of dispute
questioned

On Jure 13, the White Town-
ship supervisors_approved d
proposal to log the White’s
Woods Nature Center. Inslating
that the valuable natural recre:
aﬁon area requires “forest”

jar ement rather thagj

.' ent, the su-
visors decl that the beat

‘ .promate old tree

rowthis o it down @

. -An -only’ ugic

.fell‘byﬂ:ewaysfdeinmlsvote:

Goad . government practicq

fared as well.
Wi shlp officials hedged
when directly asked, both in a
+ "public ) 1g-and duirin
Iater teleplione call, when
..logging proposal would be
_broughtto.a vate. And when at
“16ast some concerned citizens
called the White Township of-
fice on June 12-13, thay were
blocked from providing inpu
told simply that townshlp 8

had been instructed to e
“calls - concg'uning Wﬂ?flgg
Woods.

Even the criteria for deﬂnl
tion as a White Township “con-.
stituent” became murky inthe
past few weeks. One supervi-
sor went so far as to suggest
that none of her consﬁments
ltgl;lht:ontactel(:i her coni:e

opposition to ogginp
plaiis for the White's Wood's
Nature Center. lnexpllcab
none of theﬂl&ooo pg}ople
signéd a petition objecting to
the timbering, or the 150 pec-
- ple who attended-the Jiine 11
meeting, ot the hin i
people who respo
Gazette poll, or the d of
people who tried to call were

: Wdedasconsﬂtuents by the
te Township supervisors. .
Interested tlzens tried to
find common ground. One
business owner suggested in-
sertion of a clause calling for
monitoring of the timbering
* process as it aoccurred so it
could be halted if the damage
was too great. Many athers re-
quested a “second opinion” by
a parks management congult-
ant before moving to ‘a final:
vote. But the supervisors’ vi--
“sion.did not include collabora-.
tion with interested parties. .
Our region can pursue a vi--
sion of economic development
that goes hand in hand with
the preservation of green
spaces. But citizens need to
work harder still to’ make that

happen.
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