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OPINION

I attended the informa-
tional meeting given 
by former Bath attor-

ney Chris Wilkins, CEO of 
the Loyola Recovery Foun-
dation (LRF), on Jan. 2 
at the Episcopal Church 
in Bath. I was very disap-
pointed that perhaps as 
few as six members of the 
community who were not 
elected or appointed offi  -
cials showed up.

LRF proposes to tear 
down three large, ful-
ly functional houses 
and replace them with a 
52,000-square-foot com-
plex costing $17.2 million. 
This complex, to be built 
in a fl ood zone, would con-
sist of four transition-
al apartments, a cafete-
ria, and 37 fully-furnished 
apartments, ranging from 
effi  ciencies to three-bed-
room units. 

The homeless veterans 
of Bath, suff ering from re-
peated bouts of alcohol-
ism, drug addiction or 
mental hygiene disorders, 
would occupy these units.

Conceivably, these 41 
units would house about 
50 veterans and family 
members with rent rang-
ing from just under $500 
to nearly $800 a month. 
LRF states residents will 
gain employment in the 
cafeteria and proposed call 
center.

It should be pointed out 
that LRF’s parent compa-
ny, DePaul Addiction Ser-
vices, currently “rents” the 
sixth fl oor of the hospi-
tal at the VA and operates 
a detox program which 
serves veterans and civil-
ians alike; their meals are 
provided by the VA.

Here’s the deal. A veter-
an, after completing De-
Paul’s detox program, en-
ters the “cash cow” of the 
VA, the drug and alcohol 
program. Only a select few 
will be awarded a plush 
apartment.

LRF stated these home-
less veterans will be from 
the Bath area and sur-
rounding areas. Will there 
be background checks or 
screening done on these 
veterans you plan to im-
port? Bath already has 
more than our fair share of 
registered sex off enders in 
the area.

Do you realize your com-
plex will be located 100 
yards away from six reg-
istered sex off enders, two 
bars and a “gentlemen’s 
club?”

LRF is promising jobs to 

many of them at call cen-
ters. Are these call centers 
in support of LRF or will 
they compete against lo-
cal call centers in this area, 
thereby taking away jobs 
from the local population?

Why does this complex 
need a cafeteria if apart-
ments are furnished with 
kitchens? Are not veter-
ans eligible for meals on 
station?

Why must the contract 
for construction go to a 
fi rm out of Buff alo? Are 
there no adequate con-
tractors located here in the 
Southern Tier?

If the veteran suff ers a 
relapse or a family mem-
ber is arrested, will they be 
turned out on the streets to 
be supported by our coun-
ty social service? Will they 
fall under local, state or fed-
eral jurisdiction for law 
enforcement?

For a fraction of the price, 
why not renovate the three 
houses or one of the old 
barracks/domiciliaries? In-
cidentally, New York State 
Historic Preservation stated 
fi ve days after your meet-
ing that they did not give 
consent to tearing down the 
houses. Also, they are still 
waiting for the revised plan 
to be resubmitted!

Is your “community advi-
sory board” being paid? Is it 
equal to what the “advisory 
board” staff ed by retired VA 
personnel is earning?

LRF proposes to bring in 
“homeless” veterans who 
cannot say no to their de-
mons, and reward them 
with plush apartments. 
How will this aff ect the del-
icate fabric of our commu-
nity if LRF is allowed to 
proceed?

Because federal fund-
ing will be used, who will 
ultimately foot the bill for 
LRF’s generosity? I have 
yet to receive a response to 
my email from LRF.

Personally, I think it is 
disgraceful that the Bath 
VA is again willing to 
prostitute land given to 
the veterans by the citizens 
of Bath. But it’s not too 
late to stop this preposter-
ous pipedream. Contact 
the Bath VA at 664-4722, 
Loyola Recovery Founda-
tion at (585) 203-1250, or 
Congressman Tom Reed at 
(202) 225-3161. Tell them 
you do not want LRF to 
capitalize on veterans!

Robert E. Yott is a Mitch-
ellsville resident and 
veteran.
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Plan too good 
to be true?

F or years before 
2011, the No. 1 shin-
ing symbol of Al-

bany dysfunction was the 
failure of the governor 
and the Legislature to en-
act a state budget before 
the start of New York’s 
new fi scal year every April 
1. Some of you might re-
call that before 2005, the 
state went 20 consecu-
tive years – two decades 
straight – without adopt-
ing the budget on time.

For all intents and pur-
poses, if the budget was 
late by a few days or even 
a few weeks, the direct 
impact was minimal if 
there was any impact at 
all. State obligations con-
tinued to be met and the 
world kept turning. But it 
looked bad when the state 
couldn’t get its own act 
together while at the same 
time, for example, requir-
ing taxpayers to pay their 
taxes on time – or face a 
penalty.

Sometimes, however, 
the budget wasn’t adopt-
ed until months after April 
1. In 2004, for instance, it 
wasn’t in place until Aug. 
11. 

Once things get that out 
of hand, it has a signifi cant 
and negative impact on 
school districts, nonprof-
its, transportation contrac-
tors and so many others 
who depend on the pre-
dictable and steady fl ow 
of state aid. Late budgets 
trounced the overall confi -
dence and integrity of New 
York government.

Since 2011, we’ve seen 
the state budget adoption 
process carried out like it 
should be: on time, with 
restraint on state spend-
ing and taxing, and large-
ly absent of the rancor that 
lateness produces. 

This year, we’re aim-
ing for the earliest budget 

adoption since 1983. Leg-
islative leaders have just 
announced a schedule in-
tended to produce the fi -
nal 2013-14 state budget 
by Thursday, March 21 – 
10 days before April 1.

Between now and then, 
roughly six weeks from to-
day, there’s a ton of work 
to get done. The Senate 
has already established in-
house subcommittees to 
closely examine various 
portions of the governor’s 
proposal. I’m serving on 
the subcommittee focused 
on taxes and econom-
ic development and from 
there will be renewing 
the push for the Senate to 
get behind key proposals 
to strengthen this state’s 
business climate and keep 
everyone focused on the 
Upstate economy (empha-
sizing our manufacturers 
and small businesses). 

In early March, each 
house of the Legislature 
adopts its respective bud-
get resolution and then 
we’ll immediately convene 
a public, joint conference 
committee process to set-
tle diff erences and ham-
mer out fi nal agreements.

Last week, the fi scal 
committees began a se-
ries of public budget hear-
ings that will continue 
throughout the next two 
weeks. Why pay atten-
tion to what’s unfolding 
on a daily basis? Following 
are some of the early hints 
coming out of last week’s 
hearings that could have 
important local impact:

■ Testimony from the 
head of the state’s Coun-
ty Highway Superinten-
dents Association stressed 
that the largest source of 
funding for local roads 
and bridges, the Consoli-
dated Highway Improve-
ment Program (com-
monly known as CHIPS), 

remains frozen at 2008 
levels. Strikingly, the lo-
cal highway superinten-
dents contend that while 
the current state bud-
get includes $1 billion for 
the NY Works infrastruc-
ture improvement initia-
tive, billed by the Cuomo 
administration as New 
York’s largest-ever infra-
structure enhancement 
eff ort, not a penny of the 
billion went to local roads 
and bridges. 

Senate leaders – and 
I’m fully on board – re-
sponded that it’s our in-
tention this year to un-
freeze CHIPS or at least 
secure some additional 
state aid dedicated to lo-
cal roads and bridges.

■ On the elementary and 
secondary education front, 
you might remember last 
year that a bipartisan coali-
tion of Upstate legislators 
called for a more equitable 
distribution of state educa-
tion aid to low-wealth, ru-
ral, high-need districts. It 
led to the current budget 
reallocating $200 million 
to achieve this goal so that, 
overall, high-need districts 
statewide received 71 per-
cent of last year’s increased 
aid. A similar eff ort will 
be made for the upcoming 
state budget.

■ Under questioning, the 
state health commission-
er made clear the Cuomo 
administration’s willing-
ness to explore the devel-
opment of a more extensive 
statewide “telemedicine/
telehealth network.” One 

ongoing focus of the bi-
partisan Rural Resourc-
es Commission on which I 
serve has been the develop-
ment of this network. 

We see it as a poten-
tially groundbreaking 
achievement for rural 
health care. As New York 
keeps expanding broad-
band capabilities into un-
derserved regions, an 
accompanying empha-
sis should be a more in-
tegrated statewide tele-
medicine system. In fact, 
the development of mod-
ern telemedicine capa-
bilities is highlighted by 
the Southern Tier Re-
gional Economic Devel-
opment Council’s blue-
print. In its fi nal report, 
the council noted that 
telemedicine-based initia-
tives “will reduce hospital-
izations, create Medicare 
and Medicaid savings, 
eliminate transportation 
issues and disintegration 
of services for elderly and 
low-income populations” 
and provide reduced 
health care costs for rural 
residents.

So while the state bud-
get adoption process can 
be a drawn-out, mundane 
aff air, every step of the way 
produces information that 
points to where the fi nal 
state budget is headed.

You can watch each of 
the fi scal committee hear-
ings and, in March, the 
joint conference commit-
tees – as they’re taking 
place through the Senate’s 
live streaming website at: 
http://www.nysenate.gov/
calendar/live.

State Sen. Tom O’Mara, R-
Big Flats, represents New 
York’s 58th Senate Dis-
trict, which includes Steu-
ben, Chemung, Schuyler 
and Yates counties, and 
part of Tompkins County.
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2-for-2 on time; now early?

ANOTHER VIEW

A gun control 
suggestion

TO THE EDITOR | I 
would like to add a sug-
gestion to the mind-
numbing discussion go-
ing on these days.

If and when it is decid-
ed to arm teachers and 
other non-professionals 
in public places, my sug-
gestion is to arm them 
with rimfi re .22 multiple-
shot weapons loaded with 

bird shot.
The advantages of this 

plan are:
■ Innocent bystanders 

are quite unlikely to be 
killed by “friendly fi re.”

■ A .22 fi ve-shot re-
volver is quite small and 
relatively inexpensive. 
It can be carried in any 
pocket and not be obtru-
sive in any way.

■ The arming of any-
one in a school situa-
tion with a large-caliber, 

multi-shot weapon us-
ing solid bullets is simply 
dangerous beyond the as-
sumed benefi ts to those 
intended to be protected.

■ Birdshot fi red at close 
range to the face or up-
per body of a person will 
have a greater probability 
of hitting the target than 
solid bullets, and will 
completely disable the in-
tended perpetrator.

When I see pictures of 
people receiving pistol 

instruction with large-
caliber automatic weap-
ons, I am convinced 
that when/if the condi-
tions arise for use, inno-
cent bystanders are going 
to be killed or injured. 
This seems to be the case 
when police fi re on per-
petrators in crowded 
places.

Need I say more?

Bill Weber
Pulteney
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New poll:
What was your favorite Super Bowl ad?
■ Chrysler’s salute to troops
■ Budweiser’s Clydesdale reunion
■ Oreo’s library fi ght
■ Audi’s prom kiss
■ GoDaddy.com’s ‘sexy,’ ‘smart’
■ Best Buy with Amy Poehler
■ Taco Bell’s elderly stepping out
■ Tide’s Joe Montana stain
■ Doritos goat

Recent poll:
Boy Scouts of America is considering a proposal that 
would allow its individual organizations to decide 
whether to allow gays to be scouts and adult leaders. 
Do you support the proposal?
• Yes 37%
• No 56%
• Undecided 6%
Total votes: 466
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