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STEPHAN SIEGEL

MEMBER: N. J. AND PATENT BARS

THOMAS R. FARING, JR.

MEMBER: N. J., D. C. AND PATENT BARS 8, 1976

181 GATZMER AVENUE

JAMESBURG, N. J. O883I

2OI - 531-1112

Daniel A. Searing, Esquire
NCDH
1425 H Street, NW
Washington, D. C. 20005

RE: Urban League of Greater New Brunswick
vs. The Mayor and Council of the
Borough of Carteret, et al,
Docket No. C 4122-73

Dear Mr. Searing:

Enclosed herewith please find copy of Trial Brief
of Defendant, Township of Monroe, relative to the
above captioned matter.

Very truly yours,

THOMAS R. FARINO, JR.,
Attorney, Township of
Monroe

TRF, Jr.:njs

Enclosure

CA001657B
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POINT I

•i

; AGRICULTURE IS AN IMPORTANT AND VIABLE INDUSTRY WITHIN MONROE
i! TOWNSHIP; SAND USB REGULATIONS SHOULD R1FLBCT THIS CONSIDERA-
•! TION AND ACTIVE FARMLAND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED DEVELOPED LAND.

i; •;•• farming is a significant and viable industry in

iMonroe Township. As the testimony of Mr. Joshua siege 1,

Professional Planner for the Township of Monroe, revealed

during the presentation of the defense of the Township of

;Monroe in this matter, agriculture is the predomlnent land use

, within t&fc Township of Monroe, this use consisting of approx-

imately fifty-five (55X) percent of Monroe's 26,752 acres of

^ land mass including 219 acres for the combined one family

farmhouse on land used or designated as agricultural, figures

.from defendant's exhibit in evidence as DM6 introduced during

the testimony of Mr. Warner Thurlow of the Middlesex County

Cooperative Extension Service, reveals that all latid in active

!farming within the Township of Monroe amounted to 5,752 acres. ,

This figure represents those farming operations for which farm

;motor vehicle registration was requested through the State •

Division of Motor Vehicles for the year 1974. it is significant

I! to note that this farm land acreage figure respecting the ;

i;Township of Monroe was the second highest acreage figure in the |

County -of Middlesex. '

If the Court w e r e t o consider active farmland within '•



;, Monroe Township as ava i l ab le for development i t would be •• \ '
i

contrary to the public policy of the State of New Jersey* That •

policy is not only spelled out in the New Jersey Constitution \

••; Article 8, Section 1, the Farmland Assessment Act« the Report :

; of the Blue Print Commission on the Future of Hew Jersey

; Agriculture (1973). but in the new Land Use Act, N.J.S.A. [

•j| 'AOi.̂ 5 H^Z (g,) states as one of its purposes, "To provide !

;j sufficient space in appropriate locations for a variety of

agriculture. ; . to meet the needs ©f all New Jersey Citizens."!
•i , *

t

"• Therefore the farm land in Monroe Township is not available

| for development since it is being actively and seriously used \

for agricultural use. To eliminate this agricultural use for

:: the development of housing would be contrary to the public -̂  . ;

•' policy of the State of New Jersey and would not promote the ;

. general welfare of the citizens of the State of New Jersey.

:>' Farming operations in the Township of Monroe have .

: been characterised as being of high quality. Mr. Thurlow's ;

: testimony revealed that produce derived from farming operations,

within the Township of Monroe was of an excellent quality. He .

further indicated that farming operations in Monroe Township

i contribute a significant quantity of produce to County and

•; Statewide production. Significant yield crop types within
\ , ' •

:\ Monroe Township would include potatoes, vegtables and grains. ;
•, i

1 Mr. Thurlow further testified that farming operations in the
Township of Monroe are profitably run* i

|i '.- i '
:• An examination of the soil within the Township of



• ;.

Monroe reveals soils of very high quality in terms of produce

bearing characteristics. During the testimony of Mr* Neil

j. Munch of the state Soi^ conservation Office, an exhibit marked

for identification as D-CR-3 depicted soil classes within
K - • • ' • • • ' • "

:| Middlesex County* An examination of this exhibit revealed a

/ predominance of classes 1 and 3 soil types within the Township

•\ of Monroe* Mr. Munch testified that classes 1 and 3 are soils
: 5 V • • . , • • : • • . • • ' • : • '•• • . • • • . • • • ' . • : , ' . \ • . • . •••.• . • . • • • • . , . • • • • • , . . ; ; . . . . . • , • • .• . . - , . . • . • . . . • •j ' . . . . .. . .

/ of very high quality from a standpoint of produce bearing

.!; capacity. .. ..

\ . Agriculture plays an extremely important role in the

iI economy of the Township of Monroe as well as representing the

livelihood of a significant number of its residents. The

j; quantity ahd quality of agricultural operations within the

", Township of Monroe is such that the recognition of farming as
t.

a valid land use disposition is justified. This recognition

' is further reenforced by an examination of exhibit DM-1

entitled Sxsiafting Land use^Monroe Township 1974. This
i * ' • . • •

•; exhibit not only depicts an overwhelming predominance of
! : ' • • • •=' .

agricultural land use within the Township of Monroe but in

addition displays the nature of said agricultural use* &n

'. examination of this exhibit reveals many relatively small
• * . • • ' • • ' ~

individual parcels of agricultural land, the majority of which

r have an associated residential use* As such, an established

;.. character,of an agrarian, rural residential nature becomes

]: immediately evident. It is submitted that this established

character of the Township of Monroe further justifies the



recognition of agriculture as a valid land use disposition*

'"'- « - -,


