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Be correct in this spring’s
This Is Westfield

Assent to Report Would End Rancor,
Which Has Plagued Council Meetings

Answer Is Not to Remove An Award-
Winning Book From The CurriculumLetters to the Editor

Unless Underlying Factors, Why Not
Support County’s Recommendation?

The mayor and council [Westfield]
devote much time and effort to the
jobs they sought and, generally, the
town runs well. Each member of the
council ran for office telling the vot-
ers they were leaders who would rep-
resent the citizens of Westfield and
do what was best for us.

At the last council meeting, the
mayor led six council members to
pass a resolution that supposedly in-
corporated the opinion of the public
in opposition to an expert report com-
missioned by the county. The mayor
allowed the council about 15  min-
utes to consider his resolution and the
three-page opinion it rejected. The
only negative vote came from
Mr.Haas. The remaining votes were
cast with little or no consideration of
the facts. It seemed that the contra-
diction of the mayor was sufficient
reason for the majority.

Assent to the report would allow
the controversial Central Avenue light
to be moved to the corner of Central
and Clover. It would be done at the
county’s expense, and it would end
the rancor, which has plagued coun-
cil meetings for many months. Un-
fortunately, such desirable results
would also infer that some officials
of Westfield were incorrect in their
decisions and the fervor with which
they defended those decisions.

The mayor has, for months claimed
possession of expert opinion that the
mid-block location he espoused was
the safest. If ever there was a moment
to produce this alleged report, it was
during the show-and-tell defense he
produced at the council meeting. It
remains known only to the mayor.
No fact in contradiction of the
county’s expert report was produced.
A defense was offered that the coun-
cil worked hard, that public outreach
was attempted and that they tried
hard.

No one disputes these points but
they are irrelevant to the question of
moving the light. That made no dif-
ference to the mayor’s yes men (and
woman). With no facts in opposition
to the expert’s suggestion that the
light should be moved, they voted to
support the mayor’s opposition. As-
suming they had time to read the
report, they certainly had no time to
determine the public’s opinion, which
the resolution supposedly reflected.

Loyalty to leader and party is not
unusual. We all have opinions con-
cerning the actions or inactions of
Congress. To see this on the local
level is disappointing and beneath
the dignity of the parties involved. It
was desirable to end the conflict about
the light. The council had it in their

power to let the county spend its
money to move the light, blame the
county for not following the council’s
wishes and bringing the curtain down
on an ugly chapter in our history.
Such action, however, might be con-
sidered disloyal.

The council members might have
remembered what happened to Coun-
cilwoman [Vicki] Kimmins after she
momentarily broke ranks and sug-
gested moderation in the question of
the light. She was roundly repri-
manded for her lapse. For a man as
amiable as the mayor normally is, on
the subject of the light, he changes.
He allows no opinion other than his
own. He refers to reports he never
produces. He relies on the town ex-
pert whom he will not allow to speak
at a town meeting. Any factual criti-
cism of his decisions on the place-
ment of this light are rejected and the
critic is insulted and abused. He does
not recognize constructive criticism
on this subject. You either are with
him or against him. There is no in-
between.

No one can defend the actions of
some of his critics. However, the origi-
nal critic arrived as a supplicant and,
through the treatment she received at
the council, was quickly converted
into a zealot. While her actions and
that of her neighbor will not be de-
fended here, they do not act without
provocation. Months and months ago,
if the council members had acted as
our representatives rather than loyal
soldiers, this matter would never have
arrived at this point.

The council members ran for of-
fice as leaders not combatants. Their
loyalty was to the people they repre-
sented not to the mayor and party.
They just cast their vote on a resolu-
tion that could have ended the contin-
ued degradation of council meetings
and allowed the government to pay
attention to the myriad of other issues
involved in government. They have
voted to prolong the debacle. Their
decision had nothing to do with safety.
A light will exist on Central so cross-
ing will be better than without a light.

The vote had everything to do with
winning. The vote had everything to
do with ego. The vote on that resolu-
tion had nothing to do with the prom-
ise those people made to the voters
when they ran for office. That is a
shame. The vote on that resolution
detracts from the long hours and hard
work of the members of the council.
They demean themselves in voting in
such a manner.

A. John Blake
Westfield

During the fall of 2011, I wrote a
detailed letter to the editor in which I
recommended re-locating the cross-
walk from its current location to Cen-
tral Avenue and Clover Street. I still
stand by my belief that this is not only
the “right” thing to do, but also the
most practical permanent solution for
all concerned parties.

Last week’s Leader article clearly
states that Pennoni Associates (an
engineering firm commissioned by
the Union County Freeholders) rec-
ommends that the current mid-block
Hawk signal be replaced with a “stan-
dard” traffic signal installation at
Central Avenue and Clover Street.
The Pennoni report further states that
in moving the crosswalk from its
current location – there would be no
measurable improvement in intersec-
tion safety. However, by moving the
pedestrian crosswalk to Central and
Clover (where it had been histori-
cally), much confusion would be
eliminated – and this matter could
finally be put to rest. Also it is impor-
tant to keep in mind that Central
Avenue is a county road, and the
county, as last week’s article points
out, would do the work and pick up

the costs.
Yet despite the fact that moving

this pedestrian crossing would cost
Westfield nothing in terms of fund-
ing, the mayor and town council re-
main steadfast in their support of the
crosswalk’s current location. Even
going so far as to endorse a resolution
“not” to support Pennoni’s recom-
mendation to replace the HAWK sig-
nal, and move the crosswalk to Cen-
tral and Clover. Unless there are some
underlying factors that none of us are
aware of – why not support Union
County’s recommendation to go
ahead and move this crossing?

Perhaps some think enough has
been said on this issue, and that the
Central Avenue residents have had
their say. Well I am not a Central
Avenue resident, nor do I know any
of the homeowners living near the
current crosswalk. This issue has not
gone away (like some would prefer it
to) because the current placement of
this crosswalk is wrong and should
be corrected – it is time to do the right
thing.

Michael Ince
Westfield

I am writing in reference to Anna
Githens’ letter of February 16. I am a
parent of a student at Westfield High
School as well as of a 2009 graduate,
and I support the inclusion of Sherman
Alexie’s The Absolutely True Diary
of a Part-time Indian in the ninth-
grade curriculum. The book’s awards
include the National Book Award for
the most distinguished work of the
year for young people, a New York
Times Notable Book, a Publishers
Weekly Best Book of the Year, and a
School Library Journal Best Book of
the Year. The author has had an illus-
trious career writing fiction and po-
etry for adults as well.

I have been an editor of books for
children and teenagers for many
years, and I have spent my career
evaluating the literary merits of books
and manuscripts. When I read The
Absolutely True Diary, I found it to be
an exciting and groundbreaking work.
It is unusual to find an authentic
contemporary story about Native
Americans, and a book like this was
sorely needed. Everyone in my in-
dustry, including librarians, review-
ers, and educators, welcomed this
unique and powerful book.

The Absolutely True Diary of a
Part-time Indian is based upon Mr.
Alexie’s own life. Born on the Spo-
kane reservation, he attended an all-
white high school off the reservation,
like the main character. In writing
this story, Mr. Alexie was not at-
tempting to be vulgar or salacious; he
was showing what life is like for an
American Indian teenager who grows
up on a reservation and attends an all-
white high school. For that reason,
the book explores racism, stereotypes,
and violence.

I have published several Native
American writers, and one of the
biggest issues they encounter when
they speak to children and teens is
that many young people think Native
Americans exist only in the past and
are people to be studied only in his-

tory class. The Absolutely True Diary
of a Part-time Indian is an antidote to
that sort of ignorance. The ugliest
thing in Sherman Alexie’s book—
which I have read twice — is cer-
tainly not the few four-letter words or
references to sexuality. It’s the pov-
erty in which the main character lives
and the racism and violence he faces.
It is a grave mistake to take short
passages out of context without con-
sidering the value of the whole.

As a parent, I understand first-hand
how difficult it is to raise good human
beings in a world that is often vulgar
and negative. However, the answer is
not to remove from the curriculum an
award-winning, distinguished book
that can help our young people to
become more empathetic human be-
ings. Students in Westfield live in a
sheltered, highly homogeneous soci-
ety. Reading The Absolutely True
Diary broadens their horizons. That
is what school is supposed to do. One
of the values of studying English is to
expose students to all of humanity, in
its beauty and in its ugliness. Further-
more, the students reading the book
are ninth graders — not little chil-
dren. Let’s give them credit for being
thinking young adults. And let’s give
our English teachers credit for know-
ing how to teach this book.

I am a taxpayer, too, and I don’t
want other parents dictating to the
school board what my children or
other people’s children can or cannot
read. If a parent objects to his or her
teenager reading this book, the par-
ent should speak to the teacher and
find a suitable replacement book.
(Although I frankly don’t think there
is a good equivalent, as the book is
unique and groundbreaking.) Why
should we shelter children from the
portrayal of a world that is different
from their own? Without understand-
ing how others live, our young people
cannot become productive citizens.

Rosemary Workman
Westfield

Watchung Reservation Deer Management
Program to Start Monday, March 5

The Union County Parks Department
advises that its annual Watchung Reser-
vation Deer Management Program will
begin on March 5.

From 1996-1999, the county’s state-
approved management program worked
to reduce the number of deer in the
Watchung Reservation from an estimated
180 deer per square mile to the goal
density of 20 deer per square mile. This
goal was achieved one year earlier than
anticipated. The program currently un-
derway, begun in 2000, changed the
emphasis from reduction to maintenance
of that density level.

This year’s Watchung Reservation
Deer Management Program will take
place between 5 a.m. and 8 p.m. on Mon-
day, March 5, through Friday, March 9.
Hunting will occur on three days within
that week, as determined by the weather.
Under no circumstances will the program
extend past Friday, March 9.

The Deer Program was expanded last
year to include sites within Passaic River
Park in Summit. Those sites were hunted
from 2005 to 2010 by a private company
under a contract issued by the City of
Summit. For the second year now, those
same sites will be hunted by volunteers
from the Watchung Reservation Program,
during the same dates and times, at no
cost to the City of Summit.

Sixteen marksmen, chosen by the
county from among experienced, licensed
hunters, most of whom have previously
participated in the program, have been
selected to serve on a voluntary basis.
The deer that are killed will be processed
at a state-approved butcher. Venison will
be distributed to the needy and homeless
through the Community FoodBank of
New Jersey.

Teams of agents will be supervised by
the Union County Police and representa-
tives from the New Jersey Division of
Fish and Wildlife. Anyone found hunt-
ing on any county park property outside
the terms of this program will be pros-
ecuted to the fullest extent of the law.
Citizens observing any such illegal activ-
ity are urged to immediately contact the
Union County Police at (908) 654-9800.

The public should note that the
Watchung Reservation will not be closed
during the deer management program;
however, portions of some roadways in-
side the park may be closed for short
periods if necessary. Park patrons are
urged to stay on the marked hiking, walk-
ing and bridle trails. Patrons also are
urged to keep pets restrained on a leash.

For further information, go to the Union
County website at ucnj.org or contact the
Union County Department of Parks and
Community Renewal at (908) 789-3682.


