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THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
,CHANCERX DIVISION—MIDDLESEX COUNTY
Docket No. C—4122 73 ‘ %

Ay

CA0010545

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER NEW
BRUNSWICK, a non-proflt
corporatlon of the State of
New Jersey; CLEVELAND B%NQQ&
FANNIE BOTTS; JUDITH CHAMPION;
LYDIA CRUZ: BARBARA TIPPETT' .
KENQETH TUSKEY and JEAM*WHIQE,
on their own behalf and ‘on’

NIEY R

%

~behalf of all other 51m11ar1y i

31tuated

: Plaiynt"i’ff‘s'r i

*Vs;>‘, 

Tl

BOROUGH OF CARTERET TOWNSHIP

CL

COMMITTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
CRANBURY; MAYOR AND COUNCIL
- OF THE BOROUGH OF DUNELLEN;
"TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE .
TOWNSHIP OF EAST BRUNSWICK;

Y St

:’fngEstmoNY~¢Fj~'

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE ~ ERNEST ERBER
TOWNSHIP OF EDISON; MAYOR AND .~
COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH OF .

HELMETTA; MAYOR AND COUNCIL OP[‘\‘ A;kffﬁ37voLUMgmg3
| THE BOROUGH.OF HIGHLAND PARK; e T
MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE

BOROUGH OF JAMESBURG' TOWNSHIP\,

COMMITTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP OF ,
MADISON; MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF :
- THE BOROUGH OF: METUCHEN, MAYOR

AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH OF
MIDDLESEX; MAYOR AND COUNCIL
OF THE BOROUGH OF . MILLTOWN'f

7TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE
;TOWNSHIP OF MONROE' TOWNSHIP

COMMITTEE OF THB TOWNSHIP OF
NORTH BRUNSWICK; TOWNSHIP
COMMITTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
PISCATAWAY; TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE 
OF THE TOWNSHIP OF PLAINSBORO;
MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE

BOROUGH OF SAYREVILLE; MAYOR
| AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ,
- SOUTH AMBOY; TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE

o 25 || OF THE TOWNSHIP OF SOUTH BRUNSWICK-
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MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE t
' BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD;
MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 3
‘'BOROUGH OF SOUTH RIVER; MAYOR =~
AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH OF  :
SPOTSWOOD; TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE -
{ OF THE TOWNSHIP OF WOODBRIDGE,

Defendants.

 MIDDLESEX COUNTY COURTHOUSE |

“NEW BRUNSWICK NEW JERSEY
February 17, 1976

B E F 0 R E‘

THE HONORABLE DAVID D. FURMAN; J.S.C.

apeP E}A~R ANC Ets:’

'BAUMGART & BEN-ASHER, ESQS.,
~ By: MARTIN E. SLOANE, ESQ.,
' _DANIEL A. SEARING ESQ., ,
and e R
2 ARTHUR WOLF, ESQ.,@'>xf,,kw
"3 Attorneys for the Plalntlffs,q~

eijETER J.,SELESKY ESQ., ,
f“wAttorney for Defendant Carteret

~ Attorney for Defendant Cranbury

,Attorney for Defendant Dunellen

‘ijERTRAM E. BUSCH, ESQ.,,\;]u S
‘(eAttorney for Defendant East Brunswlck

~ ROLAND' A. EINTER, ESQ., 7
B ;vAttorney for Defendant Edlson
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 RICHARD F. PLECHNER, ESQ., |
_Attorney for Defendant Helmetta

. LAWRENCE LERNER, ESQ.,
Attorney fcr Defendant Highland Park

 GUIDO J. BRIGIANI, EBSQ., o
. Attorney for Defendants Jamesburg and Sgotswood

LOUIS J. ALFONSO, ESQ., .
',Attorney for Defendant olda Brxdge S

;ﬂARTIN A. SPRITZER, FSQ.,

Attorney for Defendant Metuchen

'*f_\EDWARB J. JOHNSON, JR., ESQ., |
’Attarney for Defendant Middlesex

CHARLES V BOORBAM ESQ.,

kAttorney for Defendant Mllltown :,'

THOMAS R;~FARINQ,~ESQ.,k £
Attarney faf“Defendant Mcnroe,

. LESLIE L. LEFKQWITZ, ESQ.,~“~
; Attcrney for Dafendant North Brunswick

w;:DANIEL S. BERNSTEIN, ES0., |
',Attorney for Defendant szcataway -

W_y"JOSEPH L. STONAKER, ESQ.," o i
%g_,,Attarney for Def@ndant Plainsbcro

 _ ALAN J. KARCHER, ESQ.,

and

le;JOSEPH W. BAKER, ESQ.,,,' g ,
i Attorneys fer Defendant Sayreville*~‘

,$”1gJouN 3. VAIL, ESO., T
'V'Attcrney for Defendant SQuth Amboy ;

;f"a_ANDRE WM. GRUBER, Bsg., ;
“ ‘Attorney for Defendant South Brunswick

. SANFORD E. CHERNIN, ESO., ne
"*Attorney for Defendant South Plainfleld
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J ‘>R0BERT c. RAFANO, ESQ.,
- :Attorney for Defendant South Rlver

i jBARRY L.,SHAPIRO, ESQ.,~‘ |
‘Attorney for Defendant WOcdbrldge

 FREDERICK S. AUMICK, C.S.R.
- Official Court Reporter
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' INDEX TO WITNESS

'G,Q'kVDirect\vCréss'V‘f‘

' ERNEST ERBER

By Mr. Busch e
By Mr. Plechner
By Mr., Lerner

-~ INDEX TO EXHIBITS

|  DEB-1 - Document - Jobs and Housing

Ident. Evid.
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CROSS EXAMINATION OF ERNEST ERBER BY MR BUSCH"'

;fQ'“ ' Mr.,Erber, I belleve that you had made &L,‘

reference 1ast week to one of the factors that results 1n

;a shortage of housxng as being an overzonlng of land for ;f[f
t‘xndustry. Was*that~one‘ofryour,p031t;ons5taken?,{

a Yes, it was..~f

, Q, i | Specxflcally, I refer you to P- 37 whlch,f;“

was marked at another tlme, and Whlch ls entltled "Land

“AUse Regulatlon for Resldential Land Supply, State of New

léfi'Jersey, Department of Communlty Affairs.:r On Paqe seven ”,;f5'

-f MR. SLOANE-‘ Your Honor, could Counsel
fsupply the w1tness w1th a copy. :
Thls 1s P-37 in evxdence."

“?féQ.f9t‘ , "Although Mlddlesex County appears to

fjhave zoned an exc3551ve amount of 1and for 1ndustr1a1 use,

;*thls factor by itself does not appear to have reduced the

;County s net re31dentlal land supply to a p01nt whlch could rft

affect the hou51ng shortage.z: Do yau understand the

\xlanguage that I Just read to you from the D.C. A bulletln’ 5;5.&

| & ves. morougnly.

'10‘ rff,* Are you famillar w1th the conclu51ons

_in this bulletin?

A -~ Yes.

Q ,Jﬁhd?ﬁbﬁld“itrbé'a fairQCharéCterizatiénftQ‘./:
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':‘Erber—cressw TN IR "e";,\ LR e ey

say that thls bulletln concludes among other thlngs, that

is; “Overzonlng for 1ndustry takes away from commercxal
“rather than r951dent1al use 1n this County’"‘k

‘A, jJ,l xc;;-'~

@ That is not a fair characterization as

l}to;wheﬁ-this}buIIEtinfccncludes'aslopﬁbsedftokycurlpersenelyri*
: epinion?’

fA 4 ,!29 Would you reread the sentence, please?

sQf ‘{; ”Altheugh Mlddlesex County appears to have

~zoned an exce351ve amount af land for lndustrlal use, thls e
1factcr by 1tself does not appear to have reduced the
'Ccunty s net residential land supply to a p01nt which could

; affect the housxng shortage.“lf

'Q;'lli Is it also falr to say, and I wxll read
Page Elght that this 1s embodled ln the conclu81on? 5"The-

comparlson reveals that although there 1s a phenomenon whlch 1l

”mlght be termed overzonlng for 1ndustry, this has not been
“reflected ina reductxon 1n the availablllty of land for
re51dent1al development but has been reflected 1n a smaller ;lfj

lpercentage of land for commerc1al development. -;,‘

Are you famlllar with that as a conclu51on that

fwas made by the Department of Communlty Affalrs in P 377

A :ff' Yes.

o fiTthshew’you_aTcOVergsheet‘Ofka &ecuﬁentrk"“
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Mr. Erber, entltled "Jobs and Hou51ng," apparently authored |

by the Natlonal Commlttee Against Dlscrlminatlon ln

f1H0u51ng,,Inc., "Flnal Summary Reports on the Hou51ng
cComponent, March 1972 " Thls 1s a photocopy of the cover :
‘7sheet.’ Are you famlllar w1th thls document which was A
~supp11ed to Counsel durxng pretrlal dlscovery’~i‘

A f'ﬁ;Yes, Iaam.

Q B _Ifm‘gOinQ‘tb readnt0~yqu on immediate

aCtion’recommEndations from~this dccument; item number twd,3f‘

as- far as a recommendatlon by the Natlonal Commlttee ef

‘ Agalnst Dlscrlmlnatlon 1n the HouSLng. ,"A declaration Of

'eemergency by Governors of Cennectlcut, New Jersey and New'
 York, suSpendlnq zonlng ordinances 1n all munlcipallties
‘w1th less than ten per cent ef vacant 1and for multl-family ‘

use and with 1ess than twenty-flve per cent of all existlngfif

dwelllng unlts in mu1t1 famlly structures.' Such,a ’

declaratlon would be Justzfled under emergency powers to

protect the publlc welfare from the effect cf the housing ??'V

cr1515.

| Were you famlllar Wlth that paragraph when it

,’was 1ncluded 1n the document I Just mentioned’

A ;_;Yes, I was. ;;7
: MR;‘BUSCH-- Ycur Honor, cculd I please
mark thls exhlblt as’ DEB 17 Ea

THE COURT-, DEB*I for 1dent1flcat10n,‘ft77
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Erber-cross . . LT e 6

‘\“(DEB-l,lphotocopy‘of documgnt entit1éd,"

’Jobs'and HouSing, marked for identifiCationi

‘7Q SR Mr. Erber, dld you have anythlng to do

fw1th the authorsh1p of the partlcular paragraph I just read?

A No, I dld not B I had somethlng to do with 1t

I dldn t agree w1th all of the conc1u510ns.
Q Okay. But you we:e‘aware of'k'1'.1:5«fhe1'1':i;f  ,-,» T
‘was publishéd?;k

A Yes, I was.

Q@ And were you aware that Counsel for the

, plaintiffs was‘éitcﬁlating“thiézdocument-aﬁongfthe_j,;
defendants? ;f

A 1 was. asked to send all of the thlngs that I had -

wrxtten and that was one of them, but that partlcular

paragraph 1s a statement of the Commlttee as a whole, which

u«there were some parts of whlch I d1d not aqree.

' LQ f,~  : Is 1t your oplnlon that the Governor

of the State of New Jersey has the rlght to suspend zoning Nk

ordlnances 1n all mun1c1pallt1es?

MR. SLOANE- objectlon, your Honor.‘ Cails:”

for # legal concluszon.~~;

| *THE;COUR$: ’I'11 sustain tha£;‘
V Q‘ "k41?ﬁfgéing~t§fréad aﬁothér quéSﬁicn to ,(
you, Mr.kEiber, and ask you if you cankglve us ydur éns@er’

or 1mpressxon as to the correctness of the questlon and the
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Erber-croésflf_ ,, ‘: L i  . »fk ,»"- ‘ o '  7’

answer you would suggest. "In seeking to encourage lower
‘houeingccosts'to5accommodatef10w"incomerpurchaserscand |

'renters how does the mun1c1pality resolve the dzlemma

that low lncome familles generally require more bedrooms

than upper 1ncome families, which in turn 1ncreases the cost B

‘of the,constructlon Ln'housing‘unxts?ﬁ

'5ﬁave'you ever'haéithathuestionopoSed‘to you

before? ,;«,

A It has been pose& to me but that is a question -
,that arlses in any type of hou51ng planning.

'Qf"“il' Do you con31der it a reasonable question ; >i'

or do you consider it a rather extreme type of approech tof
the problem? i
A L' I thlnk 1t 'S a reasonable question.r

5 Qeyi »  Do you concede that one of the problems I

‘fa01ng munlclpalities and indeed planners is that somehow A

low cost houszng has to be made avallable for persons who S

mxght tend to. have 1arger famllles?
A Yes,-g A

“ §Q~eyj," Is it ﬁltlmately your conclcsiOn thatr . _ktﬂ
1f Federal and State fundlng is. not available that e

mun1c1pallt1es must prov1de the funds for such hous1ng?

‘A > 1 thlnk that some agency of government must supplyf”‘r:

‘the needs of large famllles.,l :

Qk5- l' And 1f that aqency is not the Federal or
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Erber-cross S | g

State oreCounty, wouldeitethen,haveﬂto be the municipality? |

A Yes, foftheir-Share;e'

Q Do you concede that the low and moderate
inCOme families~ere thoée thatfmayf?equireflarger'unitsf 

of space w1thin whlch to 11ve’

-;A o I don t - I couldn't really respond to the o
‘Vrelatlonship except that havinq addltional dependants puts
a greater burden on the famlly budget and therefore in ;’

greater need,

Q’; ’:  ‘Do you agree that there 1s a dllemma that =

low 1ncome famllles qenerally requlre more bedrooms than

»'upper 1ncome familles? 11

~A | I wouldn t say that that is a dilemma, no.

o :‘7# ~wOuld you sa ;‘;.;{

A It s a problem but not a dilemma.jﬂDilemme iﬁdicetee‘

"that you cannot;solve it.\'

e‘Qij;’ Aside from the semantics on. the difference

‘between problem and dllemma, do you agree that 1ow lncome e,l~€‘

'famllxes tend to need more bedrooms than upper lncome

fam111es?~;'
A~‘"M ‘Thatewoﬁla‘haéeo;o oejewstefistioalioorreletiooe |
because there’are a very large numberw--  k: _~ :
| | THE COURT- Answer the question; w111 you |
& éiease, Mr. Erber. you,agree,og not? ev

& THE wxmr::ss- I don't agree as put, no.
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Erber-cross Sl e DA e l, o

"Q - You do not agree w1tﬁ the statement that

low income famllles generally requlre more bedrooms than

\upper income femllzes?ll

A  ' I would not have knowledge of ‘the exact oorrelatlon.v
no.
QDo you feel that that is a concern of

this particular case?

A : With referehce:to”low income families, yes;

“‘Q e l so that in fact you do agree that there'

,1s a llkelihood that low 1ncome famllies will requlre more .

bedrooms;than upper 1ncomewfamllies. vIs,that correct?,V;

A No. 5

: Q”-”} And 1f I told you that the questlon

, whlch I'm readlng is from the New Jersey Supreme Court in

,a letter dated September 25, 1975 en the Oakwood at Madlson‘j'

ov.,Township of Madlson caee, would that change your oplnionr

:at all as to the glven that "Low income famllies generally
, requlre more bedrooms than upper 1ncome fam111es9“,

iAk';” | I cannet answer 1t 1n that form,

Q7 ,}v‘n I don't mean to badqer you in any way,

erg Erber. I Just don't know where you came down on that -

‘point.

you concede that low 1ncome familles generally

requlre more beérooms than upper 1ncome familles?

THE COURT- He already answered that, Mr.' el
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*MR. BUSCH£\ Well,\Iﬁdldn?t,understand
e the answer, your Honor._gf

' ng¥ - Mr. Erber, ycu re generally famillar

°w1th what you would cons1der the adequate mlnlmum floor area 1
‘»for pecple who would be 11v1ng 1n thls part of the country,
~a:e«yousnot?

A Yes,

- Q, ’ § Would you say there is ever a tlme which

g wculd Justify a mxnlmum floor area for a family unlt of
,1,550 square'feet?ja

A Yes.

Q e Wbuld it be Justifiable for ‘a munic1pality =

to have 1, 550 square feet as a mlnimum floor area in certaln '

‘desmgnated;zones?~'

A . No.

Q f‘:,',kIE wduldknot be;fga86nablé;  Isﬁtﬁatfjfi)f_’ '

  ;,Q}”T , / I call your attentlon to P 37 whlch

 'has been prev1ously marked 1n evidence by the plaxntlffs,f‘

‘Page Nlneteen, the document ent1t1ed "Land Use Regulatlon,1 1
: Resxdential Land Supply," and startlng on Page Elghteen
‘the munlcipallty bulldlng s1ze requxrement is set forth

Jand Mr. Erber, 1 show you a chart on Page Nlneteen, which
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on the 1eft shows number of occupants frcm one to 31x,

and. dwelling unlt floor area requlred, square feet, down to~

1 550 Would lt be a falr readlng of Page Nlneteen that
,‘1f there are six occupants a floor square area requlred
uwould be 1 550 square feet?

: Aff'e" Yes, in a hou31ng health ordlnance.>

o _QL; S I don t want you to characterlze 1t

,I ask you is that a falr readlng of what I just read on
[Page Nlneteen7 L

A ,ﬂ~ yes, :rhat is a'fair'feeding}

Q o In:fact,;if,a mun1c1pa11ty were to

edesiénate mihiﬁuﬁ ficcr space by the number of occupants
uof that unlt, weuld 1t not be reasonable for the

e{munlcipallty to say that when you have six occupants the 1“  
' mlnlmum floor area should be 1,550 square feet’  ?~

_A - I m not prepared to give that exact number as

reasonable.;

L Q”‘~  ’isch“GOchink‘it is?feascsable?\

’J,sQiee: ;i So 1s 1t fair to say that the basis in efTi"’°
,,determlﬁ;ng'square footaqe at 1east in part shauld depend
~ﬁjupon the number °f Persons who areVlntended to cccupy the e
gpremlses? ;jg, B , |

A ves.

Q@ And here we've just identified P-37,
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Erber-cross . 1a
13 which indicates at'ieost~in the'opinion~of\one~branch of»
_<government if there are slx occupants the minimum square

;footage can be l 550 : Is that right’

A eif* That's rlght."

,Qe”," Now, you gave some testlmony as to thek_?k

region in which we llve.. Is,thot,correot?oiuj

AL 'Yes-»'

er ,o: And 1t s your oplnlon that the region :

'}lls Mlddlesex County?
A ,ﬂo‘ Well the reglon is the New York Metropolltan

‘Region.

E Q“ﬂf | j‘fll'.'}fuavi:‘feg;'.c’)::x isenot’Middlesex:Couﬁty?j;

: ,Q_ ‘%’  And for the purposes of thls case, you B

fA *‘ja’ For certaln purposes 1t 15."‘

f;7ij,;'»i Do you feel that the c1rculation of our j;l”f¢

7fiq‘, rf:‘ Do you feel for example'fthat WCTC'

r'whlch is a. 1oca1 radlo stat1on, shows lts reg10nal area ‘

of a reglon?
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Erber-cross B R I Sk

»A~;* ' ;rForfradio broadcasting,'probably;

N And The Home News publlshlnq company

'gshow1ng that its region is st111 a different area and
‘different towns and dlfferent counties, mlght that be
_krelevant? fﬁ

A Yes,Tfort¢he,Home1NewS;f,“

.~ .Q  For what?
A ffFOr;Home News,yyes.

o And the same for any other publication,r "

;for The News Trxbune, whlch publlshes 1n Woodbrldge7

A E YeSQ ol

| tQ; f j» And would those factors have anythlng

' to do 1n your mlnd w1th the purposes of determlnlng reqlon:t
5for the purposes of thls case?

:Q “~Qﬁi Your feellng on reglon is that 1t should; 1

be tled among other thlngs to the relatlonshlp between

A “;““ That's a very 1mportant con31deratlon, yes.

: iQQtfr ' And lsn g 1t true that the documents |

I~Whlch you marked and whlch were marked xn ev1dence under
' your questxonlng last week show that the number of persons’e~ 4

who res;de 1n thls County and who work out31de of the County *

has contlnued to grow between 1960 and 1970’ R
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Erber-cross I R Pl Y

,v Q',, N And we have a Job deficlt, 1f you w111,t7“

in 1960 between the number of persons who llved here and

the number of jObS we had 1n the County.~Is that correct’iem

A te I -- we ‘had a Job def1c1t?

o t Yes. There was, in other words, tbere ,V‘ 
were fewer Jobs 1n the County than there were residents,

1n the labor foree. ﬁ

VAU I'd have to‘look;at‘thet exhibitragain.

Q Can I -assume that you cannet answer that o

‘question as to 1970 elther’

. Let me rephrase the questlon.nrl*’

Isn t it also true that 1n 1970 we had mcre people

in the resxdent 1abor force, that is people who llve in
‘fthe County and who also work than we had Jobs in the County?fﬁ;

kAv U That s true, yes. :

Q:77"eirThatrls correct. -

A fe;'tf!Yes_, 

Q  And that continued from 1960 to 1970,

aid it{not?i

A f4;  I belleve that s true. Yes, 51r.

ktrrgf P SO that, 1n ether werds, although you had
charts and graphs showing certaxn thlngs that may have to
do w1th persons commutlng into the County for work

wey1nw£act~dldinot<1ncrease *!:he“km.‘unbt.ary\c;fqo::bs:~.v.’ts--;=1--?vy‘i’.s,,-ka

the nnmber,cftpereons,working.l;fil‘5”1r
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A i wou1d'ha¢e to iook'et:thoseonumbefs,eoaih;;,,

;Q;" Bear w1th me for a moment.~

I call your attentxon to P—66.V P-66 the exhlbltf‘

”on the second page, indlcates that in 1960 ve had a

"128 705 1n the labor force. Is that right?

A Ll nght.
ij,'fl And we had total employed in the woik

force a 102 560 Would that be correct’r;V

A That s correct.

, _Q' ” ,,so thatfthereQWOuld»bekafdeficifiof’eOme'*f

26 000 between the number who were worklng 1n the County

and the number who llved 1n the County who also worked

A That's true.‘w

'*ZQ;} ‘_~,fIn other words, 1f we were to have an :

“equallty of the numbers of persons worklng and the nuﬂber

.of jObS 1n 1960 that would have had to have been an 1ncrease L

of 28, 000 jobs for the County.'ﬁWould that'be correot?‘“'

Ai"‘j That s correct.w"‘

"f*Qe,ef: s If we go to 1970 we see that there were =5

e,230 817 1n the resident labor force, that would be persons~:ﬂ:

who llve in the County and also work CQ;rect? ];f”,onr

A S Work anywhere, yes.fwk |

Q f'  And work anywhere. But we had only

‘240 380 Jobs in the County.e Is that correct’ ;7

A‘,;€‘ , That's correct.‘
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*qu ,“;1; So that whereln 1960 we were 26 000 Jobs’

| fshort in 1970 xt went up to 29, 000 jobs. ISathat |
I correct? | | |

A f et That's rlght

"Q,e ; _‘ And doesn't that 1ndlcate to a certain

”extent that we are an out-commutlng County, that we send g
‘oour people to other areas to work’ e

A o I belleve that every cOunty is, yes."

1 Qf,' '~: But some countles would have an

equality and some counties would have more ]ObS than

opeople, would 1t not? | More Jobs than people working.,

'A” ,,*,fIt may.< I don't know, but 1t may be, may be

HudSOn*pountﬁ.*E‘f

| Q‘“ " ‘ In any event, is 1t falr to say, based

on looklng at P-GG that the number, the deflclt between
'persons 1n the work force and/Jobs 1n the County actually
71ncreased between 1960 and 19707

'~A "V¢ That 8 true.

Q Now, w1th regard to the number of

'bulldlng permlts that were referred to,:and/I believe thatmt e

it would be the annual reports show1ng by County, and I

,belleve it was P 90 whlch 1s the supportlng or source ;
;document for P- 63 but 1n any event the document is

: entltled "The State of New Jersey Reszdentlal Constructlon; 1

Authorlzed by BUlelng Permlts." f‘_~:
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P 63 showed in flve—year 1ntervals how the averagei';‘

;,kannual humber of buildlng permlts had gone up- from a perlod?rf
T’of 3, 673 from '51«'55 to a peak in the first flve years"
,rpf thgfﬁo s and:then back downtagaln :orithe f;rst flve

‘:Yeérsjiﬁffher'70*é §r:four,YearsG§ffthekf70'srchsr§hat‘?

- right?

r erf’ = Did you make any attempt to Correlate e

,rthe bulldlng permlts in Mlddlesex County w1th the reglonal -

plcture whlch shows up in P~ 63?

‘;‘A ,5‘1 ,kBy;:egional) which reglon'do;YOﬂ’mean? =

Q0 | I mean the reqlon that is. referred to

}1n P~ 53' whlch 1ncludes countles such as Ocean and
'Monmouth and the other countles shown on thls document‘  r i;im¢

VAifj:f @So, I dld not.~

Q 5w, | If you look through P-90 would 1t  §f 5

county in the nid-60's, 165;3”667"677'

TA ;,1 / I wouldn t have any partxcular react1on to that. _rr;

~r fQ, 71?  Well, are you generally aware of the rw,

,growth patterns of New Jersey in- the 1959'374;. ‘

Qr;f; And wasn t 1t in: the mld 1960'5 that |

Mlddlesex took off and had 1ts greatest spurt of growth?
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’known by people 1n the area that Ocean County has been the

v,area that‘has beenegrOW1ng'fastestrslnce,1968?*

. fastest --

22 i

; Erberécrbss," L e T T e 18

0  They do not show that to you?

Q- ,' Isn' 't lt true that 1t s almost natlonally

A That's true.'

,~&Q o o And that Ocean County is one ef the

MR},SiQANE;j Yo§r’H§ncr, objeéti;n; ‘Oceéﬁ i
V'¢9untyfis,n6t on ttial?ﬁere. ” | i
| THE COURT- 1 '11 sustaln that.’ y
MR. BUSCH-' Your Honor, 1f you Qould hear |
“JMme out on that. Mr.,Erber has attempted to prove _;
; that somehow thraugh land costs or suburban |
‘iiionlﬁg the number of hcu31ng starts and bulldiﬁg
7 sperm1ts 1n thls County has dropped 51nce the 1960'5.]i 

i ._I thlnk that that can be tled 1nto the 1arger Ji;‘ij  

 'iﬁ5reg1ona1 pléture, where land'costs arekcheépei
" ?further out and the hou51nq can be made avallablei  ;!
::jat a lower pricé, and Ocean Caunty, whlle not on ;7*;ff
, tr1a1 in this case, is obv;ously a féctor in. thlsif‘ 

‘ cése,k | ' ' e

THE COURT~ Objéétion“éustained"'

'f“  ‘Q,ﬁ‘ } y Would it be falr to say, Mr. Erber. that; ~ 
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land closer into the core of Metropdlitan New York, open.

" land, WGUId ténd‘t¢fbe more expensivewthan'that*laﬁd which

is further out?

A Yes.

@ Would it be fair to say that land in

g Ocean‘Coﬁnty is]fu:ther frqm the;¢ore érEa&ofgany‘

Metropbiitan area than land in'Middleseng6unty?"

At et Yés. :

Q a  And would 1t then ‘also be true that land'

 genera11y,'vacant land, in chan County —-;;, 

7MR'VSLOANE;1'OEjectidnncYOﬁr,HenQr; ,

Ocean County again.

A THE COURTi"'?ll Sustain7that‘objecticn;."

Q0 ,4 ‘ I call your attentlon to P 56 entitled -

'ﬁ”Impact Of Urbanizatxon, Metropolltan Reqlonal Gradlents

for Selected Countles. f Wha selected the countles that

A ; did.

Q ftﬂ7;. And the four countles that you have

produced for the Court to examlne are Hudson, Essex, Unlon_

and“M;ddlesex. Is that rlght’y’

A Yes.

o ‘_ And you re aware that neither Essex nor: ‘{1
& Hndson 1n any way is. adjacent to Middlesex. Is that '

"cgrrect?A~f
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A Right.

0 2nd you were also“aﬁare’that Monmouth and -
'gsomersetlarefadjééént'to Middlesex;

1A : 'Yés";.

‘~~Q,‘5;‘ Are you also aware of the relatlve T

;<den51t1es 1n the Countles of Hudson, Essex and Unlon

‘comparedjto dedlesex?‘

A . Yes,

:,Qﬂ~,<' “,is it fair ﬁofSay”that'they are far more |
 densé than‘Middleéex94k  f1E: 

A ‘. e They are 1n gradients of dens1ty, yes.\

’*Q/} Asmde frem any word llke gradlent, would

you say that in pure axithmetlc the number of persons per

square mlle lS far more in Essex, Hudson and Unlon than

AHM1ddlesex° =

THE COURT'i You need not answer that.,

ﬁ;f3Q;;5, ' You dldn t put on that chart Somerset

~fQi E ‘ And Somerset and Morrls have a much
‘hlgher per caplta lncome than Mlddlesex, do they not’ L
MR SLOANE° Objectlon.

,THE COURT: 'll susta;n that objection.,

,gQMR‘ BUSCH:, Your Honar, 1t appears that |

:Mr; Erbéthés cﬁésénnconntlggythat‘make;his,stgqnges

LU







