by one side later?  It is no wonder 
that congress is gridlocked and that so many people have lost faith and trust in it.  Third, 
I’m curious what Mr. Maloney’s opinion is of Mr. Cuomo’s fix.  The Governor basically 
gamed the system in order to draw the cut funds from the Federal Government by 
separate means. 
 

The Highway Trust Fund…. 

The Highway Trust Fund is constantly under threat of running out of funds 
because of congress’ irresponsible budgetary practices.  The fund has historically been 
funded solely by user fee type taxes such as gasoline taxes, but reduced revenues from 



these taxes have created shortfalls in the fund.  Compounding the problem is the fact that 
in recent years, even while well aware of these shortfalls, congress proposed spending 
more through the fund than they knew it would sustain in revenues.  The deficit in the 
fund is now made up by drawing money from the general fund.  What makes things even 
worse is that Congress allows the fund to routinely come to near collapse and then funds 
it at the last minute.  This careless approach to the Highway Trust Fund makes it difficult 
to plan projects that utilize the fund.  Would you do your banking with the branch that 
never knows if the money will be in the vault on any given day?  Would you let that same 
bank handle your retirement account, or your medical finances? 
 
 

Local Businessman, Mr. Scott Pilat… 

There were several exchanges between my opponents regarding a local 
businessman named Scott Pilat.  In those exchanges Dr. Hayworth portrayed herself as 
the in-touch neighbor and Mr. Maloney guaranteed that his office had responded to Mr. 
Pilat.   

Having lived my life here in the Hudson Valley, I know a few people here, and as 
fate would have it I know Scott Pilat.  He is a longtime friend who I grew up with in 
Washingtonville.  I spoke with him following the debate and first gave him a hard time 
about getting more mention in the debate than I did, but then I asked him about his 
encounters with the two campaigns.  He told me the following:  He did contact the 
Maloney campaign and received no response to his concerns regarding his exploding 
healthcare costs.  In his last of three calls to Mr. Maloney’s campaign he was told they 
had no answer for him.  The day before the debate Mr. Pilat stopped in to Dr. Hayworth’s 
campaign office with the intention of getting some campaign signs supporting Rob 
Astorino, while doing so he encountered a staff member of the Hayworth campaign.  He 
discussed his concerns with the staff member who then asked if the campaign could use 
his information and he agreed to let them.   

It’s not a particularly exciting story except for the details.  Dr. Hayworth indicated 
that Mr. Pilat met with her, and later shared her concern about the look on his face when 
they spoke.  Mr. Maloney proclaimed it was untrue that he wasn’t called back and that 
someone would be fired if that were the case.  In doing so he implied that Dr. Hayworth, 
and by extension Mr. Pilat, was lying. These may appear to be small things, but I ask you 
if the candidates will sacrifice the truth for the small things, what will they do for the big 
things?  There was no need for the little lies or the self-aggrandizing hyperbole.  Dr. 
Hayworth’s point would have carried no less weight had she simply said her campaign 
staff spoke with Mr. Pilat, and Mr. Maloney would seem less the overstated showman 
had he simply said that if Mr. Pilat wasn’t contacted, then he would see to it that he does 
get an answer to his concerns.   

This says something about what our politics have become and it’s not at all 
flattering.  It also says something about the candidates; for my opponents Scott Pilat 
served a purpose in aiding themselves, for me Scott Pilat is the purpose. 
 


