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1 .ELLIOTT A. HALLER, sworn.
2 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRONG:
3 Q Mr. Haller, where do you reside?
4 A Lamington Road, Bedminster.
5 0 How long have you been a resident of Bedminster
6 Township?
4 A Ten years.
8 Q What is your occupation?
9 A President éf the Haller Testing Laboratory.
10 Q They are located where?
11 A My headquarters are in New York City. We

12 have a facility in Plainfield.
13 Q Just briefly, the nature of that type of company,

14 what is it?

15 A Essentially, civil engineering, involving testing
' -16|| - and inspection of materials of construction.
ozl - . .In addition, I'ma paft.ne’r in a pmsﬁiti'ng' S

18 firm that does foundation design and ehqineering,

19| foundation test borings, supervise construction and
20 materials used in construction.
21 Q Do you hold an office in Bedminster?
22 | A Yes, I do. |
' 23 Q What is that?
24 A I'm a mamber of the Planning Board.
25“ Q How long have you been?

o -
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Haller - direct

A Three years, approximately. I don't remember
- the date.
Q Do you now or have you previously held any

other office in Bedminster?

A

Q

No. Not public office.

Were you a member of the Planning Board when

an application was first made or presented by AT&T

Long Lines?

A

Q

A

Yes, I was.
Do you recall when that was made?

Not precisely, but I can probably confirm a

date, if you have one.

Q

A
have.

date?

'y

A

Q

I don't myself.
Then I'd have to search my redords. which I

Would you like me to give you the specific

* Yes, if you don't ﬁind.f

It was in May 1972, to thé best of my recollection.

Are the records you're referring to personal

records or are they township --

A

Q

No, minutes of meetings, copies of --

These are copies of minutes given to each member

of the Planning Board?

A

Yes, and also from Jeffers and Dillon, pertaining

to AT&T request, and I have a letter of May 19 which
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Haller - direct 4
they describe the property and what their intentions
and requests are.
Q That firm are the attorneys for ATsT Long
Lines Division? |
A Yes.
Q Did the first contact by ATET or its representativeq
with the Planning Board come through a letter or a
parsonal visit at a meeting by one of their representativeg?
A | I don't really recall. I'm not really sure.
Q Now, prior to the May 1972 communication you
referred to, did you know thag the company had opened
an office in Bedminster? I'll withdraw that and I
should prefer as the question, Mr. Hillef, with this.

It has been stated in previous testimony that
an office was opened by AT&T ropresentativas approximately
late. fall 1971, and as near as you can recall, is
that correct, oy werc you not aw‘ro of . it? :
A | I was aware that they had opened an office.
because they had sent notices and it had been fairly
well publicized and I vigited their office prior to
the submission of any formal application.
Q They had displays: in their office as to their
plans and construction?

A They were, in effect, trying to test the sentiment '

s

of the people in the area and gave the people an opportunity
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Haller - direct 5

to express whether they were for or against their plans,

. and I went.

Q After the letter was received in May 1972, what
was the procedure or what steps were taken by the Planning
Board?
A There was a meeting in which the total concept
was submitted, My recollection is that there was a
meeting prior to their presentation.
Then there was a full-dress meeting of the
Planning Board, together with AT&T personnel and.
experts who presentad their plan in depth, insefar as
what they proposed, what the effects would be, environment,
traffic and everything else. , .
Q Was there an executive n;ctinq before -- with

their representatives? By executive nmeeting, I mean

- closed or. private meeting.

R W i think, my recollection is that there was'a’ "

meeiing -~ I'm trying to fhing. You know, this --

Q I realize this is going back.

A It's crossed with Alan Dean, and my recollection,
because there was an overlapping of things that were
happening in both instances, and I don't remenbér.
really, any specifics of an executive meeting with AT&T
personnel.

I don't recall specifically and I don't know if




Ha direct 6
1 I give you a date.
2 Q When was the first meetihg with their representativeés
3 athe May 27 letter, regular meeting?
4 A I wasn't present at any further meeting with
€ 5 t representatives. I disqualified mysglf from the
| 6 cfairly early in its inception, because -- or at
? E I offered to disqualify myself,
8 I disclosed a possible conflict of interest
9 AT&T had no objections to my continuing on the
10 : inning Board, but Mr. Bawlby, our counsel, gave an
11 inion that I should be disqualified from any further
12 stivity in connection with ATeT.
13 So --
14 ) From that<point on --
15 A From that point on, my knowledge of what
16 transpired with the Planning Board -and AT&Thﬁas nil,
17.[ . mot factual, . | .
| 18 Q Were you sitting~in on mnating# where the
19 application of AT&T was discussed, even ihough you.
20‘4 were not voting?
21 A Yes. Well, prior to disqualifying myself there
22 was a full meeting of the Planning Board in connection
23 with AT&T, executive session.
24*‘ Q And after the disqualificatiqn, your disqualifying
25 yourself, did you attend meetings, even though you were
|
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Haller - direct 7
no longer going to participate as a voting member of

the board?

A Yes, I did. I was present during some meetings,
and other meetings I was requested not to be present,
but at the outset, I was present during certain meetings
where AT&T was discussed by the Planning Board.

Q And the reqﬁest that you not attend, from whom

did that request or those requests come?

A Mr. English.
Q The mayor?
A Mr. English, or his representative.

MR. ENGLISH: Can we correet the
record? I think you're referring to a
meeting where my associate, Mr. Kennedy,
was present.

THE WITNESS: Your firm.

!our?firn wai-thé‘dh( whd'ipégifiédiif
requested that I not be in the room during
the time that AT&T anendmanti, in particular,
ware beiﬁq discussed.

MR. ENGLISH: That was a meeting
of the Planning Board, I think, in early
April 1973. I will state on the record that
our firm are not and have not been counsel

to the Planning Board as a regqular thing,




Haller -~ direct 8

| Mr. Bowlby is.

2 However, one of the matters presented

3 to the Planning Board in connection with

4 its consideration of the proposed new

5 Zoning Ordinance, and presented Mr. Bowlby

6 with a conflict of iﬁterest,‘and until
7 that matter was resolved, the Planning |
8 Board asked McCarter & English to be |
9 their legal advisers.

lov THE WITNESS: And prior to that,

11 Mr. Bowlby had requested that I not be

12 present during a meeting, bccaﬁia I

13 recall some of the discussion.pertaining

14 to that.

13 Q Would that be in 1972, Mr.rnaller, do you know,

16' . When Mr. Bowlby requested that you'not_attené'néetinga?

. 1% A-z-;; ng,«it weﬁld_ : f ) | | l

18 Q | Do you remembexr the first occasion?

19 A - It's hard --

20 Q As near as you can recall.

21 A I couldn't even pinpoint it.

~22 Q The approximate number of times, do you recall that#
23 A I only recall the first instance, because that

24 was the instance of the greatest traumatic impact on me,

258 [ I got it off my chest, and from then on I was relatively

docile.
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Halier - direct | 9
Q I will come back to that in a little while,
.Mr. Haller.

First of all, leading up to that disqualification,
are you employed in any way by AT&T or the Long Lines
Divisdon?

A Actually, at the present time, we're not employed
directly by AT&T, although we're paid by AT&T, there's

a construction managéﬁent arrangement, I'm talking

about the Basking Ridge facilities.

Q There is a big AT&T facility in Basking Ridge.

A That's correct. And we're involved in that, in
the inception of that facility, soils, bitwminous paving
materials, et cetera.

We have done work directly for Long Lines Division

of AT&T in various parts of the country.

.Q. This is in the past?

A . .:We do work directly for New Jarsey Bell Telephone
Company, New York Bell Telephone Company, New England
facilities, so I would say that we do have direct contact

with, or contracts, I should say, with AT&T, or their ~-

Q Subsidiaries?

A Subsidiary corporations.

Q pid you have an alternate on the Planning Board?
A Yes, I did.

Q Who was the alternate?
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Haller - direct 16
A Well, there were various alternates that could
take my place,

Bob Graff, Tom Vavrek, originally, when he was
an alternate and not a reqular member of the Planning
Board, Mrs. King.

Q . My interest is to know whether there's a
specific alternate for a particular Planning Board
membexr, and if so, who the particular person was who
was your alternate,

A There isn't a specific man for man alternate.

An alternate is one in various categories. My category
is member, Class 3, which would be from the public at
large. So an alternate from the public at large can

replace me at given meetings when I'm not present.

- Q Do you know who did take your place as an alternate

whep you didn't attend megtidgs?-

A. I think that it-was Mr. Vavrek, but there were

times when it céuld hﬁve been Mrs. King, there were
other times when it was Mr. Graff.

At the inception it was Mr. Vavrek.
Q Going back a moment, do you know -~ I believe

there are seven members of the Planning Béard, is that

correct?
A Jes.
Q And aside from Mayor Winkler and yourself, can you
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Haller - direct

state from your knowledge and based on your knowledge,

. not just guessing, what the employment is of the other

five persons?
A Mr. Gavin is employed by New Jersey Bell Telephone
Company, Mr. Fales is an attorney, Mr. Graff is with

Arthur D. Little -~

Q Excuse me. Arthur D, Little, what type company
is that?
A Arthur D. Littleoriginally were involved in

chemical research and development. Now they're involved
in management and so many allied fields that I am not

sure of all of the fields they're involved in.

It’s a well known, respected -~

Q They are based in New York?
A No, they're based in~Canbridge; Massachusetts.
9 Do you know if they had any connection with or

A I have no kﬁewlodg§ of that, of their activities.
They are so far—flung, it's possible, but I couldn't
speculate on it.

Q And the others?

A Mr. Vavrek is with, I guess he's with Bahker's
Tﬁust Company, Mrs. King is a housewife, I suppose.
Colonel Field, I don't know what he does or what he

ever did do.




Haller -~ direct : 13

Q All right.
2 A Mr. Lorillard is a farmer.
3 Q Yes.
4 A Well, yes, by his definition.
5 Q The time, the first time that you were asked
6 to disqtalify yourself, this request came from the
7 attorney, I believe you stated, Mr. Bowlby --
8 A It was MrQ Bowlby, yes, it was.
9 Q And it was based on your vocation, your cémpany

10 doing work for AT&T in Basking Ridge, I believe you

11 stated. |

12 And this first request, you're relating it to
13 the letter received in May of 1972. Do you know how

14 long after that letter, approxinately?

15 A That I was}asked to disqualify myself?

16| - Q. Yes. | ‘
17 ‘A *-No, but- I ‘know if was §h§ftiy bdfofé'thureléctibﬁi'f'
18 Q This is the primary or the‘Nove-ber election?

19 A Primary election.

20 Q At the time that the request was made, you

21 stated your opinions and views.
22 A Yes,
23 Q What were the views? They were made public to

24 the Planning Board at the time?

25 A Yes. My views in relation to ~--
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Haller ~ direct 13

Q To this application.
A AT&T?
Q That's right.
A I felt that it was contrary to, at least my

conception of planning and zoning for a community such

as Bedminster. I was opposed to 1t;

Q Did you give reasons or elaborate on this thought?
A My reasons were that a facility such as AT&T would
increase our population beyond the ability of our country
to absorb it and still retain the present atnosgheré and
pace, and desirability, if you’will, of an area that
wanted to keep itself from being suburban.

Q The Bedminster area is now characterized as

rural, is it not?

A Right.

Q - Did you have an opinion as to whethér thaﬁ3
chqractef would.cﬁangevif:this app}icat;on w?#e.adcebted? :

A Yes, I did.

Q - And it would change to what?
A No question in my mind that the population

increase that would be incidental to the development
of any major development would change the character of
this area to one of suburban atmosphere,similar to
any suburban town within a close proximity to New York

City.
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Haller - direct 14

Q The area in question that AT&T was interested

_in having rezoned -- withdraw that.

AT&T was interested in a change of zoning of a

certain area, is this correct?

A Yes.

MR. STRONG: There's no gquestion,
is it, Mr. English, it was 111 acres that
they wanted to have rezoned to office
research?

MR. ENGLISH: I think that's the
area.

I can't verify it.

Q Just stating factual background, I daon't think

there's any question.

A I think we all know about the area.

' Q Prior to this applicitien by them to rezone, it’

. . had been 2zoned.te what?u‘

A It had been zoned for five acre residential.

Q And do you know when this particul#r area had
been zoned into that?

A No, I don't. Prior to --

Q It was, I believe,'sometime in’ 1970? Or don't
you recall? I may be wrong.

A My understanding is that it has always been in

a residential 2zone.
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Haller - direct 15
Q In any meetings that you attended of the Planning
Board, did you state your opinion . as to projected
population increase when you related the_area would be

changed from rural to suburban?

A Many times.

Q Did you state to what extent the population would
increase?

A Yes, I did.

Q And what was that, if anything?

A I quoted figures that were based on projections

by our own planning consultant, which was substantially
the basis for my own opinion as to population increase,
because he was the expert in this«fieid, and presumably
could determine far more accurately than I could determine

Q This expert's name is?

A ~Mr. Agle. And Mr. Agle at one point expressed

. an opinien that AT&T,.togethaf with'Alan.nean,,together-n_

with other areas that were presently under coatract or

~option for research and office development, would result

in an ultimate population of 90,000 people.
He expressed the opinion that the population

increase due to AT&T would be approximately 9,000, 10,000

people.
Q Just AT&T alone.
A Without any of the other facilities.
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Q The present population of Bedminster is
approximately what?

A 2,200, 2,500.

Q Did anyone else either support the projection

of a population increase or dispute that projection

you just referred to?

A Not that I recall, either way.
Q I'm referring to members of the Planning Board.
A At the original meeting where Mr. Agle made his

presentation and Mr. Bowlby supported his position,
there was no denial by any members of the Planning

Board of Mr. Agle's statement.

Q Mr. Agle's qualifications -- withdraw that.

What is Mr. Agle, specifically?
A He's an architect and town planner, licensed

under- the laws of the State of New 3eraey to practice

& a. town planner.

Q He's plinninq consultant?
\ He's . planning consultant.

Was tere any suggestion before any vote was

PX if yo know, that a referendum of the township

s be txen to this application?‘

A Not a that stage, not at that early stage.

Q Was tre at some other stage?

A {es,

16
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Haller ~ direct 17

Q

. A

made from within the Planning Board rather than from

Can you relate when that was?

I don't, really -- you're talking about suggestions

ocutside.

Q Yes.

A Because I know that you and others have suggested

this. 1
Q The population generally has suggested it, ves.

A I made the suggestion of a referendum and received

the same answer that you and others did, that it isn't

legally binding.

Q At what stage in the discussions?

a I don't really recall, but it was pretty far down
the road.

Q Would this be, then, oh, sometime in the summertime?
A It could have been. I'm nét,pOlitivc,_ |
Q.;-;_-Did.thbsrlannihg éoard take ahy”?étc:oh'thg"

suggestion, or what was done with the suggestion that

you made?

A

on any of my suggestions, per sa, because I was

speaking ex-officio.

I don't think there was any vote ever taken

I was not a member of the Planning Board --

This is because of the disqualification.

Yes. But I was still a member of the Planning
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Haller - direct 18

Board and felt that I had a right to express an opinion.
But, I couldn't present a motion.

Q I presume from the fact that you were asked

to disqualify yourself, that you were not on any special

committee of the Planning Board to study AT&T.

A No, I wasn't,

Q Now, was there anything stated in the Planning

Board meetings that you attended as to the effect on

property values?

A At one meeting, Mr. Agle expressed an opinion,

and Mr. Bowlby expressed an opinion as to the effects
of property value,
Q And what was that opinion?
MR. ENRGLISH: Excuse me. Was the
opinion the same? Because two people

gave opinions.

.. @ - I'm sorry.
A They both were --.
Q First of Mr. Agle.
A They both concurred that the day after an approval

was given to AT&T, and this opinion was expressed prior
to an affirmative action, that property values would
substantially increase.

Q Were any percentages of estimates made?

A Well ~--




Haller - direct 19

1 Q Or just substantial.
2 A I think the statement, like, double the value
3 was thrown around, but I gathered that there would be
4 a substantial increase in property values if AT&T facility
5 was approved.
6 Q And what is your own opinion?
7 A My opinion right now is different than it was then.
8 At that point there was no question in my mind
9 that there would be a very substantial increase in
10, property values, because I felt that this area would
11 become suburbia, and i had come from an area that was
12 suburbia, andvI saw land values, my own farm gayfrom
13 $2,500 an acre to $20,000 an acre, so ~- .
14 (Discussion off the record.)
15 . (After discussion.)
16- A . So I had been through this routine ﬁetqre}x'
'lf whgrg.yoﬁ opened £he“d¢or} s0, toiquak,:qﬁdiiﬁe,area‘gogg.;
18 'Having lived through twe experiencﬁs where éoning
19 was not enforced, and moving ip both instances, because
20 of what subsequently happened to the area, I probably
21 | was more gun shy in this area than maybe others who
22 had lived in the area longer than I had, but who hadn't
23 experienced the same situation that I lived through.
24 Q Was this the opinion of both Mr. Agle and Mr.Bowlby?
25'| A They both were of the opinion that property values
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Haller - direct 20
woﬁld substantially increase.

Q During the éourse of this application by AT&T
Long Lines to the Planning Board, and then, I believe,

to the Township Committee, were you aware that there
were signatures being obtained on petitions to

oppose AT&T?

A Yes, I was.

Q And were the members of the -- were the patitions,
rather, presented to the Planning Board?

A Yes.

Q What was the discussion about them, or the
reaction to those petitions? |

A I heard no reactiop whatever to the ?etitions.

Thé petitions were submitted and there was absolutely

no reaction from anyone of the Planning Board to the

. petitions, either positively or negatively.

In my prgseqqe¢ a§‘L§£s€, n
Q - And I believe you statoé that although yﬁu vwere
disqualified from voting, that you attended -- did you
attend all but one m;eting or did you attend --
A I attended a couple of meetings where the matter
was discussed, and initially I was advised that I could
sit at the meeting, but I couldn't enter into any
discussion or ask any questions, or in any way participate

and then during subsequent meetings I was agked to leave

v
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Haller - direct 21
during the period when AT&T was under discussion.

Q Did you have an opinion as to the workability

of the 2Zoning Ordinance that existed prior to this

new one that's been adopted?

A Yes, I did.
Q and what was that opinion?
A I felt that we had an extremely good case to

support our 2Zoning Ordinance. It was under challenge

by Alan Dean, and our counsel felt we had an extremely
good case, when the question was brought up to our
Planning Board as to whether we should try and make
accommodation with Alan Dean or to fight their suit, and
we were unanimous in a decisionugo fight the Alan Dean
suit, because in the opinion 61 all of us on the Planning
Board, as well as our own counsel, we had a case, ﬁhich

was subseqnently confirmed by .the attorneys that were

-’reta;ned specifically Lo ropre:oat us in' the Alan Dean

case, Mc Carter and English,

Q Incidentally, they're a very reputable firm.

A An¥y my own opinion was very, very strong, to the
effect that any action on AT&T should be deferred until
the Alan Dean case had been resolved to a conclusion,
but that we would prejudice our position in the Alan
Dean case if the zoning were changed to accommodate AT&T,

because our position was strong in the enforcement of
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Haller - direct 22

our five acre zoning, because of the fact that we had

_not attracted industry or any type of commercial

development, and therefore, would not be vulnerable to
the same court decision that affected Mahwah and Madison
Township, where industry was brought in and housing
was denied, but by denying industry or not allowing
industry, that we would have an extremely good case,
and in an extremely good position.
Q This was the opinion of the counsel and associate
counsel? |
MR. ENGLISH: I object to this
witness stating the opinion of counsel.
He can state what he uanrstaod
it to be, but I think a distinction ought
to be observed.
MR. STRONG: Well, 2 bgliave‘ he
.vdid'atqte that that égo_his opi#ion of the:
attorney's'opinion; . |

Q : ‘The application which you speak of,-wns to rezone

an area of 111 acrei, and 4id this coincide, this application,

with a suit of Alan Dean Corporation?

A Yes, it did. The suit was underway when this
application was entered.

Q Do you know approximately when the Alan Dean suit

was brought? It's a matter of record, I'm sure, and




LY Haller - direct 23

l . 1 I don't know --
2 MR. ENGLISH: August 1971.
3 Q What was the opinion of the members of the
4 Planning Board to the suggestion that the AT&T
5 application be deferred, because it would put Bedminster
6 in a better position to defer the Alan Dean suit?
7 A Would you repeat that?
8 Q Yes,
9 What was the opinion of the Planning Board to
10. your suggestion the AT&T application be deferred,
11 pending the Alan Dean suit, because it would keep,
12 or would give Bedminster a better chance in defending
13 Alan Dean?
14 A There were some members on the Planning Board

15 |t who supported that opinion, and others who objected

217 - Q@ . - Was. there a votetaken on. that? On your suggestion.

18 A There may not have been a vote taken on that

19 specific question, becnuie it may not have gone to a

204h specific vote, but there was a vote taken on the gquestion
21 of whether AT&T would be accepted.

22 | Q Do you know what Planning Board members favored

23 the application of AT&T at this point that you're

24 speaking of and what members either would go along

25 with postponing it or were opposed to it?




w~

O 0 =2 A n s W

10
11

12
13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

25

A . . .NO'. .

Haller - direct 24

A Yes.
- Q Can you state the names?
A Those who were in favor of it were Mr. Winkler,

Mr. Field, Mr. Vavrek.

Those who were opposed to it were Mr. Fales
and Mrs. King.
Q That is five members.
A Mr. Lorillard was in favor, Mr. Graff didn't
have a vote on the matter.

Mr. Smith was in favor.
Q - So that those persons felt that they would rather
act upon the application of AT&T at this point, rather
than defer it until the disposition of the Alan Dean suit.
Aﬁ Yes.
Q pid any'of them give any expressions of reasons
or ppiniou as_to‘why? A
Q *  The applicatioﬁ of AT&T Long Lines Division was

actually approved by the Planning Board?

A Yes, it was.

Q Was there a recommendation made to the Township
Committee?

A Yes.

Q And was that recommendation that the application
be granted?




Haller - direct 25
1 MR. ENGLISH: Applicgtion for
2 rezoning?
3 o) 1 should ask you, what did they vote upon?
4(f A They voted to rezone the area to research and
5 office.
6 Q When this application was being presented, was
7 there a projection given by any AT&T personnel or
8 representatives as to the number of employees that it

9 would have?

10 A Yes.

11 Q ‘Do you remember what that projection was?

12 L.\ About 2,500, my recollection, to 3,000.

13 ' Was there a projection on gradual imcrease in
14 wployment?

15 i No.

16 ¢ ° When the Alan Dean suit was commenced, were you
v\ aemer-of the Planning Board ‘at the time? |
14 A No, I wasn't. .

And that was in the summer of 19712

ies. I was an alternate member right at the
“{tﬂ suit was initiated.

Q2  5u were appointed a regular member sometime after
tht,

A ‘B

Q @ AT&T personnel -- Alan Dean personnel make an
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application to the Planning Board, or appear on behalf

. of the suit, or whatever?

A Appear in behalf of --
Q Of their suit. I'm trying to find out what
Alan Dean's representatives did with relation to
the Planning Board during the time you were a member
of the Planning Board.

MR. ENGLISH: You mean after he

became a full member?

Q No, actually when you were first as an alternate
and then as a member.
A They made various appearances to the town board,
or, I'm sorry, to the Planninq Board, and subsequently --
for instance, in July of 1971, Alan Dean was represented
at the Planning ﬁoard, as well as other members-at-large

who commented on the Alan Dean proposal, adversely.

'.Q- S De_you-fémamberﬁwhb'appjiréd onr their behaif?'
A Mr. Lanigan.
Q Is he an attorney?
A Yes.
Q Was there anyone else with him?
A No, no one that I recall.
Q Was this just prior to the suit being instituted?
A It was prior to th§ suit, and I'm not sure whether

it was just prior, but it was prior to the suit.
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. A Their application was submitted in a letter

Ao _....ﬁxe=ypu stating the suit was filed?

Haller - direct ‘ 27

Q What was their application for, Mr. Haller?

of May 24, 1971, for multi-family dwellings, and a
motel, cluster-type housing.
Q Was there action taken on this application
between May '71 and July when Mr. Lanigan appeared?
A No.

No action, because we vwere cansidering the applicati
We were discussing it and considering the application,
but we hadn't actually held a formal hearing om it.
Q By the time Mr. lLanigan appeared before you in

July of 1971, had there been no vote or actidn taken on it3

A NO. . A
Q Was there subsequently some action taken?
A No formal application -- or action that I recall.

We weren't given. the chance, to comsidexr it. .

A The suit was filod.betorc'Vt had ever deliberated
on the specifics of it.

We had had discussions, we had an appropriate
situation, we were individually studying it, but we
had not put it on the agenda for formal hearingg, when
they started suit out of hand.
Q Was there some indication, if you know, given

to them that their application would not be favorably

received?

on.
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1 A Not that I was aware of. Not from the Planning
2 _ Board as a body. 1I'm certain that they felt the temper
3 of the community and the area in the meetings that they
4 came to.
5 Q You say they felt the temper of the community.
6 How do you judge that? Did they state some
7 reaction to that?
8 A No, because -~ they didn't state any reaction
9 to it, but they realized that there were those who
10 came to hear their plan wére in substantial opposition
11 to it.
12 Q Were those meetings of the Planning Board attended
13 by many members of the public on the Alan Dean application?
14 A Oh, ves.
15 Whatever m@otings were held when the magter was
.'16 -discussed were gttendcd by ﬁho~pub1ic at }arqe.
gl .Q " .Ahduyonr judgmcntfpt,thi‘attitudg of the’

18 public at those meetings was what?

i9 A They opposed the Aian Dean proposition.
20 Q When the application of AT&T was being presented,
21 and I believe that was in early '72, were there many
22 members of the public attending'those meetings?
2l 2 | No.
24 Q Not as many as attended the Alan Dean?
A No.

25 |
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- Q Did Alan Dean personnel attend any Planning Board

_meetings after they filed their suit?

A They didn't attend any meetings where I was
present. I have no knowledge of any specifics. Mr. Gavin
is the one who is most informed about the Alan Dean
matter. He's more informed about the Alan Dean matter
than any other member of the Planning Board.

Q Do you know whether there had been any executive
meetings with Alan Dean personnel?

A I don't know of specific meetings.

Q As to the Alan Dean application, were you qualified

or were you asked to be disqualified?

A On the Alan Dean? h .
Q Yes.
A I wasn't a regular member of the Planning Board,

and most of the initial activity had begun prier to

‘my being appointed as an alternate. ... -

(Discussion off the recexrd.)

(After discussion.)
Q The Alan Dean suit was pending against the
township during the time AT&T's application to rezone
the 111 acres was made.
A Yes, it was.
Q Can you state what was the opinion of the members

of the Planning Board with regard to sustaining or not
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. " sustaining the then existing Zoning Ordinance, in
. view of those two proceedings?

2 - .

A y think I gave you the run down of the opinion

of the grious members. There were two other than

myself 0 were in favor of deferring it and others

who felthat it shouldn't make any difference, apparently,
becausnat's the way they voted.

3
4
5
6
7
8 Q you know whether there was pressure, and
9

gspecifly whether there were deadlines given to the

\ rownsly AT&T for action?
10 A iink that's a matter of public record, that
11. they ¢te that unless their application could be
12 actedvithin a given time period, that‘they could
' not €t this site, the ti:me necessitated an immediate
" gecisd this was presented, and discussed, and ,
.15 this my opinion, the overrxiding re'aion why
1,6 N ', it vt_efra,d u,-nt“il after -the _.A.la,,n”De,an' .c-ase ‘had -
17 M , :
18 '
(o} 1s the attitude of the Planning Board
* mexbting this deadline of AT&T?
? A 1t that the AT&T presentation was the
— % pesthe area and they considered that it would
2 be arable facility for the Township of Bedminster
b and.: a desirable tax ratable.

24
Q feel they had. --

25
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A And that they felt that this was a better use

for the property than any subsequent offer might be,

and that they should move with All posthaste to accept
it, because they lost a, quote, golden, unquote,
opportunity.

Q I believe as you indicated this was because the
township needed ratables?

A Yes, it was constantly expressed by Mr. Lofillard
that there had to be some tax relief for land holders,
and that the AT&T property should look like the best
way of reducing property taxes.

Q What brought about the effort by the Pianning
Board to rezone the entire township? .

A I think it was the opinion and feeling of the
board and of our planning consultant that if we accepted
the ‘AT&T facility without any further nndificatiqn'or
chgnqg.in our Mgsfe:_Plah,.that'wé yopld.n.y;:,he able -
to defend.our five acres; and tﬁey felt ihnt a toﬁally
new concept in planning could_p:eaorve an open space
concept, and still be legally defensible.

Q They felt, then, if I understand your testimony,
that the AT&T application be acted on without delay,
because of the desire for ratables, but that if they
acted upon it before the Alan Dean suit was tried, it

could not well defend it, the Alan Dean action?

31
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A 1 don't say that that was the opinion of all of
the members of the Planning Board, because I don't really
know what their opinion was, but that was my opinion,

and 1'1l1l state categorically that that was the opinion

of our counsel and planner.

Q And that's Mr. Agle you're referring to.
A Yes.
Q when was it first brought up at Planning Board

meetings any suggestion or application to rezone the

entire township?

A I don't remember the date exactly, again, but I
can prcbably --

Q Would any suggestion help, for instance, do

you remember the vote of the November election and the
lgsue being the AT&T application? Was there any

sggestion before the November election that the entire
.‘mship ‘be reszoned? ..

A The date being specifically -=- | )

¢  Well, I was trying to see if it was before or

& the November election.

A I don't remember. Incidentally, I want to
Ctt some of my previous testimony, because when
threT was first brought up in connection with the

Al)ean matter, Mr. Martin was the chairman of the

Pling Board, and he was also very much in opposition
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. Q And he was, I believe, killed in an automobile

.period of time, for instance --

A Well, I'm sure-that it had-becnvund.r.coﬁgideration

Haller - direct 33

to the AT& T facility.

accident in August, was it, 19722

A Yes. The only thing I can find here, November 20,
1972, the Ordinance on Environmental Impact Statement,
which we incorporated into our old Ordinance.

Q This is when the Bnvironmental Impact Ordinance
first came up?

A Yes.

Q And was that related to the AT&T application
or the Alan Dean suit, if you know?

A I don't think so. I think that this was a
separate Ordinance that had beem thought abqQut and
considered.

0 Had that been under censideration for some

by the Conservation Comnitte‘ of Bedminster, but it
hadn't been under consideration by the Planning Board
until it was initiated and submitted by the Environmental-<

or the Conservation Committee.

Q Was there a committee working on that particular
Ordinance?

A Yes.

Q Were you on the committee?
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Haller - direct 34
A | No.

Q Relating to that Environmental Ordinance there,

the date you said it was first submitted was November 20,
Was it before oxr after that that the Planning Board

first began consideration of rezoning the entire

township?

A What was the first part of the question?

Q If it wasn't before or after that.

A It was after that.

Q It was after.

A Yes,

Q Was there a special committee appointed for

consideration of rezoning the entire township?

A Yes.
Q Do you remember who was on that committee?
A Yes, I do. It was Robert Graff and Tom Vavrek,

and they worked 'in eooperhtibnfﬁiih. or with the

cooperation of Mr. Agle and Mr. Bowlby. I don't think

anyone from your firm was involved in that, Mr. English.
MR. ENGLISH: That's correct.

Q So it was Mr. Graff and Mr. Vavrek with Mr. Agle

and Mr. Bowlby.

A Yes.
Q Do you know when that committee was appointed?
A I'é@ have to go through my minutes.
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A It's a matter of record in the minutes, and I

; haVe‘to_givé serious thought to the best plaﬂnin§

Halier - direct 35

Q Well, it is a matter of record in the minutes.

don't know the specific date.
Q We can find that at a later point. What brought
this about, as you recall the facts and circumstances?
I'll withdraw that question, Mr. Haller.

At whose suggestion was it that they consider
now rezoning the entire township?
A Whose -~
Q Whose suggestion.
A Probably originated with Mr. Agle, as a recommendatig
Q And what is your recollection as to his reasons
he gave the first time it was breught up? .
A My recollection of his reasons were that if ATST
were going to be established, Long Lines headquarters

were going to be established in Bedminater, that we would

that ‘could be iﬁitiatéd to still maintain an open space .
concept.

Q And, at this time, approximately November 1972,

it appeared that AT&T's application was going to go
through, for the rezoning of 11l acres.

a Yes.

Q When it was first brought up, what were the opinions

of the members of the Planning Board, if you recall?

n .
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Haller - direct 36
A AT&T?

Of the proposal to rezone.
A Well, it was first brought up, and I don't think
that many of us had a real opinion, because when it
was first brought up it was brand-new to us, and we
generally didn't express an opinion, felt that we would

have to individually study it before we could really

have an opinion.

Q Do you know what purpose the committee was formed
for?

A The purpose?

Q Yes.

Were they requested to make a study of other
ordimnces or ~-- |
A The purposg of the committee was to study our
pregét ZOAing Ordinance, and ccg:iéer any, or recommend

Q Did they come back with a report at some subsequent

'Yes, they came back with a proposed Zoning Ordinanc$
\k When did they present that proposal?

Some time in early 1973. Fairly early in '73,

ke, ybe February.

¢ [t was presented for a vote in February 1973, if

r L] ”
©Meber previous testimony.
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A Is that the right date?
- Q I think it was.
A I think that is the correct date.
Q And prior to that, had the proposed Zoning

A Either thrée_ot four, -but I can tell you specificall
" Q@ " If you hdve the 'days, I'd appreciate having those.
A Sure.

Haller -direct 37

Ordinance been discussed by the Planning Board members?
A It was discussed prior to any vote on it.
0 Between November 1972 and February 1973, which
is just last winter, how many times did the Planning
Board meet?
A Between February --
Q No, November 1972 and February 1973, and, of course,
I'm referring to the Thanksgiving holiday, Christmas
and New Year's.
How many times did the Planning Board meet in

that period?

November 27, 1972 we met,
Q Regular meeting?
A Regular meeting. December 14, this was a meeting
to discuss the proposed Ordinance and also to conduct
some regular business.‘
Q This is the new Zoning Ordinance.

A Yes, December 18 was a meeting of the town board

Y.
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to discuss the proposed Zoning Ordinance.

Q Was this a joint meeting of the Planning Board
and the town?

A I just have it in my diary here, and without
going back to the minutes -- meeting of the town board.
Q Nothing hadvbeen presented to the Township

Committee at this point, had it, December 18, about

the new Zoning Ordinance?

A I'1ll have to go back to my minutes to confirm

that.
MR. ENGLISH: Off the record.
(Discussion off the record.)
(After digcussion.)

A

January 22 we had a' mesating of the Planning Board.

We had a special meeting January 29.

It was'a iu'arik.a'éisieh,. special meeting. I .
- vauldn't be thufc, beca;xac I was president of the board
Midlnd School and this special meeting was called

Y ony a couple of days notice, and I was already

‘ ‘%‘tﬁ to anoﬁher meeting, so I don't believe I

Athe January 29.

O you know the purpose of the special meeting?

, ]
48 it.0 work on the new Ordinance?

[ think I have copies of the minutes. In fact,

e
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Now, before November 27, 1972, is it your

~ recollection that there was no consideration for rezoning

of the township?

A No major consideration. Yes, we had talked ever
since I've been on the board of various areas that
should be considered for rezoning, to eliminate certain

spots and so forth,

Q These are specific points or matters.
A Yes.
Q As far as the entire rezoning, then, as far as

you recall, November was the first it was brought up.
A That's my recollection.
Q What, in your opinion, then, are the reasons why

the new Zoning Ordinance was approved by the Planning

Board?
a I have no idea. I have no idea.
'Q . .. I believe I understand you correctly, Mr. English, -

but you correct me if I'm wrong,;that the mayor in his

deposition said in his opinion it‘was because of two

things, the AT&T application and the Alan Dean suit.
Would that refresh your recollection, Mr. Haller?

A What?

Q That the mayor expressed in his testimony that

the reason for rezoning was the AT&T application and

the Alan Dean suit. Do you know if those were the reasons
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1l  for rezoning?

2 MR. ENGLISH: Well, I object

3 to the question, becausé I think it's
4 asking to characterize other testimony.
5 A Well, my answer still stands. I don't know.

6 Q I believe I asked you previbualy, your opinion
7 on the workability of this Ordinance.

8 Can you state --

9 MR, ENGLISH: The new or the old?
10. Q The old. Can you state, Mr. Haller, was there

11 any ground swell of public opinion, was there any

12 feeling among the residents of the township, that they

13 wanted to get rid of or scrap the existing Ordinance

and to rezone?

I heard nothing of any sdrt, of that nature.
v - And at your meetings, say for thgvyear‘fgbm
10@3503 1971,'gight through to_Dpcg!her 1572,‘wefe -
Yre any residents of Bedminster Town;hip attehding
ttings asking for a rezoning of the towaship?

No. I have no recollsction of that.

21 { You did state the population préjection from

T2y *\Tl‘ application was being considered.

23 hat is your opinion as to the effect upon
%4 Pailaton of the entire new Zoning Ordinance?
25 A

n my opinion, it will permit a substantial
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1 think that maybe your office took the minutes, I'm

not sur'. I have it down as a work session.

2
3 jother meeting on February 26.
4 Q 8 that the meeting when it was submitted to
5 a votel |
6 A L1 have to check my minutes, but I know that
7 1 reqwd the Planning Board to invite Mr. Roche to
8 that ™g.
9 Q ld you explain the purpose of that and who
10 is Mxr.e?
11 A ~ Roche is, I guess he's executive director
12 of tiwset County Plamning Board, and my opinion
13 wa® tshould be present at that meeting, so that
14 we €8 an official opinion of Somerset County.
15 e the plans otlJanuary 22. On the 22nd
6l tnerehing discussed in connection with AT&T.
1,'7~ g ' you're 'ldékinj ‘up those, fthos‘é"a‘ré the’
18 rec®, rxather, cppins of minutes of the Planning
19 ‘poarller, that were distributed at each meeting
20 thatiferring to?
21 A our pardon?

. re the minutes of the Planning Board?
‘A  <ing for minutes.

Q ¢ they are a matter of record in the

. min'e can pass that, because I think we can

aig

39
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1 increase in population, over the old.

) 21l @ And what is your opinion as to the effect of the
3 adoption of this new Zoning Ordinance upon the character
4 of the township as distinguished between rural and urban?.
5 A There's no question in my mind that it will
6 change the character to urban, open space concept

7 means different things to different people.

To me an open space concept is not one where

9 houses are clustered around a small area in the middle

10 \ so that innumberable dogs can be walked in that so-called

11 open spwce. That's not open space to me.

12 kt, that's the comgcept of open space in planning
3 under tR Ordinance.

14 Q Lyour opinion, does this open the way, then,

15 for housk developments?

16 A- Noyestion about it, in my opinion.

. Anchat exjerience do you have, upon which to.. .
' base an opjon, Mi. Haller?

A My @erien® as a member of a Zoning Board in

Wnislﬁnd whichwas limited toza given area, my

aﬂ}enee a a meber of a regional planning association
Mome twaty-fve years, my interest in zoning, my
‘Onan over sonin, and an opinion based on areas where,
as d:0rporation, w've been involved and have seen

wh
3t1as happened 4 a confluence of two major highways,
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where no real -—-
o) Would this be where there's no strict zoning?
A No strict exercise.
0 You mentioned your experience and background,
twenty-five years on a regional planning committee?
Where was this?
A No. I've been a member of the Regional Planning

Agsociation, and have always maintained an interest
in zoning and planning. I've read the literature and

so forth.

I feel as a layman that my intexest has been
a continuing one.
Q In your opinion, has this new Ordinance changed
the five acre zoning concept thah existed in the prior

one?

Yes. .In effect, it's reduced it to three acre
onig.. | | ‘
When you stated -- Mr. Reche, the Soﬁerset
-\ty Planning Board Chairman, I believe, attended a
®ng of the Bedminster Planning Board in February 1973.
Cou state what was the matoxe of the discussion,

Wir. Roche's statements were, with relation to

Sget County planning and projection for this township?
A My recollection of his statements at that meeting

Aret particularly clear, but as nearly as I can recall,

a
Nd don't want to confuse statements he may have made
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at times other than at that meeting, but his opinion

is that in the Master Plan of Somerset County, Bedminster
should preserve -- should be preserved as an open

space area.

Q Would open space be equivalent to rural?

A Substantially the way it is now, with farms and
relatively large land holdings that will remain intact,
as the natural attrition of land would permit, as open

as the economy of the individuals holding a parcel would
permit, but that any increase in density, as far as
housing is concerned, should accrue to thpse areas

that were already in relatively high density population.
Q Did he give any reason, such as the water, the
streams in Bedminster? |

A I don't remember that he gave any reasons. I

- .may rea§ in to my statement things th§t I think-he'gave,

~.and things that he did give, but I recall no factual . .

reasons, buf véguely recall a reference to stream
preservation and prgsorving the head waters of the
Raritan and so forth, but other tham that, just the
paramount reason that I recall is that land should be
preserved in areas where it has been relatively unspoiled.
Q Had the Ordinance -~ withdraw that.

I believe you stated this is the meeting of

February 26, at that time the Ordinance was voted upon
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by the Planning Board.
Had Mr. Roche seen the Ordinance prior to this
meeting?
A I don't know, because I specifically asked the
town board, through Mr. Winklgr, that they send him
a coﬁy of the Ordinance, and invite him to the meeting.
So I can oniy presume that he had seen the
Ordinance.
Q Do you know if either the Planning Board or the
Committee of the Plaﬁning Board had met with Mr. Roche
prior to this meeting?
A To the best of my knowledge, they had not, and
this is the reason that I brought it up, because I
felt that this was a gap in ouxr action, that we certainly

should have met, not only with Mr. Roche, but also

- with neighbeoring areas thai we might affect with our

- proposed zoning:

Q Did Mr. Roche's appearance before the board

and his comments in any ﬁay alter anything?

A No. I don't think he made any particular strong
comments one way or the other at that meeting.

Q Wae Mr. Roche consulted at any time after this,
or did he attend any meetings after this?

A The only time that I was aware that he had

been consulted was when I attended the public hearing




O W e W N

® =

10
11
12
13
14
15

16

17

18
19
20
21
22

23

24
25

Haller - direct 46

at the school, and was advised that Mr. Roche had been

- consulted and Mr. Roche was present at that meeting,

but I wasn‘t aware that he had been consulted. He
hadn't been consulted with any knowledge, at least,
of one member of the Planning Board.
Q Based on your experience, which you have given
us before as a member of the Regional Plan Council and
other background, do you have an opinion as to whether
you believe the Ordinance was adopted in haste, or
without sufficient consideration for its effect upon
the township?
MR. ENGLISH: I object to the
question as callinq'tox an expert conclusion,
where I don't think he's qualified to give‘it
MR. STRONG: He's given his background,
‘his twenty—tivé ygﬁrs on the Regional Plan ‘
Council.” . . | | |
| fHE WITNESS: That still may not
qualify me as an expert.
Q Well, that might be a matter of opinion for
the court to decide. I'd like to have his opinion for
whatever it's worth, subject to the court.
A In my opinion, we had nothing to gain by adopting
it as quickly as we had. My own opinion was to urge

the board to defer action. In fact, at one meeting, I
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suggested that we declare a moratorium on new construction
antil a prbposed ordinance had been very thoroughly
considered and resolved.

1 feel that there was haste in adopting the
ordinance before all of the questions pertaining
to amendments had been resolved, that rather than adopt
the ordinance and patch it up and add amendments to
amendments to amendmengs, ad infinitum, that any
objections ©Or considered changes should be made prior

to the submission.

o) In your opinion, then, it was adopted in haste

for the reasons that you have given.

This is your opinion.

2 Wel, I don't think I've given any reasons why

jt was adpted in haste.
Yy . Ne My que_si:ion is. ——-
" 1gave reasons why I felt: i:t :.should.n_‘.; be
jopted.n haste.
nat's what I meant. |
don't know why the reasons it was adopted in
kte,ut I only know there were valid reasons why

weghold have moved a little slower in adopting it.

Q Yes. My question simply was whether in your

opiyi¢ this was adopted hastily, this Ordinance.

A It was alopted too hastily to suit me, but I feel




" 1 that if other people in good faith felt that they
2 should move on the thing quickly, that I would respect
3 thejr reasons and they may not have thought that they
4 wére acting in haste, but merely in a manner to accomplish
5 something immediately and to prevent what they evidently
6 sincerely believed would be adverse things happening.
7 Q Did the pendency of the Alan Dean suit have
8 any effect upon the adoption of this Ordinance at the
9 time that it was adopted?
10! A Well, I'm sure that the Alan Dean suit was
11 rery much in the forefront of everybody's thinking.
12 ) Was this expressed at the Planning Board meetings?
13 ‘ I don't recall that this was expres?ad as a
14 esson for the immediate adoption of the Ordinance.
o 1s | Were there meetings held at any time petween

16 jovember 27 and February 26, 1973, with éithef_counsel

" 471 2r the Alan Dean Corporation or ;ep:egen;ét;vgsAot
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5 ) and the Planning Board?

No official meetings as far as I knew, none
t I attended.

When you referred a while back to your expression
‘spinion as to the adoption of the Ordinance and
h it immediately amended, are you referring to the

®'oximately seventeen or nineteen amendments that

We immediately under consideration?




F direct 49

;j¥eés. A certain number of them were adopted

ight, I understand.

¢ And they have been under consideration, these

sed amendments, since approximately March or April '73

. the present time.

.

That's correct. The amendments were considered

1 prior to the time that the Ordinance was submitted

Consideration was given to these areas,

8 . adopted.
° t apparently the board, the town board, who adopted
10 | 1e Ordinance, felt that they should move on it.
11 ) It's a matter of record, then, in the minutes
12 of the Planning Board, the amendments were actually
13 under consideration for a lot longer pgrioq of time than
14 tle actual Ordinance itself,-it I understand you, from
1s Mrch or April until Auqust or September, rather.
16 A And the authors of tpg Ordinance w;fevnot in
1o ﬂ?9;iof the ﬁ@qptioq_unp;ll as I:régg;l.e-  | |
“18 Q 'Wéll, there was a discussion about a referendum
19 to consider thg AT&T applicatién to rezone 111 acres.
20" Was there a discussion or a suggestion that a referendum
21 be held on the adoption of the entire new Ordinance?
A I recall no serious consideration whatsoever for
22 a referendum.
23 .
Q When you say no serious consideration, Mr. Haller,
:: was there any consideration, any suggestion about.a
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referendum, and if so, what was it?

A I don't think the town, the Planning Board would
necessarily initiate or propose a referendum. I think
that that would have to be initiated or go directly to
the town board, rather than the Planning Board, and
there was never any discussion in the Planning Board
as to a referendum that I have any recollection of.

Q What is your opinion as to holding a referendum
with regard to rezoning the entire township?

A Well, a referendum, under the township law that
we operate under would have no legal status. I feel
that the sentiments of the town were fairly well known.
A referendum might formally confirm what was generally
sensed, but the referendum woﬁldn't be binding and so
it would be an expense that would have no legal stétus.

And I'm against the proliferation of.township

- tax money, unleqs_tﬁe:g'sug real and vg;id,repsonefdr-‘

such an‘ekpenditure.

Q From what you stated, it;s your feeling that the
Planning Board Qould have adopted this regardless of
the expressed opinion of the public in a referendum.

A I can't say that, because I don't know, but they
could adopt it in spite of a referendum. Whether

they would, I can't say.

Q What is your opinion as to what the general sense
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of the public was that you referred to a while ago?

That they were opposed to it or that they were for it?

A To the new --
Q Zoning Ordinance.
A I think that in the majority of cases of the

people I talked to, that they were-opposed to'it.

MR. STRONG: That's all I have.

I may have overlooked something
and as before I'd like the right to recall
him, if I need him. I certainly will
respect Mr. Haller's wishes, being a
businessman, and I will not recallyhim
unnecessarily. At this point I don't see

any need to.

CROSS-EXAMINATION: BY  MR.’ ENGLISH:- -~

Q Mr. Haller, do I understand that no individual

is designated as the alternate for any other particular
member of the Planning Board?

A I don't think there is one person that's earmarked
as my alternate.

Q- Right. Certainly the members of the Township
Committee need another member of the Township Committee

as an alternate. The members of the public at large
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need any other one of the alternates.

A Yes.
(Discussion off the record.)
(After discussion.)
Q There's no guarantee that Mrs. King or Mr., Graff

would necessarily replace you if you were disqualified.
A No.

Q When you referred to the proposal that Alan

Dean made for the development of its property in a
letter dated May 24, 1971, you made no specific mention
of the office building. bo you recall that?

A Yes, there was an office building; but I'm

not sure whether that was Bedminster or -- the office
building was in Bedminster, but the golf course, the
reason I made no mention of the golf course is because

that was in Bernards Townshipc

Q .fhe;ofiice building as you recall it was in -

Bedminster Township.
A The office building the the rest that I mentioned,
motel and cluster housing.

MR, ENGLISH: That's all.

RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRONG:
Q I just have one gquestion. Do you know what

the Somerset County Master Plan projected or projection
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Q Were there members of the public in attendance

at meetings when Alan Dean personnel were there?

A Oh, yes.
Q And did they express opinions?
A I think we had quite a few come, several evenings

in this room.
0 What was the tenor of their feelings? Were they

opposed or for it?

A Alan Dean now?

Q Yes.

A I don't think they were happy with it.

Q ~ And in essehce, then, they were opposed to their

coming in.

~

A Well, some were and some weren't. That's the

only way I can answer it.

Q Which way was the majorlty at the time?
AT really don t know.;--
Q - When AT&T's application to rezone a hundred and .

eleven acres was under consideration, did members of

the public attend those meetings?

A Yes.
Q In large numbers?
A Well, if it was the open meetings they were

fairly large, yes.

Q Did they express their views?
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-and seven hundred.
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A Yes, both sides.

against it?

A You mean of those in attendance?

Q Yes.

A I'd say it was awash, fifty fifty.

Q Before the AT&T application was voted upon,

I believe you stated it was approved and recommended
to the Township Committee, were you aware that there
were petitions signed by residents opposing it that
were filed with the Planning Board?

A Yes, I was.

Q And that there was a total of approx%mately
seven hundred and some signatures on these petitions?

A Yes, I heard that figure, a figure bétween four

‘I don't Know-what.ﬁhg.actuai‘count was.
Q ' What, if any, effect di& that have upon your
voting on this application? Did you take this into account
A Well, I was thinking of the town itself, and
how the tax rate had been goéing up ten percent a year,
and I thought it was for the betterment of the town to
haveba ratable in here, but the question of ten percent
a year increase, it can only last so long before a lot

of old timers who lived here will have to -- will just
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leave, go somewhere. T don't know where. Because

they just haven't got the income to take that ten

percent increase forever.

Q Was this presented to the Planning Board by ATsaT
as a valuable ratable for the township?

A I don't recall. Didn't take much to figure out
what the value of the building was going to be and
come up with a figure and say it looks pretty good

for the town.

Q Was there much discussion on this ratable as
far as municipal services?

A Yes, sir, there was discussion on that.

Q What was the expressed opinion, if any, of the
effect upon the municipal services?

A Well, municipal services, we were told that we

didn't have to worry about having any addltional members

of the police department .they were going to. have their
own flre, protective security of their own, 8o actually

it would mean no increase in that phase, from the township.

Q What about sSewerage?

A Who?

Q Sewerage.

A Well, they have always said they were gonﬁa do

something about Sewerage, to help us out with it.

Q AT&T would help you out with the sewer system?
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1 A Yes,
2 Q And speéifically in what respect?
3 A so far as the construction of the plant.
4 Q well, whatever, whether it's with the construction
5 costs or putting in the plant.
6 A Yes.
7 Q Or the appropriation, whatever, what was it?
8 A No appropriation, because I don't think they're
Q allowed to do that, but what they could do is build
10 a‘ plant, as I understand it, build a plant and turn it
11 over, give it to the town, then they turg arougd and
12 become a customer of that plant. ,
0 Did they propose to build the sewag? system?
A 01, they have to. |

Q Wll, that's not what I said. They said they
would cuild- the system' and turn ,it o?er?

.A. . They. wqgld, £ry t.o,'w_ork !,'far‘_' Hills and Bednu.nster :
. ‘n wit their system, if possi.bl.e.

lr. Pike, from Trenton, has other ideas and I

don'tow what they are, because he now laft for

Oceanunty. .

¢ as this a sewerage system to take care of the

Needs the AT&T building?

A T&T facility, plus Bedminster and Far Hills,

Q

'lus the two townships.

68
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A Yes.
0 Where was this sewerage system to be located?
A Well, that hadn't been decided yet, but there

wag a little thing called flood plain that everybody is

geting hot and bothered about, and, I believe, we haven't
dae it yet, I don't know, but you can get an encroachment
gmit.

( A what?

: Encroachment permit, and if that would be the

4@, then it would be down there below the school.
Jam picked out a spot as being a very good spot.

Dillon? A Killam.

) He's a planning expert? A Sewerage expert.

) wWwhat was the projected cost of this sewerage

\psal system that they pfoposed?
" .About -~ in the last tﬁo, three months, I think --
.;"tﬁihk we got Eﬁat'fﬁoﬁ'Kiliamg but“tﬁeybrﬁhég"
-e#]l million 9 and 4 million 3, aepending on what
reonna do.

Eat, if any, part of the cost of that was the
_ \hgoing to bear?
£

4 don't know. If you get in line in time, I

bevthere are state and federal funds to help you

.'m referring with relation to AT&T. Was the
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township going to pay all or part of that cost or was

. AT&T going to pay --

A Never got to that point.

Q AT&T had proposed to the township that they
would build it.

A They said they would, but there's nothing in
writing or aﬁything like that.

Q Was this the reéason, one of the reasons why you
approved the AT&T application?

A Could have been a help, because if they can build
a plant, turn it over to the town, it's gonna save the
taxpayers a very large increase in taxes.

Q From where did Yyou get your fiqures or information

that this was going to be a ratable to reduce the

township taxes?

A ' Well, somewheres along the line, we hear the

.- building - they- were geing to have ﬁas'éoihq.td éobt.

around 40 million dollars. I believe those costs have

risen considerably since then.

Q These were the figures that were presented to

the Planning Board?

A Well, I don't know who. We were just -- we
happened to hear them somewhere along the line. We heard
40 million dollars for a long time.

Q But was this formally presented as —-
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for this township over the next several years, what

nature of land, such as urban or rural?

A My understanding is that they project no substantial

growth other than a relatively slow growth, where
properties may be subdivided in five acre or more
parcels, but no dramatic changes.

Q Does this new Zoning Ordinance change, then,
that concept of the Somerset County Master Plan?

A Oh, yes.

MR. STRONG: That's all, thank you.

SCREVEN LORILLARD, sworn.
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRONG:
- Where do you live?

.Larger Cross Road, Bedminster.

Since 1963.
What is your occupation?
Retired.

Retired from what?

Are you a member of any boards or corporations?

No, sir.

For how long ﬁave you been a resident of Bedminster?

Well, I used to farm, then I started to slow down.
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Q I'm specifically interested in AT&T or any -
. subdivisions.

A No, sir.

Q Are you a substantial stockholder?

A Of what?

Q AT&T. A Yes.

Q Is it in the parent company or one of the
subsidiaries?

A Parent.

Q What is the extent of your stockholdings?
A wWhat do you mean?

Q How many shares?

A A thousand shares of fou; dollar preferred,

convertible preferred.

Q Any shares'of common stock?
. A None.,

-Q uAng.foicial-positian in:ﬁedminster'Township?
A Yes, I'm a Township Committeeman.

Q How long have you been that?

A At the end of this year it will be six years.
Q Do you have any other official position?

A Yes, I'm an alternate on the Planning Board

and I'm a member of the Board of Health.
Q At any time, have you been a regqular member of

the Planning Board or have you always been ah alternate?

54
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‘suit was filed, but just generally were you aware as

- . of that’ time the suit had .been ftled?
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A No, I was an al -- I was a regular member for

an alternate.

Q What changed your status to an alternate? Was
it your election to the Township Committee?

A No. Mr. Gavin seemed to be mbre interested

in being a regular member than I was, so I said, "Fine."

Q When did your status change, the approximate
date?

A I'd say January 1, '72. I'm guessing.

Q At that point in time, January '72, there

had been a suit filed by Alan Dean againat Bedminster

Township? 1 ; .
A I don't recall.
0 Well, I'm not asking you the actual time the

A Oh, yes.

Q Do you remember when an application was made by
AT&T to rezone 1lll acres to R and O zone?

A Well, if I recall correctly, that piece of land
over there was in the R and O, then it was switched
out of that into residential, so I assume that it was
some time in '72 that it went back to R and 0.

Q When was it changed, in the course of what you
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- 1 ‘just stated, from residential to'R and 0? I'm not
2 talking about now on thg AT&T application, I'm talking
3 about before that.
4 A when it went from R and O to residential?
5 0 Residential to R and O.
6 A I don't know. I wasn't on any board then.
7 Q In other words, that's sometime back?
8 A Prior to '68.
9 Q When was it changed from R and O back teo residentialJ
104 A I think that was in December of '71.
11 Q December 19717
12 A I believe so.
vl @ And by what method? Was this an amendment to
p 8 .the Zoning Ordinance? |

1t A I assume it had to be. I really don't recall

16 how it was done.

17 Do you ramember how largé a tract of land was .-

18 \involved in the rézoning?

l believe you said it was 1lll acres.
5 1l acres is the area that AT&T was applying to
Q?ZM to R and O, but my question is, was the

aithat was rezoned back to residential that same

Y2 or was it a larger tract?

I think it was the same tract, if I recall.

Just that particular area?
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A I think so.

Q Do you know any reason why it was rezoned to
residential at that time?

A Not really.

Q You don't know whether, in years back, sometime ago,

it had been in a residential zone?

A No, I don't.

Q How did AT&T's application first come to the
Planning Board?

A Repeat that, please.

Q Yes. My question is, how did AT&T's application
to rezone to R and O first come to the Planning Board?
Was it by letter, was it by appearance of representatives
or by what manner? '

A The only answer to that is I ddn't recall.

Q@ Do you rémgmber the approxiﬁate time when this
application was first made? = - - |

A No. The only thing I can recall is that AT&T had

bought the land, or had a bid in for it, I believe in

July of '71.

Q Would it be sometime after that?

A It has to be.

Q That their application was made. You don't recall

how long after that?

A No, I don't’;
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58
e 1 o) At all times when I talk about your board or

‘ 2|l bpefore the board, I'm referring today to the Planning
3 Board, unless I refer specifically to the Township |
4 Committee, because I'm interested in the Planning Board
5 members, and you as 2a member of the Planning Board.
6 pid the Planning Boaxd meet with representatives
7 of AT&T?
8 A Yes.
9 o) when did they meet?
10: A I_ dop't recall the date, but it was here.
11 Q Would it be in the springtime of 19722
12 A I woudn't hazard a guess.
13 0 ' Was ita regular meeting or was it an executive

meeting?

A 1 ges: you'd call it an executive meeting.

Q Exeatie ineeting is one that is not open to

A It could have been open to the public if the
pibkc walked i.

C Well, thre are regular scheduled meetings of

# Planning Bard.

Right.

Executiv: meeting is one that is not regularly
icheduled.

A

That's right. It was a non-scheduled meeting. I
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mean, it was scheduled so far as we were concerned,
put it wasn't a regular date.

Q what was the purpose of that executive meeting

being called?
A Just, I suppose, to inform us if they were
interested in moving into Bedminster.

Q How many representatives did they have attend
the meeting?

A Well, I'm confused on this, but I remember
meeting three members of Western Electric, but I don't
remember how many there were of Long Lines.

Q Western Electric was some couple of years
before this.

A ‘That's right. |

0 Do you know the names of any personnel of AT&T

who appeared'befbrg,YOur board?

" . Culdn't remember 'on'e.‘-'_ :
Q 28 thers a Mr. Pierce? .
A ‘don't recall.

Y Pat took place at this meeting which was an
%ecie meeting?
‘ really don't remember.

las there a plan or presentation of what they

e . . .
Te pposing to do in Bedminster presented at that

59
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>

At that meeting?

Yes.

I believe not.

Was there one presented at any subseéuent meeting?
Oh, yes, down their office.

Do they have an office in Bedhinster?
Yes.

That's --

Rented.

Excuse mé?

A rented office.

And that's located what -~

OO P 0O P O P O

At the bottom of this hill, right across the
street from the Shell Station.

Q Do you remember when they opened that office?

A " They been here for about two years, but I_dch't

-

Q It was in late 197172
A - Yes. Well, I don't want to say, because I'm

not sure when we met here, whether they already had

an office down there at the time.

You see, I wasn't paying any attention, it
was just another meeting, and I never thought about
any material on this.

Q The first presentation of the proposed plans

60
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1 for what they intended to do here was shown you at

2 || -tneir office, the office you described.

You were not on any particular committee appointed,

3|l a Well, they had the layout, and they had all the
4 maps and topographical plans and so forth.

5 Q Was there a committee appointed by the Planning
6 Board chairman to consider their application?

7 A I don't recall.

8 Q

9

then, to study it.

1ol A I don't think there ever was a committee appointed
11 for that.
12y 2

pid they subsequently take a vote on this application
A Who?

The Planning Board, on AT&T's application.

Yes.

And was taere a recommendation made to the
- ‘mship Committee? .

18 s Yes.
19 C hat was the recommendation?
\at AT&T be accepted.

4 Q } R -

:was five to two.

( D you remember the Planning Board consultant

vi .
iny a opinion as to the effect of that application

POn the ;opulation of Bedminster?

wY
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A Yes.

0 Who was.the Planning Board consultant?

A Mr. Charles Agle.

0 what was his opinion as to the effect upon the
population?

A It would balloon the population of Bedminster.

Q Did he state the figures?

A Yes, but I can't remember how he arrived at 90,000.
0 He d4id state a figure of 90,0007

A Yeah, I believe he did. Somewhat multiplying

‘wo and three and so much and so much and the first
thing you know you arrived at 90,000.

o) Is this in the minutes, his method of arriving
at this figqure?

A I don't know.
Q Now,_ﬁha; particular meeting was held approximately
wha‘tf;'snph, if‘.you’kno_w? ) e | |
A I wouldn't even guess.
P} Tag there an opinion given before the adoption
€ thicommendation to have them come in, an opinion
g¢vento the effect on the character of Bedminster,
wetht would change from rural to urban?

i '+ I would say there would be a change.

2 gave that opinion?

A a1ink Mr. Agle did.
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Q When you say he said it would be a change,

did he state it would change it to urban?

A I beg your pardon?
Q I'm sorry.
Wha£ did he say the change would be?
A There would be a lot of people moving in, changing
the whole character of the countryside.
Q What is your first recollection of meeting with

any personnel of Alan Dean Corporation?

A We met them here with the group from Alan Dean or
Fet,?

Q You mean Johns Manville?

A Yes.

Q And --

A And Mr. Lanigan had a bunch of, oh, maps and

whatnot of what they were going to do. At that time

it was c@llgd.ﬁoédley_wgpds or Wardley Woods, the

Alan Dean property, and tﬁey described it and that was --
they went away and I guess they came back Subsequently
once or tﬁice, I don't know.

Q Was —-- what was their specific application?

A They wanted to put up several units, quite a

few units, in that 467 acres they own in Bedminster,

and that was it.

Q Build a motel?
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A 5y were going to build a motel, you're right,

thank. They were going to build a motel and a

600,0quare foot office building in Pluckemin.

0 id restaurant?

A think the motel probably had a restaurant.

Q id that ever come to a vote, or, is it my

undernding suit was brought by Alan Dean before

this: voted upon?

A I think that's fair to say.

Q As far as you know, was there a vote taken on

Alan:an application?

A I don't think there was ever a vote taken on the

Alan. ean application.

Q Do you know whether thére was. any reason for that?

Withdraw that.
What in your opinion was the reason #he suit

was started? . ; e

A Wﬁy there was no vote?
Q Yes.
A I haven't a clue as to why there was no vote,

except, really, nothing was ever consummated. They

themselves were the ones that knocked out the hotel

and office building. They cancelled that out.

Q That came at some later stage, after the suit.

A Yes.
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A | No.

Q As the projected cost.

A No, no.

Q What is the area of land you own in Bedminster
Township?

A Eighty-one acres.

Q And your wife?

A Same thing. Same piece.

Q You both own the same land.

A Yes. |

0 Had there been a request by any of the township

residents to bring in a ratable such as this? To
reduce taxes. .
A No, I don't think so.

Q The opinion that you expressed that it would

" be a ratable and reduce taxes, is this your own or .

~-an .opinion-expressed by ~- you tap. your -chest, meaning .-

youiself.

A Yes.

Q He can't take down a tap of the chest.

A Oh, he can't? I'm sorry.

Q In the vote that was taken on the AT&T Spplication,

you were among the majority in favor, is that right?
A Right.

Q At some latexr time -- withdraw that.

e el
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1 When, if you recall, did the Planning Board take
2 up rezoning thé entire‘township?
3 a 1 guess the latter part of '72. I can't give
4 .you a date.
5 Q And who proposed it?
6 A I can't answer that.
7 Q Was there a reason given for proposing the
8 rezoning?
Q A

oh, I'm sure there was, because there had been
10 several Superior Court judges who have been hﬁnding
11| >ut different opiniops about acreage lots, so to

12 speak, and tley seems to be all negative as far as the
13 Superior Coux was concerned, so we figureq‘—- we

14 felt, I beliee, that the handwriting was on the wall,
15| re're going t have to get away from acreage.

16

Was ths the expressed opinion of the Planning
] 8 . ' ‘

171'&;6 Fttorny?

B

18 No. I rould say Mr. Agle's suggeétion.
19 | ' "his was the planning consultant, Mr. Agle.
" ye,
20 y
%. d when did he express that, do you remember?
—ieed . way.

3 there a committee appointed to take up the
ro
Poserezoning?

Ah. Mr. vavrek, Mr. Graff, and I don't know

vl &
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whether Mr. Fales was in on that or not.

Q You were nQE\Sg\the committee?

A No.
Q At the time the proposal was made to rezone the

township, what was the status of the Alan Dean suit?

A Everything was just standing still.

Q In other words, it was pending.

A It was pending.

Q Did the pendency of that suit have any effect

on the proposal to rezone the township?

A I don't think so.
Q Were you 'in favor of rezoning the township?
A When I saw all these Superior Court judges

handing out decisions, definitely, we had to make a

change.

Q _ You fglﬁ @efinitely you had to change the Zoning
:Q:dinanée. ' | | . '

A . Yes,

Q Were you aware of any opinion expressed by the

township Planning Board's attorney as to the soundness
of the Ordinance, whether or not it could be successgfully
defended in court?

A The new Zoning Ordinance?

Q No, the old Zoning Ordinance, the prior Ordinance.
A Yes, I believe the township attorney thought
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1 at thme that there was a fifty-fifty chance.
-2 Q township attorney, the Planning Board attorney
3 was Mwlby?
4 A t's correct.
5 Q .1, did he express it any more clearly than
6 a fififty chance?
7 A y, because I don't think they had a clue either.
8 Q il My. Bowlby's expressed opinion have any
2 e/echpn your opinion?
10 A Sae.
1y ¢ It was the@ your conclusion that the Superior
12 ar: decisions wuld adversely affect the prior Ordinance,
13 ¢ that the priorOrdinance may not be defendable.
14 .Yes.
15 Are you anittorney, sir?
16 No, sir. | |

|

' 'What familirity did yéu have with those obih:'i.on‘;s?"
Well, the ac: that Harding Township, with the

@ acre zoning, ws knocked down, the fact that

2 IF'hY also oll Bridgewater to do something about
xh‘ yYou have the case in Mount Laurel, one or
' ©M in Madison, showed that the higher courts

r .
© dinitely trying to make a change here.

25 1@ proposed new Zoning Ordinance I believe was

ad()pt .
€d or voted upon favorably by the Planning Board
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in Fe Was it February 26, 1973, if you recall?

As to the exact date, I could not

A be.

tell

Q t was in the month of February?

A

Q »ur opinion, was the action in considering

and ting upon an entire new Ordinance done in

hastth too much speed?

A »ouldn't say so, because if I recall correctly,

Jbdgy 9ave us ninety days to get a new Ordinance.

0 31 Judge Leahy was considering the suit of

Alap against the township?

A es. ‘
Q then did he give the township ninety days to

adop new Ordinance?
I think we were supposed to go to court in
b nd of January, and the ninety days ended up in -

oh, 1 remember that, but as to what date, I don't '

S

fo you go back ninety days. I think it was the

irt of January that he gave us ninety days.

re you talking about some particular meeting,
Olymce, pretrial or whatever in the Alan Dean suit?

. don't understand the question.

(11 try to reframe it.
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tow did Judge Leahy happen to give this opinion?

. yeally don't know how they came about it. You'll

A
have ii;sk Mr. Bowlby that.

Q . see. And your recollection is that the ninety

*

days eired in Maxch?
I may be wrong, by thirty|

6 A [ think it was in March.

71l days. it may have been the end of February, but it's

8 right n there.
2l o Your recoll«tion of that was that the word

10 | given y Judge Bowy --
LA No, Judge Lahy.
I'm sorry. By Judge Leahy, was that the

fownship had to adpt a new Ordinance?

Had to do mething about it. In looking back,
think he was ver kind in telling us something which
16 || .didn't realizentil more recently, that we better

17 || : out: of the acmge phase. in zoning.

18 He dldn't press this in terms --
19 Not to me. | |
20\ s there 1y requests or urging by the citizens
7-1& L‘nster Towship to adopt a new Ordinance?
w;.’ :don't kpw how to answer that.
2, ®l1ll, mory specifically, did any of them express
“dito our

That we should change?
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Q Yes.
A I don't recall that. They could have.
| 0 What was your opinion as to the workability of

the prior Ordinance before this new one was adopted?

A You mean the old Ordinance now?
- Q Yes.
A Well, I think that we have more protection

in the new Ordinance than wé had in the old Ordinance,
from people coming in, trying to develop it, et cetera.
I also believe that this new Ordinance has been
in effect in Princeton, New Jersey, since 1955 or 6,
and I asked Mr. Agle one day when he was proposing
this new Ordinance, I said, "Has this thing ever been
tried in court and stood up?" ‘He said,"Yes, it had."
So that also helped me go to the new Ordinaﬁce,

You know, something brand-new thgt Bedminster was the

firsg, this was not ?hg.cqqet“n

0] His.opinion was that thié.typé éf Ordinaﬁce had.
been tested? |
- That's wh;t he said.
And are you referxing to any particular suit?
No.

Or any particular location?

OO O » o0 P

No. I'm just quoting what he said to me when

I asked the question.

77
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t.;yﬁgggjﬁﬁﬁga considerably?

o W,

" population of the tbwnship?

A ~I'don't recall ha did.’

Lorillard - direct 78
Q You stated that this Ordinance in your opinion
. greater protection, but is it your opinion

gg;nét; under this new Ordinance our population

A I don't think it will.

Q You don't think it will.
A No.

Q And in that respect --
A

It will expand some, but I don't think it will

expand the way some people are thinking in thi
Q Did you state the opinion of Mr. Agle asy
what effect it would have on the population of .
A Please repeat that.
Q I'il withd;aw that and say, did'Mr. Agle express

his opinion as to what effect this would have upon the

Q What, in your opinion, will be the effect of
jnance upon housing development? I'm thinking

Rization like Alan Dean.

;k:, that's about the only stumbling block we

may or may not know, there are 467 acres in that plot.
I believe there's two hundred of them which they can

not build on to start with, so.you're down to 267, and
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Lorillard - direct 79
it is m§ opinion fhat when they get through with the
ecology and enﬁironmental tests, I doubt if they're

: zﬁild on 167, but this is my opinion.

s you in favor of adopting the new Ordinance

% g

because you felt that the Ordinance requiring environmental]

impact report, which was adopted separately and is now
a part of this, was a protection against housing

developments coming in here?

A I'll put it this way. It will slow them down.

Q It is your opinion, is it not, that AT&R

be able to come intc Bedminster under the new 16

provided they'give an environmental impact stai

that's satisfactory?

A’ Repeat that again.
(Whereupon, pending quesﬁion

Ll

-read by the reporter.)

Q ' Do you consider the Alan.Dean Corporation,
proposed housing development, as a suitable ratable
wmikhq}ter?

i;, as far as I can make out, I don't think
~;:ment is suitable ratable for anybody.

Q Are you -~ all other things aside, are you
opposed to a housing developer coming into Bedminster?

A No. We're gonna have to have it. I'm sure the
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Superior Court and the Supreme Court is going to do

something about that, making everybody have a little

was the reason, if you know, why the township
Planning‘goard -~ withdraw that.

What is the reason, in your obinion, the township
officials changed from adopting an Ordinance amending
the Zoning Ordinance, rezoning 111 acres to R and O,

to now take up rezoning the entire township? What's

your opinion as to why they made this change,

shift?

A I suppose we're all of the opinien we
the best thing for the township andbthe taxpﬁy;
ﬁhe town.

Q In your opinion, will this new Ordinance change

the character of the township from rural to urban?

A . .. . No, I.don't think it will.
Q Can you state what you base that opinion on?

A - Well, I don't think -- yeah, I'll give you an

e are five factories in Bridgewater, around
ioyees, and the total population of Bridgewater
as it stands is 33,000.

Now, if Mr. Agle's projection way back when of

3,500 people, or any number of people coming into
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A Right.
Q Were there any other reasons for your opinion?
A No, I don't: think so0. |

) " Wﬂenuthe,new Ordinanc¢~that we now have.was

; P
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the township, is going to be 90, there's about a hundred

usand people that are not in Bridgewater yet,

ne reason why I don't believe Bedminster

go booming away with a lot of housing and

MR. STRONG: Read the last two
questions and answers.

(Whereupon, last two guestions and
answers read back by the reporter.)

Q In other words, you feel that with the

of industries in Bridgewater, that the populati
have been substantially larger, comparative to

opinion for the increased population in Bedminséﬁf

under consideration by the board, did ybﬁ consult with-
Mr. Roche, the Somexset County Planning Bo;rd Consultant?
i i I'll put it this way. I believe Mr. Agle
 :§by had consulted with Mr. Roche, but none
i’rs of the board had gone down and seen Mr.Roche.
Q Well, Mr. Roche appeared at one of the meetings
of the Planning Board.

A Yes. I can't remember when.
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years?
A | Yeah, leaving it about the way it is.
Q In other words, leaving it rural, large open 3pa§é.
A Yes, |
Q. -Did.he eXéresg,ap.ogiﬁibn.as'to.what this'pe;-.-~

A Now, as you say it, I do recall that he said that.
Q It would change it to an urban character.
A I don't know about the urban, but it would change

Lorillard - direct

Q This would be approximately February of 1973.
Don't remember. I remember him being there.
‘was there just the one occasion?

elieve so.

Whét was Mr., Roche's opinion of this Ordinance
with relation to the County Master Plan?

A I don't bglieve he was adverse to it. I don't
recall his exact wording.

Q Perhaps I can refresh your recollection and

help somewhat.,

Did he discuss what the Somerset Count -

Plan projected for Bedminster over the next sel

Ordinance would do with relation to that?

A I don't remember. What -~ I don't remember.

| § don't recall whether or not Mr. Roche stated
Ordinance would change the projected character

Wter from rural to any other character?
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A | . Yes, I was there,.
Q The meeting was crowded, I believe, was it not?

Lorillard - direct : 83
it some. Can't help but change it some, because of

Alan Dean alone.

I éon't remember what he said.

Q Did he make any suggestions for changing the
proposed new Ordinance?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q As a result of that meeting, consulting with

Mr. Roche, if the Planning Board members or comgihea

did consult with him previous to that, were an

made in the proposed new Ordinance afterward?

A I don't think there were any.
Q There was a public meeting held in March 1973 when

the new Ordinance'was presented to the membgrs of the

A Was which?

erd. People were standing along the walls,

Q Seats were taken. A Yes.
Q What was the expressed opinion of the people

regarding this proposed Ordinance at that meeting?
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A T be}igve.ig'was._,'

19

Lorillard - direct 84
A I think we had some people for it and some people
agin it,

fs the majority opposed to it or not, at that

"I'd say about half, fifty-fifty.
Q Did that have any effect, then, upon your vote

on the Zoning Ordinance, that you felt they were equally

divided?
A No.
Q Did you feel that this Ordinance, from . Ll

it was first taken up, until the time of the
the Planning Board in February 1973, that it wi
presented in haste, approved in haste or not?
A- . No, I don't. Never had. ’ |

Q Before this new Zoning Ordinance was finally

Q ﬁere fhere already some ;mgndments to this Ordina;ce
under consideration by the Planning Board?

':&}lieve s0, but most of those amendments had
~ phraseology.
; had something to do also on a redrawing
of lines in the Burnt Mills area, did they not?
A Yes, there was some potential change down there

from zone 3 to a zone 8 or vice versa.
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Q Plus there was some other actual area changes
proposed in the zoning.

; él, there was that mistake made in drawing
%§hat map up on the wall, in the northern

Q Was there some reason why the Planning Board
recommended the adoption of the Zoning Ordinance before

approving the amendments that were adopted at a later

date?
A Why it wasn't adopted?
Q No. Was there some reason why they adog

this at one stage and then while they knew thef‘
going to be amendments made to it later? E
A I don't believe so, no.

Q Do you have any opinion as to why they adopted
it when they d4id? | .
A e ,
Q AThefe were approxiﬁately, at least‘seventeeﬁ
perhaps nineteen or twenty ameqdments proposed for

| Ordinance before its adoption, were there not?
{dn't count them.

A, isn't it so that these seventeen to twenty
amendments were already under consideration before the

Ordinance was adopted in April 19737

A I believe that's correct.
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Q My question is, why did the Planning Board

1 ip had to adopt the Ordinance when they did,
waiting and incorporating the amendments
Bprdinance before adoption?

A. If I recall correctly, the reason it was done
that way is because it actually didn't make any
difference whether you adopted with all the amendments
or adopted it and had the amendments. The old one was
adopted seven or eight or nine times.

Q That would be after the adoption of the;*%-
that there were amendments suggested.
A Yes.

Q But these amendments had been suggested,
it was formally adopted.

A They had been considered.

Q Why couldn't they be considered before the

.. Ordinance had been adopted gnd:then_be incorporated- .

into it?

A Beats me.

i wwi;the Alan Dean suit, the pendency of the
%{uit have any bearing upon this?

;;because they withdrew their suit, and under
the new Ordinance they started it up again, re-sued.

Q Do you know anything about the reason why they

re-sued?

86
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Lorillard - direct 87

A Except maybe they wanted certain types of

housing and we hadn't gotten around that far yet and

g to prove their case in court.

"you know whether or not the new Zoning Ordinance

,aé‘adoétéd was an accommodation in disposing of the

Alan Dean suit against the township?

A I don't know if it was disposed of.

Q The Alan Dean suit was terminated before the
adoption.

A It was terminated, but it was restartedf””"‘""*

the word is.
Q At the time it was terminated --
A Frankly, we thought when they terminatedi¥
suit, we thought they were going to go away.
Q - That's right, that's what I mean.

‘Was this Ordinance adopted to accommodate them
A : No.

Q The aims of the Alan Dean suit.

i{the new Ordinance adopted as an accommodation

MNquest of AT&T to rezone?

A None whatsoever.
Q Excuse me? A None.
Q Is it your testimony, then, that neither the
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Lorillard - direct ' 88
Alan Dean suit nor the AT&T application, had any effect
doption of the new Zoning Ordinance?

“f on't think it did.

t is your opinion as to the effect of the new
Ordinance on Bedminster Township, a, as to property
values, b, as to population increase, ¢, as to whether
it will change from rural or urban?

A Population -- pardon me. The property values

are certainly going up. Population, so far as the

population is concerned, I doubt that it doubldil

even if Alan Dean's unit goes through. And tiﬁ; YT

question was?

Q As to the character.
A The character?

Q Yeah. |

A

I don't.thinkvit's going to change very much,

Q You don't think it's going to chdnge from

) urban? "

-_;;1, what do you mean by urban?

:;you mean balloon from 2,600 people to 15,000,
I don‘fhgéiieve that. I don't think you're ever gonna
see seven or eight thousand people.in this township,
unless the public wants it, or the courts want it.

Q Mr. Agle is your planning consultant.
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A That's correct.

w long has he been such for the township?

;, over six years that I know about. I

Ehow many years prior.

Q Sid-any other -- were there any other consultants
that the Planning Board consulted regarding this proposed

new Ordinance?

A Not that I know of.

Q Mr. Agle was the only one.

A Yes.

Q And it was Mr. Agle's recommendaﬁioq

type of Ordinance had worked in Princeton.

A And I believe he also -~ .
Q- And felt it would work here?
A And I also think he said Summit, New Jersey. I

‘believe he'had-something'to do with'thit.

Q.. Ffom.whom did you get that. information? .
A Mr. Agle. : ' .

Q As to the increase in land values, was there an
e >1%ed to the Planning Board as to what effect
Zi?ng Ordinance would have on land values?

W somebody said that the land values would
go do&n == ho, no, go way up. I forgot which way it
was now.

There was a lot of laughing about that one, I
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iorillard - direct 90
remember that.

I, forget which way it was stated, whether the
would go soaring or go way down. There

'of laughter in the room at that particular

Q Do youw know who gave the 0pinion?

A I don't recall who is was.

Q Was it tﬁe expert, Mr. Agle?

A It could have been -- yes, it was.

Q It was Mr. Agle.

A Yeah, it was Mr. Agle;

Q And was this given early in the conside4

like November of '72, or later on, January, EefJ“

19732

A If I recall,-I think he made the same statement

Q -:-;‘Can‘yau‘recalluwhigh way it_was,.yhethei‘it was
substantially upward or substantially dowﬁward? '

A‘ " No, I don't.

b MR. STRONG: That's all.

MR. ENGLISH: No questions.
(Whereupon, depositions adjourned

for lunch at 1:10 p.m.)

i s
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. A - OﬁlyJag a member of thelrlgnn;ng,Boa:d.,-
Qo How long have you been a member?

91

(After lunch recess at 2:15 p.m.)

ICK FIELD, sworn.

JMINATION BY MR. STRONG:

%hére do you reside, sir?

Bedminster, New Jersey.

Is there a mailing address?

Well, my mailing address is Box 262 Far Hills.
Is there a particular street or location?

No. The street is Field Road in Bedmins

How long have you resided in Bedminster?
Since 1911, before that Far Hills.
What is the size of your -- how much gcl
do you own in Bedminster Township?

A I would say about seven and three quarter: acres,

Do you hold any official position in Bedminster?~

A Since it was formed, I think that was 1946 or '47,
B hack from the war.

@Fve been a member steadily since then?

i

Q This is as a regular and not as an alternate member.
A No, as a regular member.
Q Do you own stock in AT&T or any subsidiaries?
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A No, I do not.

ve you been a stockholder in there in the

o ten years?

never owned stock.

- Q What was your occupation ~-- I assume you're

retired now.

A I'm retired. As a matter of fact, I had three
careers, if you want to hear about them.

Q All right.

A I started to work for Clark Thread Compasiitikss

Newark, New Jersey, 1921, and my time off for
I had thirty-eight years of active and inactiv?{
in the United States Army. :

‘I also owned and operated an insurance agency

in town here for thirty-three years.

Q You don't operate the insurance agency now.
A No,‘I‘solq that. =
Q * Do you remember when the apprlication was made

by AT&T to the Planning Board for rezoning of 1lll acres?
.v‘£§«‘t give you the date.

it be in the springtime of 19722

I can't say. My first recollection was,

I ¢hink, in November of '71, when they had an office.

Q That's located here on the main street?

A Yes, it was then. I don't know if it is now or not.
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Q When did you first have any contact with AT&T

A8l wWhether at the office or here at meetings?
$1, we as members of the Planning Board, and

p Committee and the Planning Board of Far

5 Hiils, and I don't know if we had our environmental

6 committee formed at that time or not, were invited down
7 there to see their mock-up, of what they had to say.

8 I can't tell you the date, but that's my first
2 recollection of it.

10 Q Was this in the latter part of '71 or wafbd

11 after that?

12 A I would assume it would be probably '72.

13 had a mock-up there.

14 Q Was this the proposed construction that they

15 were going to buiid in Bedminster?

16 .a. Roughly, I belieVe so. - -

-. 124 ﬁ : .:Do'yqu know how many-empléyées they project

18 for this? I presume you're talking about their national
19 headquarters.

}y~an the Long Lines?

hink they started out with around 2,800, and
23 then they said that over a period of maybe two or three
24 years it might go up to 3,000, 3,200.

25 Q Did the figure ever reach 3,700 that they projected?
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l0wn,expeft?v

Q What was the result of the meeting?

Field - direct 94
A I don't recall ever hearing that.

at type of a meeting was this when they
projected plans that you speak of as the

the proposed construction?

ﬁell, at that meeting, they had their own

specialists, in different fields, ecology and sewage
and water and so on and so forth, so each one held forth
and explained what they had in mind for AT&T if they

went ahead and built it. A briefing, sort of.

Q There were experts in these various fieﬂskv,
and each one expounded in his area?

A Yes,

Q How many different areas were there that#
covered, three, four, five?

A - I would say probably six.,

A I don't recall if Charlie Agle was there or not.

it was just a briefing to familiarize the

e different committees with what AT&T had

Q When that meeting was held, had AT&T made an
application yet?

A I don't recall.
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Q Was there some proceeding taken after that
Like an application or a letter which has
of, to the Planning Board by AT&T?

, there was a public meeting in the Bedminster

1, I don't recall when that was, but I think probably

you were there at the public meeting where AT&T representat

spoke at that time.

Q Was this in 19722

A Yes, I think probably it would be, because this
is '73.

Q Well, I don't recall attending the publa

of AT&T in '72, but the meeting that you atte Q
when they had a mock-up there that you spoke o;”‘~ ;;
that a public meeting or was this just with the officials?
A I think it was just for the officials of Bedminster
Townshlp, and the Planning Board of Far Hills.

Q. . .. Subsequent to that, was there a puhlic meeting
when any representatives of AT&T attendod and presented
their plans? This is the Planning Board.

i ”’{}call that they attended a meeting of the

l;ard, but I can't tell you when, and I don't
';;tly what was discussed.

Q Were you on any committee to consider the
application of AT&T for a rezoning of its acreage?

A No. The only committee that I was temporarily on

lves
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was the new one set up for the environmental impact.

{ the what?

| environmental impact.

was the Ordinance adopted in December of

'72?

A Yes, but I'm not on it now.
Q At the time the Planning Board was considering
the proposed new Ordinance, did Mr. Agie or anyone

else express an opinion as to the effect upon the

population of Bedminster? If the rezoning of

was adopted.

A I wouldn't say that he did or he didn't
think it was in the minds of probably all of th
of what the impact might be.

Q And what was -- can you recall whether it would

Q Can you state whether it would bé a substanti-

Aare you just talkihg about ATs" -

':t Alan Dean?

A I think it was explained <hat a Séfta;x v
o ®
a very high percentage of the emplcaes on;d 4
.
o

outside of the Township of Bedminster, iac :-e
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A No, I don't recall anything like that.
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that might come from within the town would be some

lp or secretarial or something like that.
uwestion was, was there a projection if this

f granted, would have upon the population,

and if so, what projection was made?

A In regards to affecting Bedminster?
Q That's right.
A I can't quote you exact figures, but I thought

probably it might be in the neighborhood of three or

four hundred.

Q Of what?
A Three or four hundred.
Q . Well, wasn't there a projected populaxif

increase stated at one of the meetings, that it

would increase to 90,000?

Q. Did Mr. Agle give an estimate as to the population

':i'ink he might have given an estimate of an
”iiiébéb 18,000 by the year 2,000. 18,000 sticks
in my mind. |

Q WaSﬂityyour opinion that this approval of AT&T

would or would not increase the population to any appreciable

.




Field - direct 98

extent?

Well, I think it would increase it a bit.

fwhat area? Five, six, ten thousand or what?
?no, heaven's no.

People couldn't afford to buy the land to live

5

6 here. There's a percentage of unemployment that surrounds
7 Bedminster Township, Plainfield, Morristown, and a

8 good many of the employees come from those areas,

9 Q Well, did you have in mind a‘projected increase,

10|l and if so, to what extent did you think this apgiid

11 would affect the population?

12 A To live here?

13 Q If AT&T came in here, on the razoning_aa_4 
14 built their national headquartérs, what effect, in

15 your opinion, would it have had on the population?

16l A That live in Bedminster? .
co17 ‘Q . ...Yes. Would it increase .the population?
18 A Yes, I think probably it would.

19 Q To what figure?

two or three hundred, like Research Cottrel.

B f this enter into your decision on on the

n
R

-
n?

23 A I think you have to take those things into
24 consideration.
Q Were you one of the majority voting for approval

25
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of the AT& T application?

28/ I was.
’ffthere a projection made upon the value this

puld have -- let me withdraw that and rephrase

Was there a projection made as to what AT&T's
approval would do to the value of real estate in
Bedminster?

A There was, but I can't tell you offhand, because

you're talking about their taxable rate, what ofiiilll

that would have upon our tax rate as a whole.
Q I'm talking about whether the approval ’
would increase land values in Bedminster. Ifmsf“q”
talking about the tax rate.

A I don't see why they should.

particularly affect property values in Bedminster?
A - I don't see why it should.
fthat enter into your decision to vote in

Wwing AT&T built?

Q The fact that it did not affect land values
did not enter into your decision.

A No, because knowing the price of land in Bedminster,

+ acnball
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Q and what opinion was arrived at regarding

the petitions?

A I believe that we had another meeting open to

the public to further explain the amendments, I don't

know if that was held here or in the school.

Q We're talking about an amendment to the Zoning

Ordinance. I'm not referring to the amendments to

the new Ordinance in 1973, I'm talking about the amendment
| MR. ENGLISH: You are not talking

about the new Zoning Ordinance.

Q No, I'm talking about the amendment for AT&T

when the petiti&kg were signed and filed with the

Planning Board.

»

" pid you take into account the fact that there

were approximately 700 signatures on those petitions?
A ' . Yes, I realized there was.

Q. From your knowledge, if you were aware of it,

do you know that that is a fiqure iﬁ excess -- a figure
of half the number of voters in Bedminster?

A Well, it would be, yes.

Q Did that eéenter into your decision on your vote
upon the proposed amendment?

A No, it did not enter in my decision, because I
felt and found out later that some people weren't

fully aware of the circumstances and it was a matter that
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they signed, because they wanted it to be brought out

on the discussion floor.

>" you say they were not fully aware of the
'_/es, what circumstances are these, Mr. Field?

;%%Ii, I can't enumerate them, but there are

several people that were on the fence, so we felt they

wanted to héar more about the situation and were willing

to sign the petition.

Q Did you have an opinion as to what effect approval

of AT&T's application would have upon the tax rag

Bedminster?
A I felt it would lower the tax rate.
Q Are you talking on a short range projeCni

a longer range projection?

A Both.

thig';ﬁgpdmeqtvwgqld ;egu;re_increaéed mnpiéié&l‘gé;viges?:
A | "Yes; we discussed that. . |

Q - And what was the opinion as to what it would do?
‘b,_as I recall from discussion with the ATs&T
:iVes, they wouldn't require any services.

.ﬁther words, they would have their own fire
department, their own security department, and their

own water supply and electric, and I don't think that

they planned to make any demands on the town at all, unless
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something could be worked out in the sewerage system.

A Yes, I agreed. As a matter of fact, I'm sure

it included traffic, too.

Q Was there a discussion about sewage disposal
with AT&T?
A There was, but I'm not familiar with that,

because that was, I believe, turned over t0o our

of Health.
Q Well, as a part of their request for appe
and in line with their stating that they would
require no new municipal services, did they’state that
they would construct sewage disposal.facilities?

A I can't answer that, because that was a matter

couid tie in with Bridgewater trunkline or bave their

own separg?e system or tie their system in with Bedminster,
A with Bedminster and Far Hills.

-;-ssibilities, but that was in the hands

3 of Health. '

Q Is it your recollection, then, that AT&T made

no representation to the Planning Board about sewage

disposal?
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A That I can't answer, I don't know,.

But you do not recollect any such representation

do not.

Q £'m‘referring not only to the construction of

sewage facilities, but I'm referring to contributing

to a certain amount of the cost. Did they suggest anything
of that nature?

A Not to my belief, because I don't think they got

that far along.
Q Well, when you say they didn't get that A
along, the application to amend the Zoning Ordi;
was approved by the Planning Board, was it not?
A Yes.
Q And after its approval by the Planning Board,
then there is_ﬁo further reason for AT&T to make any
:présentaﬁion to fhe,P;anning:Bbafdt' N
A .  Well, my're;ollectionlis that the matter wasn't
definitely settled between the township and AT& T.
gfingt talkiné about the Township Committee,
‘ about now the Planning Board's phasé in this
m getting this amendment passed.

Once you voted on it, recommended it to the Township
Committee that it be approved, there was nothing further

AT&T officials would have to present to the Planning Board.
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* 1 A Yes, I think there were.
. 2 I think, as a matter of fact, they had to come

11 us if they have definite approval from

Transportation Department -- State Transportatipn

B 53:' B

rtment, I think that wasn't settled at the time,

6 and that was a matter of working out a sewage plant.

7 Q A sewage plant?

8 A Yes.

9 Then I think the environmental impact was discussed.
10 Q That came later, in December of '72?

11 A Yes, I think so.

12 Q This we're talking about now, isn't it N

13 April, May, June?

14 A Could be.

15 Q When you state they had to get some approval'as»
6] to sewage disposal, which I presume related'tb.the flood
a7|| plain, is that right? T

lé- A Yeé; I think tha£ was taken inté considefation..
19 Q What then was discussed bf them to the Planning

';'“hgt commitments did they make regarding the

jpn of sewage facilities or what did they
;;§ntributing to the cost?

23 A Well, I don't recall. I think you'd have to discuss
that with the Board of Health. I don't know how far

24

25 along they went with that.
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Q Well, I'm just taking your answer --

It's a little out of my field.

Bking of field, I'm just taking YOur answers,
ey did come back with regard to the approval
te and federal authorities, regarding the
road and construction of sewage fécilities there, but
your statement now is that that was then to the Board
of Health and not to the Planning Board.

A If it was presented to the Planning Board, it
probably was referred by the Planning Board to
of Health. That's why we have a Board of Hgal
Q So your vote to approve the application fé
take into account consideration of the sewage did
system needed as the result of this new headguarters

to be built here.

A I don't.follow'you~on that quéstion.

106

(Whereupon, pending question read“,;.

back by the reporter )
A And the traffic situation too. We needed more
.information.
'lf ated that you voted to approve.
; tentative approval. Tentative approval,
if those two matters weren't cleared up --
Q Then was your vote to approve subject to their

building adequate sewage disposal facilities?
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A Yes, I believe so, and traffic, too, to see

‘not they could get permission from the

t this point you don't recall -- withdraw that.

You state there was no discussion, though, as
to who was to build these huge facilities or who was

to pay for them?

A Well, AT&T was to pay for the road construction.
Q And the sewage facilities?
A That I can't tell you, because if ~- the

going to work out something with Bridgewater of
Bedminster, I don't know.

Q At any time, did anyone from AT&T, any
ever discuss at any Planning Board meeting the subject of
sewage disposal facilities, whethef it be built by

one d: another facility or agency or whgthe? it #ad'been_
paid.py oneror'ano£her body or company?. . |

A I think they said they would be wiiling to Qork
out something with Bedminster Township.

E what that was and how far they go, I don't

you say work out something, what do you mean?

A Some sort of plan.
Q Is that all that you recall about it? -
A Yes.
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Q

b

What was your first contact, and when I say you

"I mean your sitting with the Planning Board, with

f Alan Dean Corporation?

I think my first contact was when I was
dg;n there to see their display--

Alan Dean.

Oh, I'm sorry. What was your question again?

When was my first contact with Alan Dean?

Q

A

heard about it was when Mr. Lanigan appeared be}

the Township Committee.

Q

A

. A¢

Q

A

0

That's right.

I can't give you the date, but the first 3}

He was their attorney? fgé :
He was their attorney.
MR. ENGLISH: Before the Township

Committee?

 Planning Board, I'm sorry.

This was approximately a year before the action

on the AT&T application.

>”4s‘before AT&T.

1?t's my understanding that then a suit

ked before Alan Dean before a vote was taken.
Yes, I believe so.

Did anyone from Alan Dean or from any other

source that you learned, institute suit before you

108
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took a wvote?

. think they just felt as though they could

Wl o O

aﬁd I gﬂ;w<there was a couple of things we wanted, one
was a traffic study, and there was something else, I
don't know which one it was now, but they instituted
suit before they gave us all the information.

Q Was this, in your opinion, because the public

attending the meetings were strongly opposed toilli

Dean's application?

A I don't think so, Mr. Strong. I think
they_just felt that they could comeé in here Qn-;;u,_
and request and be granted their request.

Q Were the people attending the meetings-when
Alan Dean was undgr discussioh indicate opposition to
A I presumé there was some, yes, but I can't tell
you how many. But the meeting was held in this room,
- ?recall how many.

Fit well attended?

1, I presume so.

Q Do you believe the majority was against it or
for it?
A I don't think there was any display of sentiment

on the floor.

rtainly didn't present facts to us like AT&T,

109

ask for an application and they'd be granted,
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Q When the Planning Board had under consideration

the Planning Board had the AT&T application.

ol
e

Q o Th‘£'s right. This would be early in '72.
A I think we had a couple of meetings. One was
in the school and I think one was here.

And, of course, at the school meeting, I think
there were probably around 350, 400 people there.
Q That was in 1973, March of 1973, the schey
meeting that you're referring to.

A But the one that was here had far less.

0 But the school meeting, the 300 or more you

refer to was the meeting of March 5, 1973, which waé

. to consider the entire new Zoning Ordinance, isn't

-that right? .. . . . . _

A Could be, yes.
Q There was no public meeting at the school

to consider AT&T's applicatian for a rezoning,

MR. ENGLISH: You mean a separate

meeting devoted just to that one issue?

Q Yes.

A I don't recall. I think everything came through
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regular channels here.

After the Alan Dean suit was instituted and then
Planning Board approved AT&T's application
111 acres, these two matters coincided and

‘there was no final action taken by the Township Committee

6 on the Planning Board's recommendation, is that right?
7 A Well, the recommendation went from the Planning
8 Board to the Township Committee, I think, and I don't

9 know if it was held up there or not. I can't tell you.

10 Q Was there a suggestion made at the PlannjiiRenida
11 meetings that the Planning Board defer action o

12 application until the Alan Dean suit was dete

13 A I don't recall any.
14 Q- Well, was there an opinion expressed by any
15 one of the members in attendance, or Mr. Aglé,,that the

16| defense of the Alan Dean suitvwouldlbe‘in a better

. 17| ~position' if the ATsT. application was deferred until
18‘ after the suit was disposed of?
19 A I couldn't answer that, because that would be

i#vlbY' I suppose.

i,were both matters pending, on the one hand
W pending in the courts against Bedminster

and on the other hand the AT&T application was pending

23

24 before the Township Committee, coincidentally,

In other words, both at the same time, is that right]

25
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FA Well, of course, the Alan Dean application or
was guite different than the AT&T.
palize that.

. I don't think you can compare one to the

5 other, beeéuse the Alan Dean, they wanted to do certain
6 things far more than AT&T. Putting ﬁp a motel and --
7 Q My question is, they were both pending at the
8 same time, no final decision on either one?
9 A Could have been. |
10 Q Wasn't there a suggestion made that AT&{y
il application should be deferred, delayed, untiljﬁu&
12 Alan Dean suit was disposed of? ¢
13 A I don't recall that.
14» o You don't recall. A No, sir.
15 Q Do you know approximately when it was that the
16. . Planding.Board took up the considergtion of.re;oéing
‘lf o of‘thg.entire‘townéhip? N |
18 A The rezoning?
19 Q - Of the entire township.

'ﬁkant through that in 1965, I believe. That
R;e Master Plan was set up.

31965, was the Master Plan adopted for Bedminster?

231 A I think it was. I think it was 1965.
24 Q | Was the new Zoning Ordinance adopted at that time?
25 A Well, you're talking about new Zoning Ordinance.
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1 You mean these amendments?
I'm just asking you if there was an entire

Ordinance adopted in '65. You said a Master

Yes, Master Plan, I think, was adopted in 1965,

6 Q | Correct. But there was not a new Zoning Ordinance
7 adopted.

8 A No, I believe not.

9 Q At whose suggestion was it that the township

16 Planning Board now take up rezoning the entireyr

11 adopting an entire new Zoning Ordinance?

12 A I don'; think that matter has been discjw

13 to rezone the township again. |

14 ’ I mean, I think these new amendments that are

15 being proposed --
16- Q I'm talking about a year ago, and I'm talking.
..-lé '»-gbcut_tbé'zoningAOrdinanqe,which.we:now_hgve.which

18. was'adopted in April '73. Whose suggestion was it that

19 the township adopt a new Zoning Ordinance, which led

tadoption in April of '737
B, I probably don't follow you, because the
'l recall are the new amendments that have

been proposed to be added to the Zoning Ordinance.

23

24 Q You're talking about the seventeen to twenty new

amendments’,

25
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that Zoning Ordinance?

g you talking about AT&T coming in there?

I'm talking about the Zoning Ordinance,
_;Ordinance, the former Ordinance had five

acré zonihg.

A ‘ Yes.

Q In your opinion, was there any reason to scrap
that Ordinance and to replace it with a new Ordinance?

A There was discussion, because the Governor even

came out and madevcertain statements about settiy

certain areas and certain districts to provide
for middle-class or lower-class people, and tha
came down through channels, and I think some m
were sued, which you probably are familiar with, and
I think the Governor went so far as to say some of

these municipalities that.have the high acre zoning

ibétter.do something about it or the state will step .in ..

and dictate to them.
Q Are you aware, though, the Governor's annual
1973, and I'm not certain, but perhaps 1972,

e environmental protection of our open land

A Yes. I think that -- I don't recall the instance,
but I think he got pretty well interested and involved

in the environmental end of it, because they wanted to
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A Yes.

,/éthose seventeen to twenty new amendments
‘!tiints to a Zoning Ordinance, right?

&, it would be.

in April of 19737
A I don't recall.
Q All right. Do you remember in November 1973 --

MR. ENGLISH: '72.

Q '72, excuse me. November '72 anybody susgifeit

that there be a new Zoning Ordinance in Bedmins®
A No, I think not.

B

Q Do you recall whether any of the Citizené?

residents of Bedminster, do you recall whether any of.

them wanted any new Zoning Ordinance?

thé five acre Zoning Ordinance which we previously had?
. nk it's a very good idea.

in your opinion, was that Ordinance satisfactor]
idents of Bedminster, from all that you heard?
A I think by and large, yes.

Q In your opinion, was there any reason to change

that Zoning Ordinance? Or, rather, to repeal it or scrap
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do something down around Perth Amboy, put in more

fineries and so on and so forth, and I think through
that was blocked.

message you were aware of before the adoption
of any Ordénance in April of 1973.

A Well, it must have been a year ago or so that

he took action on that. I don't recall the exact details.
Q In the Alan Dean suit against Bedminster Township,

you recall that Alan Dean was even deferring to set aside

the five acre zoning concept.

A Yeah, they wanted to break it.

Q Yes. In your opinion, was that Ordinang:"

defendable?
A You mean on the part of the Pl&nning Board.
Q Yes.
A Well --
Q.. You as.a member of the Planning Board, was it. = .

youf opinion'thﬁt it was dbfendasle?

A I would think so, because, after all, we had
kR dh‘u;;ce for many, many years, and nobody tried

“3 and there were other areas set aside in

ﬁ:, a few one acre lots, two acre lots and

so on and so forth, and so we thought that the five acrés
could be defended, yes.

Q Was that the opinion of your planning consultant,
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Mr. Agle, and also fo the township attorney, the

Board attorney?

ppuld think so, I would think so, because it

timent of the members of the Planning Board.

Q You spoke of the adoption of the various amendments
to the 2Zoning Ordinance, seventeen to twenty of them,
the way I was characterizing them, because I'm not

certain of exactly how many there were.

Why were those amendments necessary?

A I think to correct certain, maybe misundiiiig

or maybe loopholes,or so onkanq so. forth. As
illustration, the size of a sign, to spell it @? )
well, I've got -- I have the seventeen suggegt:
because it was to correct things that had been overlooked
in the past.

Q " At any of the Planning Board meetinés bet@eeh
Novemper of '72 ana February of f7§,,did your P1anniﬁg .

Board consult with any county planning experts? I'm

R 1 ao.

k he attend any meetings?

think he attended one meeting that I recall

and then I think a chap by the name of Mr. Larson, I think
he attended a meeting, talked about the watershed and so
on and so forth, and the county planning and regional

planning.
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0 Was it their opinion that a new Zoning Ordinance

detrimentally affect the watershed area here in

ink they expressed the thought that this

%

5 should>be a low density area.

6 Q This should be what?

7 A Should be a low density area, because of the
8 watershed. |
9 Q Do you know whether the county Master Plan
10 projects Bedminster for a rural area, for sever:%'
11 years to come?

12 a I believe so. You say several years, I

13 know. But I think probably it embodies that ri

14 0 Did Mr. Roche express an opinion as to the effect
15 of this proposgd Ordinance?

‘“16 ‘A Well, not‘as I recali, only that the gréater‘

117 || - - density &othave; why, the lésﬁ-watershediyou're going--p
18 to-have and the more run-off you're goi#g to have, |
19 ’ ggq'ggggtgy demand for water, and I think he was very

‘:ned about that, the same as Larson.
.f is your knowledge as to the watershed here

ter? In what areas is the water in Bedminster

23 used? 1Is it Central Jersey, Somerville area or any
24 other areas?
25 A I think it feeds into the Raritan.
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Q Yes, but is the water drawn from this area, this

watershed, and does this area supply the water for other

£, I believe so.

p : r';": ‘,‘.,
nd do you know what areas?

5

6 a I know this is tied in with Elizabethtown

7 Water Company.

8 Q Do you have any knowledge as to why the township
9 officials, and I'm talking about Planning Board members
10 and the Township Committee members, changed the;

11 so to speaﬁ, and took up adoption of the new Zo

12 Ordinance in Bedminster rather than an amendmef :

13 Zoning Ordinance for AT&T to come in here? !

14 A | No, I don't think I follow you on thaé

15 question.

16 | (Whereupon, pending question read
17 baék»px th.repqrﬁe?t)'. N .,,..

18 " MR. ENGLISH: I object to the

19 question, because it implies a change

of course by the township officials,
and there's been no evidence to suggest

that any such characterization can correctly

be applied.

23

MR. STRONG: Well, I don't agree
24
with your objection, Mr. English, but,

25
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however, I will rephrase the guestion.

Q . Field, the application of AT&T to rezone 111

and O zone, was it ever finally adopted by

p Committee?

A I Sélieve it was. Now, to go back, that area

was one time zoned for R and O, or R and D. When

the zoning was reviewed.

And then it was decided to change it back to

five acres.

Q That was done when, in 1970, approximately
A I don't recall the date. But I know tné
we had two or three areas in Bedminster Towﬂshi
were set aside specifically for R and D and R #ﬁé; , e
because they were more or 1ess-isoiated and I think

the thinking was that -- well, take where ATAT is

right now.

,;.quposing.ev Supposinguﬁf'you.tglk~aboﬁf111 agres. .-
Supposing ﬁwenty houses went up'there. Yqu'd have to 5us‘
those children to Far Hills.

% Hithat enter into your consideration?

;- I thought of that. We haven't actually

;hat, but, I mean, that was my personal thinking.
Q With regard to the reason why you voted for it?

A Well, originally we voted for R and O; and we

thought that would be a good location for some high type
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* N 1 business, non-manufacturing, research, office and so on.

) 2 ﬁﬁhen was that?

was when the Master Plan was set up in '65.

there was another area that was set up south

‘3 bof Pluckemin between 78 and Chambers Brook.

6 Q It was, though, rezoned back to residential after --

7 A Yes.

8 Q Did you vote in favor of rezoning it back to residential
9 A I don't think I did, I don't think I did, because

10 as I pointed out the school problem that could ¢l

11 going into another municipality, the roada_and; 
12 Q Do you know any reason why the Planning ;
13 considered adopting a new Zoning Ordinance?
14 A No, I don't know of any reason why there should
15 be a‘total revision of the ZoningVOrdinance. ‘There
16- ‘are some very -strong points there. |
,.17;' Q. .. Was ﬁhe Zoning Ordin;nce revised? .. .. . -+ ... .
18' A You say wmg it? .

19 Q Was the Zoning Ordinance revised?

ﬁewe had the Master Plan in '65, that would
‘ éld Ordinance.

uestion is, was there a new Zoning Ordinance
23 adopted.in Bedminster after that?

24 A I don't recall of any.

25 Q Not in recent years?
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A Well, the only thing I recall, like these

ndments.

seventeen to twenty amendments.

MR. STRONG: No further questions.
MR. ENGLISH: I.have no questions.
MR. STRONG: One last guestion.

BY MR. STRONG:

Q How old are you,Mr. Field?

A Seventy.

MR. STRONG: That's all.

THOMAS VAVREK, sworn.
DIREéT EXAMiNATiON.BY MR. STRONG:
0 " Where do §6ﬁ»ii§e?f

A 0ld Dutch Road.

j_J‘.cmg have you been a resident of nLgaf:. =
V ‘;1l be six years this lecompy

are you .emplo:;«.i?

A Banker's Trust Compan Lave ork Zity.

Q You are a daily commute: :
A That's correct.
Q What is your capacity?

122
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A I'm assistant vice-president, Government Securities

our duties limited to Government Securities

5 A Governnent Securities and money market insurance.
6 I don't get involved with the lending area or the trust
7 investment area, just involved with the bank's own
8 trading position.
9 Q Banker's Trust, this particular department of it,
10 handle financing of American Tel and Tel?
11 A No, we are not allowed to under the law
12 Q | As a matter of curiosity, how does the ‘
13 apply to it?
14 A The Glass-Steegle Act of 1933 separated commercial
15 banking from investment banking. Prior to that,
16 ‘commercial bankg could underwrite corporaté debt, underwritle
17| - . common -stock.. | .
18 | In 1933 when this law was passed; the commerciai
19 ~ banks were limited to finéncing, treasury.obligations

?ions of states and municipalities only.
y capacity, whether Banker's Trust or any

‘5w3§ou handle any financing for AT&T or any sub-

r

23 sidiaries?
24 A None. Not to my knowledge.
25 Q Are you a stockholder of American Tel and Tel or
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0 -

23

25

any subsidiary?

not directly, no.
ou indirectly?

“fe is a stockholder.

To what extent?

A Not very large.

Q Under a hundred shares?

A Yes.

0 Do you hold an official position in Bedﬁinster?
A Can you define official? I hold an appo f"ﬂ

position in Bedminster. Is that what you mean??i

Q Yes.

A Yes, I'm a member of the Planning Boarq. 1

Q For how long have you been a member?

A Good question. I think it's about three years.

Q Are you a regular mgmbet‘as'distinguished from an’
alternatgé_' ' ) o

A - Yes,

Q Were you an alternate before you were a regular?

'“'was an alternate for about two years, I'd

'vfficame a reqular approximately when?

A When did sam Martin die? I think I replaced --

Q August of '72,
A Then shortly thereafter. I'm filling out the




10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

23

24
25

19

_ wpuldxcgésg in population, but specifics 1 dqpft_reéa;iﬁ ]

Vavrek - direct 126
did you have any other consultants?
A Now you're talking about when the AT&T Long

sal was first brought before us.

Xt that time, to the best of my knowledge, no.

Q wWhat was the projection, first of all, to population
increase?'

A | Under what zoning?

Q AT&T's application to’rezone, which was in the

spring or summer of 1972.

A I'm sure the exact figures on that are o?
the minutes of our meeting, but on the top of '
I couldn't tell you. |

Q You remember a projection was given?
A Not absolutely. I recall conversations concerning

population and what effect certain changes in the township

Q Is it your recollection that it was substantial

increase projected?

vi;ghis again is --
t?s application.

. ‘:" 881 .

Q  Not talking about the new Zoning Ordinance.
A Just the impact of AT&T.

Q Yes.
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duration of Sam's term. - |

Q As an alternate, were you an alternate to a
specific member of the Planning Board or just an alternate
generally? How did this work?

A I was an alternate Class 4, an:ﬂfx”f““

sure how it worked. I think I was anf:“
two regular members of the board. I
another alternate Class 4, which again had two other

reqgular members of the board.

¢ - When ATsT was applying for approval applymg |

‘to the Planning Board for its appllcatlon to rezone

111 ‘acres to R and O zone, was there a projection
given at any meeting as to a, the effect upon population,

fhe effect upon property values, c, effect upon

'_ﬁe character of the township?

Yes, I believe there was. I don't recall directly
hat the conversation was, but we had Mr. Agle's advice

and Mr. Bowlby's advice.

Q Mr. Agle is the township consultant, the planning
consultant?

A He's the planning consultant, that's correct.

Q And Mr. Bowlby is --

A The township counsel.

I guess.

Q Before going to the answers spec;flcéllylgéy;héée,
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A Not massively, ..no, the way I recall it.

Q You say not massively. Can you remember any
figure? A five, ten thousand or whatever?

A The township under its old Ordinance, I think we

were looking forward to something lik

of time, under the old Ordinance, don
but I think the figure of twelve, thi
mentioned, long-term, and we didn't -- well, I don't
think the figufe that was mentioned at that point was

much higher™ than that. =~ . .-

Q- Thé present populétion is approkimately 2,500,
is it?
A I believe so.

Was there a projection given as to the effect
ion property values?
I don't believe so.

Was there a projection given as to whether there
would be a change in character of Bedminster from rural
to any other character?

A I don't know if it was a projection. I'm sure
there was conversation. But as far as, you know, it's

very difficult to put a number on character. Character

SRR

is an esthetic term.

Q Well, I'm using the term characi

would it change from rural to urban as é résult of thiS
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! application? Was that mentioned?
2 A I think possibility of such a thing happening
' 3 was mentioned, but --

4 o) Was there an opinion that it would change from
3 rural?

6 A Well, it's changing every day
7 0 Well, I know that., I realize

8 saying that this would, I hope I'm using the right term;
2l precipitate it or hasten it to a different character

i0 :_fgﬁi ;ﬁfsi;_ o | : )

11 V-A . Well, again, I don't remember exactly, but.L

12 don't think the feeling was éhat it would accelerate it

13 dramatically.

Did you vote in favor of AT&T's application for
rezoning?
I beg your pardon?

To R and O.

18 A Did --

19 Q Did you vote in favor of their application?

20 A I voted in favor of the land under consideration
21 being made R and 0, because that's how it had been on
22 our Maéter Plan.

23 Q

24 A

25 Q 19652
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A '65, ‘64, somewhere in there. And in my own mind,
I felt that this should be R and 0. There's not much

else you can do with the land down there.

Q Was there any reason why you felt it should be

R and 0O?

A Well, mainly just the nature Q;,.
location of the land. It just seeme'fl et . B
do nothing else with it there, based on-ﬁy”anQIedge of
what sits. in that part of town.

Q - Well, wds'youi 6pinidn thdt'fﬁ'sﬁéuld be’éhangéd'
to R and O precipitated by AT&T;S applicétion or -had YOu‘
intended to do it anyway?

A AT&T had nothing to do with it. .

Are you stating, then, that you felt that this

jhould be rezoned to R and O strictly on your own opinion,

d that it was not brought about by the application of

A That's right.
0 The application of AT&T had no effect whateverl
upon your vote to make it R and O.

A No. In my own mind, it had been on the Master
Plan as R and 0 and it was taken off the M§§ter 2{§nilﬂ

and I always thought it should have bewf

el

to be on the plan.

0 Were you on the Planning Board in 1965 when'the
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Master Plan was adopted?

A No, I wasn't.

Q It was rezoned to residential at some point after
19652

A It wasn't rezoned. The Master iRl

You're confusing the Master Plan with/J ’f‘ Ince.

The Master Plan was the plan o: N
happen down the road direction.

Q Was there a change in the Master Plan for this

‘area, this 111 acres we'rée talking about.

A I think the -area you're.talking about was included

in the change.

Q Was included in the change.

Yes. |

When was the change made?

I don't really remember.

Was it made to residential?

A I think it was.

Q Now, we're talking about the Master Plan. What
about the Zoning Ordinance of Bedminster itself? The AT&T
application was to rezone to R and O, and that would

be from residential, is that correct?

A Yes, that's right.
Q when had it been zoned residen:w :

about the 111 acres or so.
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A To my knowledge, it always had been zoned

residential.
Q when the Planning Board -- or rather the Master
Plan was adopted in aproximately ‘65, were you on the

Planning Board?

A You asked me that question and

Q Did you attend a meeting at

on Main Street, Bedminster, and be . shown their mock-up

of the building they were going to erect?

AT Yes. . -

é ‘ Do you remember wheﬁ that‘was? .

A ‘ I know I was there, but I can't give you the
dates.

They opened their offices approximately November 197
puld that be about right?

Yes.

What was your first contact with AT&T's representati:
A My first contact, as I recall, was, it was on

the agenda of the Planning Board.

Q Or was it attending the meeting first, at AT&T's
offices?

A I'm not absolutely sure, but it seemed to me that

R

it came up at a regular point in the

Q Who were the gentlemen represery

A Mr. Huff is the only one I remember.

Q Mr. Pierce?

yjes?
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A I might have shook his hand or something,
Q Do you remember when it was that they appeared

at the Planning Board meeting?

A Not the exact date.

Q Was it sometime in the spring gufg

remember?

A I honestly do not know. .

Q What was your opinion of the pre§ioﬁs ioﬁing

Ordinance in Bedminster? - I'm talking about what's

‘commonly khown as’ the five acre Zoninhg drdiﬁanée}laé‘“"

éo its wdxkability, it'a defnndabilityﬁ

A Well, I'm not a lawyer, and I‘m not # buildef.

Q But, you're a Planning Board member.

Well, I'm a Planning Board member, true.

You know, it was a conceptlthat I think is
;»giﬁning to be outlived by realities, you know, the
modern age.

Q Did you have an opinion as to whether it could be
defended or had you heard an opinion given as to whether
it could be defended in a court action of Alan Dean?
Defended successfully.

A I'd say no to both sections of

the question
‘#f i L4 N “g: ;‘L~.

don't know whether it could be defend
you know, given an opinion as to whet]

Q Well, did the Planning Board attorney give an
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opinion to the Planning Board members as to whether he
felt the Ordinance could be successfully defended in
the suit of Alan Dean?

A I believe, yes, our counsel thought, you know,

phrased with the proper hedge clausesjiiiiey R asgiance .

Q Could be successfully defendef
A I believe so, yes.
Q '~ Did you dispute his opinion or did you question

it and did you have a different opinion?

A’ 1 aian't dispute his opinion and not being a

. lawyer, I, you know --

Q But, did you express é‘moment ago, your opinion

that you did not think it could be defended?

I didn't say that. I said I didn't know, my

“[wn personal point of view, I thought it was a little

B utaated.

In considering the applicgtion, first of all of
AT&T to rezone, did the Planning Board have before it the
petitions opposing it, signed by some 700 citizens?

A Was that petition presented to either the

Chairman of the Planning Board or to the secretary?

Q Yes.
A Then it was in front of us, yeg
Q Did you take into account the Euflg3

signatures opposing it?
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A I'm sure we did.

Q what was done with regard to the petitions? Did
you feel that this should be adopted in view of the
attitude expressed in the petitions?

.\ I really don't recall. I'm s siboiciiibiig

weight to the attitude displayed in

o] Well, was it your opinion tha': T?H'
total figure represented a total greater than one half

of the registered voters in Bedminster?

A Yes.

o And you still voted for the application.
A Well, you'ré not supposed to, from what I'm

told, you're not supposed to plan by referendum.
| And that was going to be my next question.

Was there a suggestion to be a referendum held
this application?

Not to my knowledge.
Q When did the Planning Board first commence
consideration of the new Zoning Ordinance in Bedminster?
A I thinrk it was around -- I'm not really sure.

Mid-November '72.

Q '72. A

Q What instigated it?

A Well, a lot of things, I suppoi
Q Can you name some? "
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‘ 1 A Well, I don't know what the new real cataiyst

2 was, but it just seemed to be the time to start looking
3 at something like this.
4 We've had our professional advisers bringing it
5 up as food for thought,.and I think ben
6 from there.
7 Q Well, in your opinion, it's aél
8 to prepare an entirely new Zoning Ordinance for an
9 entire community, is it not?

‘16] A True, true. -

11 | Q And what, in yéur Opinién, was the mofivéting
12 cause of considering the new Ordinance?
13 . A Well, I really don't know. This started at

e chairman's level or some other --
You know, then whether it was the chairman or the
1lanning expert or who first brought it up? .

No, I think it was probably, you know, a consensus,

18 'several conversations.

19 0 Was there pressure from residents of Bedminster for
20 a Zoning Ordinance, new Zoning Ordinance?

21 A Not to my knowledge.

22 Q And as far as you can recall, ;h e

23 the township, and I'm talking about té? v

24 requesting that the Ordinance be scra{‘ z g

25 Ordinance be eliminated and this new zéning Ordinaﬁéé be

adopted.

R
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1 A No.

2 o} From what area or direction did the concept
3 of this new Ordinance come? Did it come from the
4 planner? Did it come from any other source?

5 A Well, there was a sub-committeiillERERiNRN
6 the planner and legal counsel. Got

7

many, many hours deciding what our caiiji

8 with the help of the planner and the legal man.

9 Put the whole thing together over some time.
10 Q'_ "'ﬁére }6u“; ;eﬁﬂefiof tﬁihjéommiﬁﬁeéé |

1 a ves. o
12y o Was the committee appointed by the Planning Board

13 . chairman?
Yes.
When was it appointed?

I can't give you the exact date, but I'd say,

mid~-November ‘'72.

18 Q I believe Mr. Graff was a member with you.
19 A That's correct.

20 Q And Mr. Agle and Mr. Bowlby?

21 A Yes.

22 Q Where did you hold meetings?

23 A At my house, Mr. Graff's house

24 Mr. Graff's house. »

25 Q These were evening meetings.
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A Evening meetings or Saturday afternoon, Sunday
afternoon.
Q Did you have consultants or planners attend your

meetings, or was Mr, Agle the planner?

A We had Mr. Agle there, and wei?ﬁf"ﬁ
there, I'd say most every time.
Q Did you have any other expertsj

your meetings?

137

A We had the chap from the Upper Raritan Watershed.

Q  ‘Peter Larson? ;" - A That's right. -

Q- This Ordinance as presented, was it modeiéd on

any particular Orxrdinance?

A Well, as anything like this, I'm sure, you know,
'flét of it was modeled on something that preceded it,
 ;1ot of it we tried to design to our local situation.
l | Well, do you know of your own knowledge whether
was modeled after any Ordinance in any particular
location in New Jersey or elsewhere?

A Well, as I said before, a minute ago, it was
partially based upon, I think, the ratio concept, I
believe, don't hold me to this, is what has been used

in New York City for many years.

names of which, I'm sorry, escape me.

0 Who wrote the Ordinance? Was it written generally
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1 by Mr. Bowlby?
2 A The legal terminology was written by Mr. Bowlby.
3 Q The Ordinance was taken up at the meeting of
4 February 1973, at which time it was voted upon, is that
5 right?
6 a What date in February?
7 Q Well, I don't mean to suggest;;f,
8 believe it was a~meeting of February 26, 1973, does
9 that sound correct?
110' : A;‘: .i.één;t'teli’YOﬁ,.bécﬁnéé I'was‘iﬂ Sﬁﬂ.Juah;
11-  .Puerﬁo Rico. I left the 25th and I didn't ‘get b&ck
12|| until the 10th of March.
13. Q Were you present when the vote was taken, then,

"fln the Ordinance?

Yes, I was.

If the vote was taken February 26, --

Well, maybe -- let me see. I know I was away
18 'the last two or three days of February and the early
19 part of March.
20 Q Well,-do you recall, did you or did you not vote
21 on the Planning Board in favor of this Ordinance or
22 against it?

23 A I'm almost sure I voted for it
24 Q Did you attend a meeting of thf'

25 a vote?
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1 A Could you check the file? Six months is a long
2 time ago. |

3 Q Well, you didn't vote by proxy or some other way.
4 A No, I know I didn't do that.

5 (Discussion off

6 (After discussiof

7 Q Did the pendency of the Alan I

8 pendency of the AT&T application still before the

9 Township Committee bring about consideration of a
‘llbi"'ﬁéw'ZOQihg ordinance for Bedminster? DO you know if

lf théy were the motivating causes?

12 A No, I don't.

13 Q In your opinion, did you feel those two matters,

pr did they in your opinion cause you to feel that the

iownship should be rezoned in its entirety?

No.

) Did the fact that the Alan Dean suit was pending
18 and that the AT&T application was still before the
19 Township Committee for final decision have any bearing
20 on your willingness to adopt a new Zoning Ordinance?
21 A No.
22 Q You don't think so?
23 A No.
24 Q Was there any request by citi;:
25 walk of life in Bedminster to have the new Orainghce
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in Bedminster?
A Not that I saw.
Q Was the reason, then, I believe you stated a

while ago, that you felt the five acre concept was

A Well, being a little out of d-;f .
the new concept was a lit;le more rea:

Q I'm referring now to the new Zoning Ordinance,

which was adopted 1n Aprll 1973 - What, 1n your opinlon,

~effect wxll that have on populatlon growth 1n Bedminster?
A Compared to what?

Q Well, in 'your opinion, will it decelerate or
accelerate population growth in Bedminster;_over what
;e‘normal would be? And I don't know what the normal
jould be. I'm asking, generally, your opinion.

Do you think it would bring about a population

*hcrease?
A I don't think it will.
Q Did you receive a report from Mr. Douglas Mc Elroy

of Bernardsville, at any time, in the last year as to
population growth in Bedminster?

A We received a lot of things durj

I suppose if it were sent through norm

received it and read it.

Q And do you remember a projection for population
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. A Yes.
2 Q Was a suggestion made at the Planning Board meetings
3, that the approval was too hasty, that there should be a
4 delay of further consideration?
5 A I don't recall.
6 Q Do you know whether Mr. Elliot?iJ
7 member of the Planning Board, requestéékﬁﬁaéyﬁéfé'time
8 be taken before adoption of the Ordinance?
‘,9. A ..IgKQOW'sr. Haller's .feelings on théfthing,nbut - T
10 'iﬁ'answer to your question, I.dqn't know. | .
11 Q "~ Do you know whether before the vote was t&keh
12 at your Planning Board meeting when the proposed new

w@idinance was approved, that there were already at

fast seventeen amendments under consideration, amendments
4 this Ordinance?

The figure may not be correct. Seventeen or

17 nineteen or twenty.

18 A I thought something like that came up afterwards,

19 after we got a public response from the initial --

20 Q There was a public meeting on the Ordinance March 5,

21 || 1973, is that right?

22 A Correct.
23 Q That was held in the Bedminster}
24 A Yes,

25 Q Had the Planning Board voted in favor of adopting
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this Ordinance before the March fifth meeting?

. said before that it was the 26th of February,
asking me?

¥ really asking you, because I can't be sure.

A Well, I thought you had the minutes from our
meetings.
Q Well, I can tell you this. I use that date,

because that date was given in prior testimony today.

A Okay.
Q Do you want the gquestion read?
A Yes.
(Whereupon, pending questi-!
back by the reporter.)
A I believe they had.
Q When were these proposed amendments, seventeen

or‘twenty or whatever, first éroposed for this Ordinance?

A" - The way I recalled itiis,the-amendmenté*came"-'"'~

from comments from members of the public in attendance
§t this pggting in early March, and also to the Planning
| ?-rrived subsequent to the meeting.

adoption of the Ordinance did not take place
l 1973, is that correct?

A I don't know. That was the Township Committee.

Q Did the Planning Board members feel that the

Ordinance, the new Ordinance must be adopted without
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incorporating the seventeen amendments into it?

I don't recall. I think it was the Township

¢ but that's just recollection.

"l§s a fact, is it not, that ﬁhe new Ordinance

55
-- strike that.

was noé
It is a fact, isn't it, that the seventeen to
twenty amendments to the Ordinance were proposed guite
sometime prior to the final adoption of the Ordinance.
MR. ENGLISH: Proposed by whom?

MR. STRONG: Well, I'll com

THE WITNESS: Would you re
that, please?
Q Who proposed the seventeen to twenty or g
amendments to the new Zoning Oréinance?

A Well, as I‘said, they came about through the

-that attended that meeting,. and. also bg.people,who=had-'

sent letters to the Planning Board.

19 Q Did the Planning Board have these under consideratio

*E-fore the adoption, final adoption of the

bce in April 19732

¥, they did.

Q What, if any, reason was there why the new Zoning
Ordinance was not amended before adoption to include the
amendments, rather than to have amendments tacked on

afterwards?
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A There was some legal problem, I believe.

ou know what the legal problem was?

I don't.

, did it have anything to do with publication
or anythiné of this sort?

A ngl, again --

Q Was it your opinion that the Ordinance should be
adopted before -- adopted without the amendments
incorporated into it?

A That was -- you know, that decision was il

the Township Committee.

Q Is it your opinion that this new Zoning (N

was adopted as an accommodation for Alan Dean
its suit or for AT&T to permit it to come into Bedminster?

A No.

Q Was your vote to approve this new Oordinance in

-any-wayzbasedgupqn_eénSideraﬁion of. the Alan Dean 5suit- - ;f

that was pending and that AT&T's application was pending

before the committee?

- N
S

MR. STRONG: That's all I have.
MR. ENGLISH: I have no queétions.
(Whereupon, depositions adjourned

at 4:10 p.m.)
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SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION - SOMERSET COUNTY
DOCKET NO. L-277000-72

ASSOCIATION OF BEDMINSTER CITIZENS, a )
corporation of New Jersey, :

Plaintiffs,

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP O
BEDMINSTER, THE PLANNING BOARD OF THEg
TOWNSHIP OF BEDMINSTER, and THE TOWNSTES
OF BEDMINSTER, a Municipal corporation,

Defendants. )

I, RICHARD C. GUINTA, the officer before whom_
thg foregding depositions were taken, ao hereby certify
}hat the witnesses whose testimony appears in the foregoing
;epositions were duly sworn by me, and that said depositiong,
are a true réco:d of the testimony given by said witnesses;
that I am neither attorney nor counsel for nor related
to or emp;oyed by any of the parties to the action in
which the depositions were taken; and further that I

am not financially interested in the action.

RICHARD . TR ¥ "
Notary Public and ‘CSNMEledsShariiiind
Reporter of the State“of 'ew Jersey




