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DEPOSITIONS UPON

ORAL: EXAMINATION .
i OF :

ANN SIEMINSKI

PAUL* F. GAVIN

*e

e .

a municipal corporation of
the State of New Jersey, and
THE TOWNSHIP OF BEDMINSTER

PLANNING B@ARD, :

L 23

P
,.-'v

" Defendants.

.

TRANSCRIPT of the depositions of Ann Sieminski and
Pa@l F. Gavin, witnesses,-cglled for Oral Examination‘by the
pléintiff in the aboveFentitled action, said'depositionS-beiTg
taken pursuant to Rulés govgrning Civil Practice in the Courts
of New Jersey by and before IRVING SABOR, a Notary Public andg ;
Ceftified Shorthand Reporter of the State of New Jersey, at the
office of William W. Lanigan, Esq., 59 South. Finley Avenue, |
Basking Ridge, New Jersey, on Tuesday, November 2, 1971,
commencing at 10:00 o'clock in the forenoon.
Appearances:

WILLIAM W, LANIGAN, ESQ., and
DANIEL F. O'CONNELL, ESQ.,
Attorneys for Plaintiff.

EDWARD D, BOWLBY, ESQ., and

MC CARTER & ENGLISH, ESQS.,
By NICHCLAS CONOVER ENGLISH, ESQ.,
Attorneys for Defendants,




5’ .éiéminski-direct = b
f’ 1 A i Since the very begj.nn of the Planning Board., é |
ﬁ “5’2 Q When - was. the begi.}vning of the Planning Boa.ré?
3 A The first entry here is the orga.nization meeting dated
ia| Buouat o, 1950, ‘ ]
. i LB ‘agu'% T l 2
1 ;A NNY SIEM T N*S*‘K gfmhavihg been duly’ sworn “according
) ' W’to “Taw by the Office:r} ?&:estified as fOllOWS’ RN
:-3' ‘ I O T 14k rma 2 s meee Wl e e r M:‘” 1
4 iDiRE‘.CT EXAMINATION%BY*MR OYgONNELL: ' "omdn v dment
5! ;{ 0 ghe "Mrgl Sieminski, 'Y’ am' sure that your ‘attorney; Mr¥ |
6!l !Eﬁg“li.éﬁ”‘haé explained what’ the idea of "theé' depositions are
7} Egi';hfn.s morni;ig . We ‘abre “trylng to proceed with discévery ’?*so‘f e ’3‘1" ’
gl Eitffa't’ ‘thé “breadth "of the''questions are 'quite wide and the’
8i a,dmissibility is not the question here and what we are tryin;’ |
10¢ 'to do ‘is to de‘termine “8ohme of the past history of the Planni 1% ;
111 ‘.I%Board and in thé;t: Tégar&““"’i‘irst’ T ‘would 1ike' to ask ‘you yovf;
121 are the secreta¥y’to the Planning Board?
mr A Yes. Mo, COBONNELLE  de vnte taa o v et gat bf
141 fl Q@  How'long hiveé''you béen the secretary to the Planning iy’ .
15 i !Board‘? A" 'YiSince "1966,"the beginning of 166,
16° i Y@ T In your capacity as secretary to the Blanning Board)
17 & ‘;Ls it your responsibility ‘to keep the minutes 'and records ofl's
18l ;;bhe‘ Planning Board? ' A "M% Yes, ’ ST ety
19 I 1 Q" Do &61}. keep the minites and records?™ ' 77
2 A Yes, EatRE ' S
21 Q Are those documents in front of you the minutes
22 la.nd records of the Planning Board? A Yes.
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CERTIFICATE

OF 8FFICER

1, IRVING SABOR, a Notary Public and Certified
Shorthand Reporter of the State of New Jersey, do hereby
Shorthand Re
certify that prior to the commencement of the examination
the wltnesses, ANN SIEMINSKI and PAUL F. GAVIN, were sworn
by me to téstify the:truth,'the whole truth and nothing but |.
the truth, ~ |
| ﬁ I DO FURTHER GERTIfY that the foregbing is a
trué and cbrrect transcript Qf the testimony as taken
stenographically by and before me at the time, place and on
the date hereinbefore set forth.

I DO FURTHER CERTIFY that I am neither a relative
nor employee nor attorney nor counsel of elther of the

parties to this action, and that I am neither a relative nor

employee of such attorney or counsel, and that I am not

-
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(Discussion oﬂf the record. )
MR, _'CONNELL, Back on the. record.

Q 'I am reading from the zoning ordinance of the
Township of Bedminster. On page iS there is a legend
indicating the history of the ordinance itself.

It states it was adopted December 30, 1946 and amended
November 17, 194T.

‘There was no Planning anrd at that time, so there would

"be no minutes to reflect what occurred at that time, but
there is noted here there was a revision to the zoning
ordinance on December 18’,1950 which could be reflected in
-the minutes of the Planning Board since it was in existence

on August 2, 1950. g

iNow, Mrs. Sieminski, could you see if in fact there was

any public hearing of the Planning Board on the December 18,

1950 revision to the zoning ordinance.

I don't. see anything in the minutes that would 1ndicate

a public hearing in 1950._;

i}Q-i‘ The next revision noted in the history is February
20, 71956 Do your records 1ndicate a public hearing of the
Planning Board prior to that amendment to the zoning ordinanfe?

It could be any time prior to the February 20th date. |

It might even be in 1955, the latter part of 1955.

‘g¢|| A Here is a notation, not of a public hearing, of a sub

25 comnmittee that was --..
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Sieminskl-direct R Wé ' 6

is what X have read in essenee.
y Y 4

| Q@ Do the minutes reflect any provisions for any | other

_____

A Not as appears here

A - That may quez

1ater, but not in this particular segment. | f ;?f}f
Q  For any mult1~family dwellings? { b
MR, ENGLISH. Your question relates I think t
. the minutes of January 237 -

. MR, 0'CONNELL° 5 I am still &n the January 23,

v",;
4

1956 minutes.

|"‘A . No, there is nothing.‘ ;ﬁ;

Q Again going back to the history, there is a stateme

that there was a revislon toqthe zoning ordinance on June 18

<

1956,

Do your minutes of«the Planning Board, and necessarily
it would be prior to the. June 18th adoption date, reflect
any public hearing of the Planning Board in relation to this
revision, this June 18, 1956 revision, of the ordinance?

MR, ENGLISH: Is your question limited to a
public hearing, Mr., O'Connell? |

Q Is there any record of any other hearing, any
other meeting of the Planning Board in relation to --

My first question is, are there any minutes at a public

hearing in relation to this particular zoning amendment of

That's all the records reflect .

nt (-
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1956 June 18th that you hage been able to locate 1nf

‘records, any of your xecordg?

meeting of May the 28th, 1956. There is a resolution.

lengthy.

Sieminshi direct
G |

x» o f
¥ ¥
5 Q b

Do your minutes reflect any meeting of the Planning Boarg

in relation to this particular zoning amendment of June 18thp

L%

MR. ENGLISH: We will try to answer your flrs
question.
MR, O'CONNELL: All right.

A Yes, there scems to be a reference here of a regular
How much of this do you want me to cover? It's rather

MR O'CONNELL. - Can we mark that into the
i reéord then° off the record.
(Discussion off the record.) -
Q Those are the May 28, 1956 minutes for the public
hearing. iA Yes. . Qf

MR. O'CONNELL We will mark them.

(Minutes of regular meeting of Planning Board
dated Ma.y 28, 1956 received and marked P-1 fox"
identification ) |

Q Do your minutes reflect during the time period --
I think you have‘gone:tﬁrough the minutes pretty thoroughly
-~ from the January 23rd 1etter to the Township Commitﬁee

and the May 28, 1956 meeting of the Planning Board?

Do your minutes reflect any other discussions, whether 1&4
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1 June 18 1956 amendment?

“of February 23, 1956 there

Siemihski'direct'

be a public meetipg or an agenda meeting or a private meetin

of the Planning Board whic‘hxeflects any reference to either‘
the prior amendment, the February 20th amendment, or the

‘léA From the regular meeting
a paragraph here, "Chairgan: 1

Bourne aﬂvised that the dra__ of the revision of the zening"

| ordinance is ready for the consideration of the Planning

Board. - The secretary then distributed copies to the members
preeent. The Chairman requested that all members acquaint
theﬁselves with the contents.of the revision and that a
meeting'be'held on Monday, April 30, 1956 at eight p.m. to
furtherfdiscuss the revision."

fQ There 1s reference made to an April 30th meeting.
A Yes,.

Q Are there any minutes for the April 30th meeting?

A ﬁo,’there are none, |

.vQ Are there any references to that meeting or any of

the dlscussions that occurred at that meeting?

A No.
Q Are there any reasons in the minutes given for the
revision prior to the May 28th minutes? | A No. " That

seems to be the only thing in the minutes.

- Q Now, Mrs. Sieminski, subsequent to the May 28th

‘meeting, do your minutes reflect any other discussion of

either the June 18th revisien to the zoning ordinance or any
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' would like you to read them
ihere to a regular meeting of October 28, 1957. Do you want

to reed 147 B ‘_ . 'ﬁ

Sieminski direct “ o

!

other revision to the zonin_'":ordinance9

Again reading £rom the higtory, the next official notatic
of an amendment to the ordinance was December 2nd, 1957, but

I would 1ike you to go through your minutes prior to that

‘date to see if there were any;other discussions. If so, I
%

Aft There is a reference

g : Mrs. Sieminski, the meeting of October 28, 1957
refers to which ordinance amendment? Does it refer to the
December 2, 1957 amendment? Is there any reference?

A No, it doesn't seem to state what particular reference.

Q‘ Do the minutes reflect what the amendment to the

zoning ordinanoe is?. A No, it does not.
Q Does it give any reasons for recommending the
amendment? AL No, there is no reason stated here. I

'ﬂ

see no reason stated here. E
Q . Are there any othei.references subeeqqent to the
October 28th meeting to any amendment to the zoning ordinanc

A Yes,

Q Please tell us what the meeting is.
A This is a regular meeting of December 22, 1958, I will
read the two paragraphs. "Mr. Edward Ball of Route 206,
Bedminster, New Jersey appeared before the board in the matt

of a request for an extension of the business zone to i)

241

e

\t7)
)

34
b




| /Sleminsi, 10

;; - inclgde the land preséntly pred by him on the easterly sidel
?é" : vz of" S?ate Highway 206, south the Lamington Road intersecti?n.
EE f o gl "Mr. Ball stated that heg as operated a business at this
;? ol P loca%ion for eighteen years, and is presently the owner of a
| 5: usiqess classified ai amnon;conforming use, |
! | -é - ”The Chairman adviseé Mﬁ? Ball this matter would have t0>%
73‘ ‘;; 5 .| Pe referred to ‘the’ Township Gommittee. He suggested that
%: o 8 Mr. Ball furnish & map showing the requested zonling change
g; . to the Township Committee in: order that they might give
?% 10 consideration to his request.
ﬁi " rMayor Ten Eyck noted that a number of Pluckemin residents
;ik g werefprgsent.at the meeting and advised those present that
ig .lé tthe @atter of thefhxtension of the Pluckemin business zone ig
*é 14‘ unde; conslderation.

is ‘Mr. Wiley advised that an smendatory ordinance will be

6 introduced after the 18t of the year."
.j B - , ? Is there any other;%eference to any other zone‘chan%e
v | in that particular minute? = A o

19 Q There is mentioned in that partigular last paragraph

2 that an ordinance amendment to the ordinance would be

introduced.

21 : ‘

2 Could youssee 1if your minutes of the Planning Board

2 reflect any discussion, be it either a private or public

24 meeting, relating to that particular amendment.

2 MR, O'CONNELL: Mark this first.




Sieminski direct F' § iﬁ We 11

! ; %‘ (Minutes of regular meeting of January: 26 1956;
g fg. ' received and marke‘ -2 for identification. )
; 3‘ ‘é"él : The history on pag@% 5 again of the Zoning Ordinancet |
;1 1refl;cts an amendment ofiMaren 16, 1959 of Article V, Section 2. ;
f;t | Was that particular mee@ing of January 26, did that refleet i
;t 5the Planning Beard‘s diseus$; n of that particular emendment ? '
g (| OF are there other discussiene in your minutes? |
8 I think we can , make reference to this. Which meeting is
g thaty A The regular meeting of February 23, 1959,
10 Q Do the minutes_of tnat particular meeting make
ﬁ refe%ence to a zoning amendment? A Yes. It indicatef
-‘J;é‘ thaﬁéa resolution was,paeseg: Would you like me to read the
1;; resolution as it wes.paseed?(
™ Q Would ypu: pleese. A "Be it resolved by
é 18 the ?1anning Board of the Tewnship of Bedminster in the County
é, 18 of S?merset; New Jerseyﬂtha;%the proposed ordinance entitled|
?- 17 'an ?rdinancento amend and egpplement an ordinance entitled
18 'an erdinance,;imiting 21l and restricting two specified
19 districts and regulating therein buildings and structures
20 according to their construction and the volume and nature and
21 extent of their use, regulating and restricting the height,
22 number of stories and size of buildings and other structures|,
regulating and restricting the size of lot, plots and of
24 yards and other open spaces and the density of population,
s regulating and restricting the location, use and extent of use




e SRS

5 ,penalties for_violation;thergof in the Township of Bedminstep,
T, i : e

- JEN

|l in the County of Somerset. 3

rAdopted December 30, 1946 as amended November 17,. 1947,
: December 18, 1950, February 20 1956, June 18 1956 and

;Novepber 18 1957, and the amended zoning map attached ‘heretp
. 3 oA
‘ ';)and mede a part hereto be approved by this boerd and returneﬂ

i ¢ § .
to the Township Committee for further action.g

!

5 r.,.. ¢

i

:QQ - In those mlnutes, are ‘there any comments by the
T ‘Pla.rming Board as to the rea.sons" A No. That is the

e 3 14 extent of the,infOrmation on; that.

v

15 iQ This is the Feoruery -- | A February 23, 1959
18 Lﬁ .Your minutes which you heve gone through do not
17 ref;ect_any other revisions other than the ones we have
18 marﬁed as P-1 end P-2lto‘thejzoning ordinance;‘more specificplly -
i9 any reference to the R-5 Zone. A No. : |

20 Q . Or the business zone. A Nothing other than

21 | what we have given you.

g ‘Q There are no references to any office or research
e §p N .
:i - ‘ 23 | zone, A ”; No, nothing in specific discussion no.
. 24 Q Going on again with the history of the zoning

25 | ordinance, which I might note for the record is completely
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ilhe next'amendment ﬁha <
It is ‘our understanding that was an amendment to the Zening

Ordinance in 1966.
-é MR, ENGLISH: . If I may interrupt, I see in

~the history of the zoning ordinance appended to the
; o o » ; e

960.

T el i B R e
e A 3

-~g Could “you. please check your minutes then to see if
theré is any discussion subéﬁluent to February 1959. This
is October 1960, J
| MR. O'CONNELL: - Let's make reference to this
and I wlll have them copied.

(Minutes of regular meeting of Jq;y 25, 1960
received and marked P-3 for identification.)

(Minutes of regular meeting of September 26,
1960 received and marked P-4 for identification.)
Q; Previous meetings which have been marked for
identificatinn of July 25, 1960 and September 26 1960 refer
to an 9mendment to the ordinance.

I would assume it is the October 17, 1960 amendment,

but there is no reference to it. A No specific refersg

have noted hereais May 16 1966,

P ad

nce
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ggdete up until the May 16 1966 date and see 1f there are

5any

12,

. : 4
oW !

;Sieminski ~-direct i - ; 14

B

i
'Q .+ Again the history reflects the amendment to the

P

5-cnc'd.‘i.na,nce as May 16, 1966 I would appreciate it if you

| would go through the minutes from the September 26, 1960

references to any othe iscussions subsequent to the

e e e

5 adoption of the amendment on any reference to any future

i

amendment.
5 .

. MR, ENGLISH: Off the record.
_(Discussion off the record.)
. MR, O'CONNELL: Back on the record.

'}Q Mrs.‘Sieminski, in your capaclty as the secretary

to the Planning Board and the keeper of the minutes, so to

speak, we are interested in finding any reference to any
public hearings or private meetings of the Planning Board

relating to the zoning changes.

ngain I will refer to the history of the zoning ordinanc

" since this is the only thing we have at our disposal as to

when there were zoning shanges.
"If, to your knowledge, there were other zoning changes,
I would appreciate that you refer to those particular minute
but the nekt amendment that we have noted in the history |
occurred in May of 1966.
Do your minutes reflect any public hearing or any privat

hearings of the Planning Board or public meetings of the

Vthat I can see other than what is on those pages. o y:f

W

141}
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| records here and I would aseume that there was discussion

prior ‘to the adoption. é

| ;i eHow far ahead of time you raised this point I would assyme

it occurred sometime 1n the early part of 1966. Again I

"don't know. A _:f Special meeting of May 6, 1964,

!

Af"Cqunsel Bowlby reported on the meeting of the subcommittee

on:zoning held on April 24 196H Counsel reviewed the

»

committee's findings after discussion at that meeting. '
| "Mr. Agle explalned the contents of the land use map. |
Colonel Field suggested that the board be glven an opportuni
to"study the proposal of the subcommitteelon zoning and that
the boardihave‘ah opportupity‘to'stﬁdy the individual map
to;be furnished for use Qg:each board member,
: "Mr. Agle showed colored slides comprising aerial

photographs of the entire land area of the township.

"Chairman Fales suggested that individual proposed zonin

maps and copies of the zoning committee minutes be made
a?ailable to each member‘of the board."
i AN

Q  Would you make reference to that and read that lowe
portion. A This is a special meeting of May 25, 1964
"Mr. Agle distributed land use maps to each of those persons

present at the‘meeting.

4
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upgrading the zones adjacent;to the new highways.

Sieminski direct ? ;gi . 16 ia;

WMrs Ashmun suggested that consideration: be given to
i i3 ;

"Mr. Agle suggested five acre zoning along the major

: e;’b,fi
; 3,". R

"Chairman Fales requested that the subcommittee on

community facilities plan to hold a meeting priOr to the

nextrregular meeting of the Planning Board."

Q ; Mrs.,Sieminski, are there any reasons given in thos{

A} Jnte

minutes by Mr. Agle as to why he suggested an upgrading to
five.acre zoning? A - No, there is nothing set forth
here. |

é :Are there any discussions noted in the minutes by
members of the Planning Board for the upgrading°
A Nothing other than what I have read, no.

MR, O'CONNELL: Will you mark that P-5.

A~

(Minutes of special meeting of February 8,.1965
received and marked P-5 for identification.)

Q Would you Jjust nake reference to thaﬁ. Would you
read the comments of Mr. Agle. Start at the beginning therej
A Regularlmeeting of February 24, 1965, "The Chairman
appointed Messrs. Aglé, Slater, Ten Eyck & Counsel Bowlby to
a committee whose function it will be to prepare the
recommendations of the Planning Board and Advisory Committee

for presentation to the Planning Board, Township Committee

and the public.
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Sieminski-direct ._ a7

'"Mr.;Agle disqussed proposed zoning changes in the.

v\

Lamington, Pottersville, Pluckemin and Bedminster areas,

ﬁColonel Field requested that Mr. Agle prepare a small

{

print of the changes proposed in commercial zones for

i ~.'",,-

distxibution to Qhe Planning;Board and Advisory Committee.

Mr. Agle agreed to furnish sqch maps," ﬁ

Q

Would you just read the second paragraph thereof.

The date of that meeting was . what?

A

Special meeting|.

of March 8, 1965. -

"Those present discussed the possible

expsnsion of the business zone around the intersectlon at
Bedminster Village; ‘Mr.'Agle recommended possible expansion |
of t#e business zone at the discretion of the:Board, althougé‘
he did.not.feelpthat'it iS'ppesently necessary. |

”Colonel Field expressed the opinion that the landowners
along Somerville .Road could object commercial use at the
rear of thelr properties. S |

"Mr. Ten Eyck also objected to the expansion of the
business zone on the southeast and southwest portion of the
intersection, | |
| "Mr. Agle thought possibly that zoning boundaries should
be extended to property line boundaries.

"It was on motion by Chairman Fales, seconded by Mr.
Ballantine and carried that the business zone in Bedminster
Village retain its status qguo and that the Master Plan note

that expansion may be necessary in the future,"




Sieminski airect | . 18 |
""% fQ i Mrs. Sieminski; 1e there any reference to an officeiaﬁ
_5and research zone in that particular special meeting9'
’;A{ No, I don't see any reference._ ‘ ’

QQ f Would you please read that one paragraph. .}nf R

This is from.the regula meeting of November 22, 1965.

‘»’ ‘t’

g ti | .ji; Mayor Kean then submitted a report as acting ehairman of thei
| f; committee on zoning, a subcommittee of the Planning Board. -
; He requestedvthat e resolution be adopted by the Planning

9 Boarg recommending to the Township Committee that the Mayor

15 and some other properly authorized person be directed to tak

1Y

11 | immediate steps under the Green Acres and Housing and Home
12 | Finance Act to obtain federal and state funds for the purchaTef
‘ié of open space as indicated on the Master Plan;

14 "He further advised that it is the recommendation of the

o
(4]

15 || subcommittee on zoning that application be made for assistanw
16 | and continued planning.

1§ "He suggested that the Planning Board should seek finds

W -

ig under these state programs sponsered by the Division of Statf
19 and Regional Planning to the Depertment of Conservation and
20 | Economic Development at a cost of $2,500 to the township and
'91 | an equal cost to the state each year of the contract term.
22 "Chairman Fales noted that it would seem advisable to

23 | continue Mr.'Agle's services,

2; "Mr. Agle advised that he would plan to‘ettend every

o5 | meeting of the Planning. Board and an equal amount of special
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meetdngs.
j%of the Pl&hniﬂgnBoapd._}

, Planning Board recommend to the Township Committee that an

obtaining of any Green Acre funds? A No. It was

A 'No, there 1s not.

A ks

Sieminski—direet . S j 19

>

‘gThe Meyor read iteml contained in the agreements proposéd.

"Counsel Bowlby recommended that a planner be on the staff

.

seconded and carried that the

i"It wa.s regulerly mQVed:*

i‘

agreement be signed with the Div151on of State and Reglonal
Planning for the item of continued planning with state aigd."
'Q Mrs. Sieminski, do you know 1f your minutes reflect

any?actual adoption of that or signing of that contract or

only a resolution paseed to the effect that application be
made to the Green Acres program for funds to purchase open
space land, but there is nothirig other than that.

-Q Is there any specific mention of any particular

property to which this money would be applled?

VQ To your knowledge, were any funds ever obbained
by the township for this purpose? A I can only say
that there were, but I could not state definitely.

Q Could you Just capsulize for the record what this
was in reference to and then we will make a copy of it and
the meeting date., A The regular meeting of January
24, 1966, it was a presentation of a petition to the Planning

Board signed by forty-elght residents of Bedminster Township
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;use of that property?

ﬁpetition.

Zasking the Planning Board to ‘reconsider their recommendation'gf
'ﬁfor conversion of the: triangle bound by U.S. 202 and 206

?and Lamington Road.v ,

Q In essence, what was the Planning Board's proposed

Herq'is the thing, the

1
A i

Q Could you read the petition, the reason behind it.

A "We, the undersigned residents of the Township of

'Bedminster, petition the Township Committee and the Planning

Boar§ to reconsgider the recommendation for conversion of the
tfiangle boundéd'by'U.S..an, U.S, 206,@nd Lamington Road
(Cou?ty.Road 523) for the following reasons:

thumber one. The site in question would constitute a
hazard to public safety in that access and egress are via
twd state highﬁayé and one major county road. The future
of tpese roads 1s not controllable by the Township of
Bedminster. |

;&Numbér twn.é The land in question is now primarily
devnted to residential use, having a good deal of the
esthetic value which we feel desirable to maintain.

"Number three. We expect the area to be further degrade
by the lack of enforcement of regulations governing business
property. The lack of enforcement is evident in several

business properties constructed after the adoption of the

existing Zoning Ordinance.
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.fNumber four. The prop0§ed business zone .is in an area

‘which is now aaturated from the standpoint of populatlon

igrowth and will nqt effectively serve the anticipated growth|

and population to the west of the site.

A shepping dlstrict in this area will

E J v

$h
”Number‘fxve

;completely neéate'the effect of the park land site being
tcrea%ed to provide an attracklve entrance to the Village of
Bedminster from the south, " |
;?H;Q Mrs. Sieminski, the minutes which I would like to
markJas P—6, do they reflect the discussion of the Planning
Board in response to that petition? A Well, there
seemed to be some number of comments from various members
in ﬁhe audience at that time I guess relative to that petiti
Q Was there action taken by the Planning Board at tha
particular meeting? A No, there does not seem to be -
any action taken, Just listening to the comments from the
public. |
Q Is there any reference to an officé and research
zone in this area in their discussion?
1MR. ENGLISH: Could I suggést that since you
propose to mark the minutes, there is the best

answer.

Q If there is no reference in there, we will then mar]
it as P-6, A Well, there does not seem to be any

actual reference from what I can see., Most of the residents
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' formal action taken by the@Board, no.

;;reflect action by the Board either on this particular questif
;for again on the 1966 amendment to the ordinance,

‘:A gRegular meeting, February 28, 1966. "Mrs. Viossen

.}eommentary submitted by the:triangleAgroup to the Planning

e”Boapd."

'that they had no prior knowledge of the commentary, except

: perhaps what he. might have read in the newspapers, Mr. Agle

mggemipski direct P 22

Wanted to know whether or not those properties were going

'o remain in the business zqne or going to remain in the

residential zone. f

}Q - There was no action taken. A There was no
v '37:-’ ‘\ ;

i

@%Q Please see 1f therq are any other minutes which

questioned whether Mr. Agle had an opportunity to review the

.Q  Was there any answer to that? A There was
;no answer to the question. . Mayor Kean pointed out that sinc

£

Mr. ‘Agle's contract was Jjust put into effect on this case,

‘asked the secretary to forward a copy."

Q Mrs, Sieminskl, would you Jjust reference this and
then we will mark it. A Regular meeting of April 25,
1966.

Q Mrs. Sieminski, does that relate to an adoption of
a zoning amendment? A Well, the outcome of this was
that on motion, seconded and carried, that the recommendatio

and as euggested by Counsel Bowlby be made to the Township
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. Committee. o believe that would have reference to the
. dinence as we have outlined it there.

MR. O‘CONNELL. ‘We will mark that as P-6.
(Minutes of regular meeting of April 25, 1966

L eceived and marked P-6 for identification.)

Q Again, the historyéof the zoning ordinance indicate
the next amendment to the zoning ordinance occurred on
December 19, 1966 ‘

Will you please refer to the minutes and see if there
are .any references to either the prior amendment of May 16
or the subsequent amendment of December 19. Mrs, Sieminski,
would you Just refer to thisa A Specisal meetling of '
uDecember 15, 1966. "The purpose of the meeting was to
consider an amendment to the Zoning Ordinance. The amending
ordinance was introduced by the Township Committee on Decemb

5, 1966 and referred to the Planning Board by said committee

pursuant to RS:55-35 and then the ordinance -- the language

follows.

Q Are there any comments from the public on that
particular adoption noted in the minutes?
A There was a comment only by one resident, a Mr. Buccini.
Mr. Buccini questioned why regulations were limited to the

Pluckemin area. He also questioned as to enforcement.
Q This particular amendment, did it deal primarily

with the business zone? A A new article was added

v Sieminski direct ﬁ i% .- 23
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i %;.en%imki:dir%tw o ok it 2l
;lqpncern;ng siteﬁp;an approyel in, bu§ine§s zones, arhat g

. @& w@ﬁ (ﬂ'
: account an, ofgicg@and ;esegrch zgne, 1A No.
; mwragg Is, therezapy recommendag;o% for mult; famlly

qWe%l;ngs in this particular amendment?. A No.

ooAany Ping

: &"L":f"p‘;',.vQ‘:":h-ff' ‘ qu.inj re?'ging from?i»t he. hisj}ory of th=e‘ e frdir,}aﬁse" iFSJ

~§hengg-to the Zgning Ordingnce. ox, discussion by the Planning

A

$hene hssHQ reference to any amendment taking into

A tab

ang

5@ Are QQ%¥S any reaggns set goggh in the minutes for
the.adoption of this. amendmgnt to the ordinance?
T [T ot

4 ... There are pg.reasons set forth.

MR. ENGLISH: You don't want to mark that?

o very MRy QIONNELR:. No. . L.

the .amspdments, to it, the,pext revigion which is noted,on .
page; 15: oceurrgd, on, Oefipber 21st, 1968,

Do, your. minutes reflect, any other prior amendment .or.

;@oa,,ﬂ;:,gl,,P,g;;f'_,_a,_n;[..‘.,i!‘u%;‘_;_;re,‘,\,‘gh.a.pg‘e;g3_,1 jﬁhmi{,ﬁggular meeting of

May 22, 1967. ..'Chairman Slater reported that copies of the
proposed changes in the Zoning Ordinance were distributed to
i
@embege of the Board by Counsel Bowlby snd an executive i

i

pas '.\..A-.-......:l Aﬁmww PRV BL PP -l-,aa— ...-—u.IT..__E _ﬂuu. i

ikiy

committee meeting would be held on June 7, 1967.to review same."

iy . &, Mrs. Sieminski, are there any minutes to the execut;

committee meeting of June 72 A I have none,

1+ -Q Do you tgke minutes at your executive committee

meetings? A I have not been present at all. I have

only been asked to attend two or three.

j ve
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Q Mrs. Sieminskl, what particular revision to the

fordinénce wasiﬂ£s¢ussed'at this meeting? Are there any
; . z

e
- ¥

fwreferences in/the minutes to what the revision is?

5A{ Some of" the.minutes would seem to me to have to do with:

; Q Is t
F
X V .
}2 * i .
i'

§ 2 MR. ENGLISH. | I ‘would like to suggest that
;° it would be preferahlé in the case of long minutes
like this to have them marked as an exhibit rather
than ﬁﬁt the burden‘on the witness to characterize
accurately.
MR. O'CONNELL. I intend to mark it as
Exhibit P-7, but for the record, to set it off, I

would like to have some indication as to the partic

“l

amendment that we are talking about, but if there
are none,‘I will mark this as P-7.
A_ It would seem to me that this has to do with the change

in the zoning around Lamington.

) Q In the trlangle. A The research, Cottrell

property. I don't know if it involves that particular pilece

glar :
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R '?;o:ﬁ iof property spec;fically, but a proposed change on both sidei ;

‘J? fof Lamington Road from the comment that I see here.
o LR
;ﬁ? e MR. O'CONNELL' I think we can mark this as

‘ﬁ‘utes of regular meeting of November 27,

”9‘5 f;ﬁ ‘ 1967 received and marked P-7 for identification.)

7 _ﬁi';Q Do your minutes reflect any subsequent change or

¢ ) ;
K .c i

8 comment as to the October 21st, 1968 revision of the Zoning
8 | Ordinance? These are just public comments.

10} A That's all.

1 | MR. ENGLISH: Let the record please show that

12 -;, the witness has just submitted to the plaintiff's

13 | counsel certain minutes for his consideration with

14 f the result that he indicated the material therein

15 was8 not pertinentAto the subject of his inquiry.

16 | MR, O'CONNELL: Again it should be noted it
'éﬁ o 17 | % issom? public' comment at a January 22, 1968 regulaF
” 18 l meetiné in which there wes no comment or commentary

18 by the Planning Board.

20 . MR. ENGLISH: Let the record also show that

21 on other occaslons earlier in thls deposition,

2 | similar occurrences have taken place of minutes

23 ' beiné submitted which for some reason plaintiff's

24 counsel did not deem pertinent to this inquiry.

25 MR, O'CONNELL: I think again the record




10

11

12

13
14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

24

"“Chatrman Slater reported that the revisions to the Zoning f

Sieminaki direct ‘ g . o8
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should reflect that those particular minutes did

‘not inyolve any discussion or comments by the

in the zonlng ordinance.

Q w111 yqu continue.; A March 25, 1968.

i
1

]

Ordinance had been completed by the Planning Board and that -
the%Board wae.prepared to submit them to the Township
Commi ttee foritﬁeir consideration. He then gave a general
outline of those revisions,

:"Mr. R. Earl Smith moved to submit these revisions to th
Township Committee,

~“Motioﬁ wes;seconded by Colonel Field and unanimously
carried.

"Copy of these revisions together with revised zoning ma;
are on file with the secretary." |

Q There is no reference, Mrs. Sieminski, to what the

revision 18, . A No, no reference.
Q There were no discussions as to the reason for the
recommendation. . A No, no discussions, I don't know

whether or not that might be pertinent or of interest to you
Let me back up for a second,

Q I think that would be pertinent to the public
discussion at that meeting. A Still March 25, 1968,

"There was substantial.discussion on the subject of partial

S R Planqi@g Boardfrelating to zoning changes or changep

W

N
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1 destruction of non-conforming structures precipitated by
2 | Mr‘ Gareth's questioning. ,

s i qu. Gareth expressed the view that the Board was building

4| a town around -an ordinance instead of building an ordinance

; .

"
s

1 ..3 !

, is around a town

; : ' ;
H hx

8 "2 gQ Again as to that comment, was there any response
> , 7 from the Board in the minutes? A No.
i 8 ’Q Would you make reference to that. I think we ought
g | to then mark that. A April 22, 1968,
10 -' iQ Was this a regular meeting of the Planning Board?

o A Yes, 1t was a regular mgeting.
ﬁ%idz : ;Q Was there referenée to an amendment to the Zoning
7j3 Ordinance? A - Yes. The revised zoning ordinance and
14 revised zoning map were considered and approved.

15 Q Are there any references to what the actual revision

16 was to the zqning ordinance? A Well, there were two
'Ef N i7 chaﬁges: "1,; The date of the Revised Zoning Ordinance be
18 éhaﬁged from 1967 to 1968; 2. 1In Article V, Section 2, thev

19 | date of the Revised Zoning'Map and each of the 5 plates of

20 | which it consists be changed from 1967 to 1968."

21 'MR. O'CONNELL: Could we now mark it as P-8.
2| (Minutes of regular meeting of April 22, 1968
23 recelved and marked P-8 for identification.)

24 Q Would you please just refer to that and read the

g5 || last two paragraphs and first two paragraphs on the second
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page. v A

:."Chairman Slater stated that he received from Mr. John Vosseuvf

: the zoning oIQinance.'f‘ f%

. his recommendation and stated that the Board was very pleasefl

- to have itoahdiwould take it under advisement,"

>;:Regular meeting of September 23, 1968.

r“‘i

a recommendation as-to a change he would like to see made in

the descriptien of the continuance of non-conforming uses in

"Mr. Johnuvossen then paraphrased his recommendation, "?
indicating that it basically would allow a non-conforming

use to be enlarged or altered so long as it would not be mads

v

more non—conforming then it was originally.

"He felt #his would remove quite a burden from the peoplf
owning non—copforming structures and would alsoc take care of
the'objectione ralsed at the various public hearings and
other meetings about partial and total destruction.

“"Chairman Slater then thanked Mr. Vossen for submitting

‘Q Mrs.iSieminski, are there any comments by the Board
to the zoning changes in those minutes?
A No, not in that set of minutes.

Q Could you please refer to that particular meeting.
A Regular meeting of October 28, 1968,

Q Is there any reference to the proposed amendment to
the zoning ordinance in that set of minutes?
A I will read the first sentence. "The Board then began

consideration of the amendment to the Zoning Ordinance which
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. had been passed on first reading by the Township Committee i

~and iopwardedﬁto the Planning Board for review."

in the main, - deal with. the creation of a new type zone.

.i(Research Office) and the rules and regulations governing. it

-establishment of the area of the two properties in the

'easterly sidelof the intersection and the other being the

. multi ~-family dwellings. A No.

number of revisions took place in 1968, one on October 21st,

Siem;l.nski direct ‘ , : 31

Then "Cougsel Bowlby summarized the changes to which,

t
non-conforming uses (this taking into account the suggestions

of ‘the Commitpee for the Preservation of Bedminster); the
reverting of the two properties behind the Bedminster Inn to
business; the'restoration of the business zone on the north-

westerly corner of the Lamington Road intersection; and the
Research-Office zone, one being Research-Cottrell on the

Rodenbach property on the westerly side.”

Q There‘are no provisions in this amendment for any

MR. O!'CONNELL:. I would like to mark those

minutes to that meeting of October 28, 1968 as P-9.

(Minutes of regular meeting of October 28, 196%

received and marked P-9 for identification.)
Q Mrs. Sieminski, again I am referring to the history

of the Zoning Ordlnance. There is noted on page 15 that a

1968 and two on November 18, 1968,

The last set of minutes of the Planning Board which we

1
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]have indicated, that they occurred on October 28th. -

“discussion of the November 18th revision?

' A? I have nothing other than what you have.

w.w; . kg
. B
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‘[‘,

Are there any minutes of the Planning Board which reflec1

4

=8 g k OctogerkZSth 15 the only one. A  The only:
thing I have on record.
Q Again, the final amendment noted on page 15 of the

Zonlng Ordinance occurred on October 5, 1970.

Do the minutes of the Planning Board from October 28, 196

until October;5, 1970,ref1ect any discussion by the Board of
any revision to the Zoning Ordinance?

.MR. O'CONNELL: Would you Jjust read those two

paragraphs into the record.

A  Regular meeting, September 28, 1970. "The Board next
considered anfamendment to the Zoning Ordinance forwarded
from the T6Wnship Committee which would cure the ambigulty
existing betw%eh the zoning ordinance and subdivision ordilnaj
as regards fréntage on a street, l.e., the zoning“ordinance'
provides for fifty feet and thlirty per cent of the lot width
while the subdivision ordinance provides for fifty feet.

"on motion duly seconded and unanimously carried, the
Board voted to remove the thirty per cent of the lot width
requirement from the zoning ordinance and the secretary was
directed to so advise the Township Committee of its action

and recommendation.” ~

hce
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4%‘ ;'?;“;f lf B : Were there any other references to zoning changee
jgi' 5iéz - , | 1o theﬁminutes of that meeting? A No, none at all,
‘§; . ;“"  9v : Were;there any reasons given for the changes other
ﬁ | than what was. Ereed" ., A No, nothing other than what
{ ; :b E Do gny of your subsequent minutes reflect any .
?% , disc?ssion onfeny zoning change since, as I read this in the
%? 6 history, the 1ast amendment occurred on October 5, 19707
lf} 9 A There is nothing further in the minutes that I can see
N through 1970. ' |
fﬁ | I g Mrs. Sieminski, to your knowledge and having reviewTd
ﬁé; o 1 the minutes to the Planning Board from its inception, there
?éi L;: ff»;; are ‘no other official records of any comments or reasons or
i’ ’fl4 hearings held by the Planning Board regarding any zone changg
; 15 or revision other than the exhibits marked into the record
? 8 today or,thosefportions of those minutes read into the recorq
- by y?u today.i& A "Nothing further to my knowledge.
13 ';‘ 18 . Q Again to your knowledge, are there any other recordg
? 9 kept by the Board other than the official records?
2 A No, Jjust the matters of correspondence, little things that
21 we keep in our regular files, nothing in the way of official
22 records other than what appear in the minutes.
2 MR, O'CONNELL: I have no further questions
24 on the zoning amendments. This would be a good time
2 to break for lunch. | ‘
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.?ﬁ ‘; '% | ;%(At this point a recess was taken for lunch. )
e 2 -
3 | DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. O'CONNELL: (Continued)
i}l o 4 Q Mrs. Sieminski, we have previously gone through the
i s | minutes of the Planning Board from 1950 to date. During thab
*fi g | time I think you were making notations as to references to
i g | the Master Plan which was adopted by Bedminster.
: 8 Could you tell us on what date the Master Plan was \
g | adopted? Do you have additional copies of thé Master Plan?
10 A No. As a matter of fact, this may be the only one in
11 || existence. All our members have copies. I do have one.
‘12 e on what date was the Master Plan adopted?
. 1al A The Master Plan was adopted on July 28, 1965.
Sy
3%14 EQ As to the adoption date of July 28, 1965, who
15 adopted the Master Plan on that date? A It was adopted
}i % s | oY Ehe Planning Board of Bedminster Township.
'é i 17 AQ Do your minutes for July 28, 1965 reflect discussion
'¥ 18 Il °F the Master Plan?
19 -4MR. ENGLISH: For the fecord; the records say
20 JuneéQSth. There are no minutes between June and
(-é 21 Septgmber.
| 22 Q - Whatidate-do‘the minutes show as the date when the
g3 | Master Plan wés‘adopted? A On June 28, 1965, according
24 to the ?ecordé.
25 MR, O'CONNELL: I would like to mark the minuties
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prmves £lan received and marked P-1] for
1dentification )
?Q - Do your minutes reflect whether the Master Plan wag
evercrecommended for adoption by the Township Committee?
A They might be in those other minutes,

?-“ There is no reference to any recommendation other

3than might be noted on June 28 A The meeting prior

to that Onhe Just has Some public comment here, ‘
Q To your knowledge, do you know whether the Township %

Committee ever adopted the Master Plan?

A That is a good question, I really don’t know,

Q"  Prior to the adoption or the Master Plan on June 28

of a Master Plan and, mose specifically, are there any
discussions in the minutes relating to the establishing of’
an office and research zone, asg to any multi-family zones
and as to any business zones? |

I think we will have to go back to the first minutes
which are listeq here. I think it ig August 28, 1962,
A I think that is May,
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or the statements made therein are lengthy, I think that we

can; mark them and . make copies of themn.

S et B

, (*1 We come To a particular meeting with the discussion

t

;
&
1‘.
'
i
ﬁ,

P

‘are going to go to each and every meeting and I

-think it's a very general meeting, what comments,

z.

MR. ENGLISH' " May I ask a questlon for
clarification.' I understood a previous question

you' put to the witness limited your interest to

’;?:-.’

referencee to business zone, office and researeh
l

zone Re) o multi—family housing zone. Is your question

.f.

11miged to that?
‘MR. O'CONNELL: Generally it's limited to any
discussion. More specifically, we are primarily

interested in those three aspects of it since we

what reasons, what statements were made, what

reference was made to the Master Plan starting with

the May 28, 1962 meeting.

MR, ENGLISH: I will show Mr, O'Connell minute¢s

of the meeting, regular meeting, of May 28, 1962 foi
the purpose of enabling him to determine whether

anything therein contained ls pertinent to his inqui

¥

Ty .
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15 o MR. O'CONNELL: I think this is the first
2 ; % ﬁs establishing of the committee to study the Master
3 o %‘ Plan¢ E
 ; s i éQU. Read : that portion of the minutes..

“hs A é g} i ﬁﬁM@. ENGLISH: . It's pretty long, nearly a page.
6 % MR O'C;ONNELL : All right. We will mark that
7 : _; as P;l2 then;
8 3 | (Minutes of regular meeting of May 28, 1962
9 i recelved and marked P-12 for identification.)
10 ;Q The next reference to the Master Plan is at what
11 | meeting? A ' July 23, 1962, .
12 :Q | Would you please read that into the record.

 ,13 A July 23, 1962. "The Board generally discussed the propoged
14 | Master Plan study and it was determined that Mr. Brady would
15 | contact the firm of Charles Agle of Princeton, New Jersey ang
fk 16 | inform Mr. Agle that the Board intends to use his services.”
‘ ‘ ’17 %Q The next reference to the Master Plan. Could you
18 || Just read that or make reference to those paragraphs. The
19 | meeting is what date? A September 24, 1962, "Chairm&n
o0 | Fales advised those present that in order to create a Master
21 || Plan it is necessary to have an advisor. He further stated
22 | that the Planning Board proposes to use federal aid through
93 | the 701 Program, which provides that 2/3 of the cost of the
24 | Master Plan shall be absorbed by the State of New Jersey and

25 1/3 shall be absorbed by the Township of Bedminster. Federal
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e gy vo uie btate of New Jersey.

"Mr. Agle advised that his contract for the creation of

%a Master Plan is with the State of New Jersey. The township
ishare of the cost is paid to the state and the state in turn
ipayspthe consultant.

ﬂChgipmangEales}igformed_those present that the creation}

% . . v
&

ioi aEMaster Plgn&takeg from eighteen months to two years.
er. Agle stated that the township must make application

to tﬁe State of New Jersey for financial assistance in the

preparation of a Master Plan."

Q Is there any other reference to the Master Plan
itself? A No, just financing.

Q ther than the actual financing of the Master Plan
itself, there 1s no comment as you see it as to what would b
encompassed into the Master Plan. A No, not in that
set of minutes.

Q The next set of minutes which refer to the Master
Plan are on what date?

MR, ENGLISH: Let me show you, Mr. O'Connell,
the minutes of October 23, 1962 in case you find

anything in there pertinent to your inquiry.

\J
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1 'i Y?Qg? Would you read from the second paragraph on,. Mrs.
2 Sieminski. -fﬁéA Special meeting, October 23, 1962.
3 g “"Chairman Fales discussed the general characteristics

4. of the tcwnship land. -area. He advised that the Board will
‘”?@; 'pla; to meet monthly with Mr. Agle.
1q5' fﬂ E"He further stated ‘that Mr. Agle would like to have ideaL
7l as fo plannlng from residents of various sections of Bedminsfer
8 Township. . R
KR L”Mr Agle advised those present that he has not done any
10 specific planning as yet since he does not have a contract

il with the state.' He stated that he has driven over every roafl

in the township and'has looked at the exterior of a number of
13 homes 1n the area.

wll f{ "He further stated that he has obtained and studied a

15 | geodetic map furniship topographical information relative to
16 the: tOWnShip .

17 - - "He further stated that he has also studied the availabl

11

5{% 18 | maps of FAI-287 and I-78 and their alignment through the
19 | township. |
20 "He sﬁated that he would like to meet with people from
o1 | the various township areas after which he can discuss the
possible choices for planning.,”
Q Are there any other references r to the Master Plan

24 | in those particular minutes? A No specific referencesg

o5 | to the Magter Plan., -
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O'Connell the minutes of the

>meeting of December &, 1962,
'é ?f‘Would)you identify the meeting for the record,
A Special meeting of December 4, 1962, |
MR, O'CONNELL: 7 think I woulg like to mark
that as p-13,
(Minutes of special meeting of December L, 1962
, received and%n§;ked P-13 for identification.)
| 'MR.IO?CbﬁﬁELL:. Why don't we mark that also
- P-13, both meetings.
(Minutes or 8pecial meeting or January 29, 1963
-% ;received and marked P-13 for identification, )
Q?;: I would prefer to read into the minutes .88 much as
we can as far as discussion with reference to the Master Plaj]
The next reference after Janvary 29, 1966 is on what date?
A Well we have a reference but I don't know whether or
not this can be considered specifically with regard to the
Master Plen.
It seems to have started cut with a discussion on a sub-

division that was proposed over in Pottersville and some of

. P
i, S
b [

i Sy

.......
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,copies of Mayor Kean's memorandum stating the reasons for

Siemingki direct ‘ Lo

Route FIA 287. interchange. A general discussion of.the
effects of the new highways and the interchange followed,"

EQ Mrs. Sieminski, is there any reference to specific

114

statements regarding the 287, Route 287, interchange in thos{
minutes? A No, there is no mention of anything other

than what I have read.

3
¥

éQ Thank you. ' The next reference to the Master Plan
occurred on what date? .- A Special meeting of May 1lst,

1963.
‘Q Would you please read this for the record.

A Special meeting, May 15 1963. "The secretary distributed

the Mayor's opposition to Mr. Agle's recommendation in
connection with a request to the New Jersey State Highway
Department for a slip-on-slip-off ramp on Route I-78 east of
Route 202-206, Pluckemin, New Jersey. Mayor's memorandum is
also on file with the secretary.

'"A general discussion of the recommended slip-on-slip-off

ramp followed the reading of Mayor Kean's memorandum.

"All members present expressed their own individual view

Ul

in connection with the. proposal.

"It was regularly moved, seconded and unanimously carriefl
that a slip-on-slip-off ramp to and from the east on I-78 be
recommended to the Township Committee.”

Q Mrs. Sieminski, do you have a copy of Mayor Kean's
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A él'am now looking at a file folder that is marked "Master

.Plén" and I see no memorandum from Mayor Kean in this partic
¢ _ " '

T SRS
PO

meﬂqrandum-which was mgdé\part of the public record?

E
¥

.gﬁQa';aMrs..Siéminsg4,ﬁdo you know where else the memoranﬁ
4 , : } CoH
wiﬁh me called "Township Committee to Planning Board
Correspondence” and another "Township Committee from Plannin
Board"” and I can look in both of these files.

?I have no-Méyor's memorandum as such in both of these
files that I referred to.

3Q Where else might the memorandum be located? Do you
know who might have possession of the memorandum?
A It might be in the office of the township attorney or
it might be in the office of the townshlip clerk.

T Q 1Then, in other words, you don't keep all the record
fof the Planning Board yourself, | A Well -~

| MR, ENGLISH: This is before the witness

' became secretary, you will recall.
MR, O'CONNELL: I understand that.

| Q : I understand it was before, but you seem to have
records from before you became secretary. I was wondering
who'else might have records prior to your becoming secretary

A These are all the records that were left in the file

cabinets when I took on the job.

might be located? A I have another file that I broug]

hlar

m

ud
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7T vrviseppsu. BOme Of the records he may have kept in

.the township records.

Q .. Mr. Robertson might have them. A Yes.

{

9 E Would anyone else have access to these files?

A I would say only Board counsel or the township clerk,
| Q.,- Was Mr. Bowlby the attorney at the time of the
Lo

adoption of the Master Plan, of thisfmeeting in 1963?

A Yes, I believe so.

éﬂr What is the nextrréference?” A May 27, 1963.
Theregseems to be a lot here, There seems to be some commen
from: pesidents and also a listing of the Mayor's Advisory
Committee there.
% MR O'CONNELL: We will mark that as P-15,
& regular meeting of May 27, 1963.
,M j (Minutes of regular meeting of May 27, 1963
| received and marked P-15 for'identification.)
Q;, The next reference, Mrs. Sieminski, is on what date
A Jue 2, 1963.
Q-?' Would you read that reference to us.

A ‘"Mr. Agle submitted a memorandum dated June 2Uth, 1963,

which memorandum was explained by Mr. Agle with the use of

)
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) sev?ral maps. A general discussion of the contents of the

(é meﬁérﬁndum end the Master Plan program followed.,"

‘ﬁ | EQ"- Do you have arcopy of Mr. Agle's memorandum?

’, é gl have a file folder here in which I have all Mr. Agle's
"5ﬁ5 ;epbrts, at least thosgithat were available in the file. |
] ”; | {%Q.p I am going toiask at a fufure time and I might as
'7_ weli ask 1t now, to have copies of all §f the specific reports
8 in ?elation to the Master Plan study. Are these all the

g | reports of Mr. Agle? A These all are Mr. Agle's

10 reparts. However, they don't go back that far. The reports
1 || I bhave only come from 1967 to current date.

"

12 '}Q . In other words, all of the reports of Mr. Agle are

13 | Ssubsequent to the adoption of the Master Plan.
| A Yes.
15 Q You have no records of any reports prior to the

s | adoption of the Master Plan. A I don't seem to have

17 any; no.

18 ‘@ Would someone else have them? A Well, Mr.
19 Agle.certainly should have copies of the reports he submitte?
20 and'again, Board counsel and the township clerk may have then.
21 Q But the only ones on file with you as secretary of
22 the‘Planning Board are subsequent to the Master Plan.

23 | A As far as I know.

24 Q The next reference to the Master Plan occurred on

g5 | What date? A August 26, 1963.
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1 e MR. O'CONNELL: I would like to have that
~é : E -?  ; marked P-16. -
é : % g (Minutes of regular meeting of August 26, 1963
4 | é‘ - received and marked P-16 for identification.)
A?.ié - EQ - There is refér?pce made-in@PQl6 to a report of Auguft
ig 26,l§963, a report of Mr. Agle. A I am again in the

] sam%ipositionfas I was with the last one.

8 VQ You don't have any copies of that.
10 Q The next reference to the Master Plan.

nil & May 24, 1964, You better change that to May 25, 1964,
12 Q@  There was no May 24th meeting. A No,

‘1l Q@  Would you read that report. A  Speclal meetipg,

, 14 May 25, 1964, "The consultant suggested that vulnerable poi&ts

15 ‘be.agted upon in order to make progress with the various

18 phases of the proposed Master Plan project.

17 fHe stated that the alternative to an immediate action ig
18| to wéit until the whole picture is clear and then act.

19 "He further stated that the statutes provide that the
g0 | Board may take partial action at any time."

s Q@  Would you identify the consultant for the record.
92 | A Mr. Charles K. Agle.

23 Q Is there any other reference to the Master Plan in
24 those minutes? A No, there are not any more referencqds

g5 | to the Master Plan., "Mr. Agle distributed lend use maps to
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aajgacent to new highway.-

?Mr.'Agle suggested five acre zoning along the major

‘routes,”
Q "~ Is there any reference as to what highways they are
referring to? A It is not set forth.

Q ‘Do you have. coples of the maps referred to?.
y z -

.A @ don't believe so, dt least I have never seen them in

my files.

Q The next reference would be on what date?
A It seems to be January 25, 1965.

Q. Would you just identify that this is subsequent to
other%applications and what occurred and then we will mark

that as P-17. - A This took place at the regular meeti

‘of January 25, 1965. It appears to be a discussion on a

memorandum prepared by Mr. Agle and presented entitled "Mast
Plan for Bedminster'draft." That is dated January 25, 1965,
Q;' Do you have in your files agaiﬁ copies of that
memorandum? A I don't believe so. Just let me check
that Master Plan folder once again. |
MR, ENGLISH: Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

U]
H
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N

‘(Minutes;pf regular meeting of January 25, 196

-—
——

24 %'j?i received and marked P-17 for identification.)
33 %AQ1 u Whaé is the néxt reference? A February 8,
.§4 1965.§s the‘ﬁext.' This happens to have been marked whenjwe
8 wer? éoing.through thefzoning.
8 %AQ That was marked as P-5., ° A Yes.

2 .
7 E'Qu"  We have coples of that. A Yes. The speciall

8 || meeting of February the 8th, 1965 has already been identifiefl

81 as ?-5.

10 | Q What is the next reference? A April 12, 1965p.
1 .Q Would you Just identify it as to the hearing and we

12 wili mark that P-18. A Special meeting, April 12, 1965,

’.}3 informal hearing on the proposed Master Plan for the Township

14 of Bedminster.

15 (Minutes of‘Special meeting of April 12, 1965
16 a received and marked P-18 for identification.)

17 EQ The next reference to the Master Plan. This is a -
18 | regular meeting of April 26th. A There are some other

19 commenfs by the gengral public apparently. Take a look at
f{% ' 20 | those together.
| 21 Q Would you identify those as the regular meeting for
" : 22 | the record. A The next regular monthly meeting of
23 | April 26, 1965.

24 Q At which time what occurred? Were there public

25 | discussions of the Master Plan? A The purpose of thiﬁ
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" A I don't have the pages.

is a regular meeting of the Planning Board on February 23,

Siemingki-direct | ho

meeting was to-hold a formal hearing on the proposed Master

i o

Plaé.
?Q April é6 is the formal hearing. A Yes,
' MR. O'CONNELL: Mark that P-19.
: % g(Minuteslgf regular meeting of April 26, 1965
i rece;ved and m?rked P-19 for ldentification.)
ng.:‘ The‘hext_reference. A Special meetihg,'f

May?lo, 1965. The purpose of this was conducting a furtherl
hearing on the Master FPlan.

;Q I would assume there is more than one page.
A 1Yes.

| MR, O'CONNELL: We will mark that.
; - (Minutes of special meeting of May 10, 1965
.. received and'ﬁarked P-20 for identification.)

Q The next reference is the actual adoption date, is

it ﬁot? A Yes.

™ ‘That is P-10. We have already had that copied.

Q  Subsequent to the actual adoption date of June 28,
1965, were there any other meetings which --

A We have two dates noted. One is February 23, 1970, Thi

1970. The only reference I have is this paragraph.
"Chairman Slater then appointed a committee consisting o]

Mr. Gavin, Mr. R. Earl-Smith and himself to meet with Mr. Ag]

172}
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and;Counsel Bowlby for the purpose of updating the Master

Plan and official map."

fQé‘ Is there any other reference? A We have not?d

ano#her date here, October 26, 1970.

.?Q Would you read that. - A Regular meeting,
Octéber 26, 1970. "In other business, Kenneth C. MacKenzie,
Esq% of Harding and McKenzie, Esqs., Morristown, New Jersey,
rep;esenting Lanid Corporation, said corporation having
preéented a proposal in June 1970 for the rezoning of proper]
own;d'by it in the township, asked the Board of any decision
hadvbeen reached.

%"Chairman Gavin stated‘that\the Planning Board was
conéidering revising the Master Plan and therefore requested
that this matter be held in abeyance,.

?"Mr. MacKenzie indicated Lanid was still interested.

;"Chairman Gavin also stated that the Board would conside
theEMaster Plan revision before ruling on either Lanid's
probosal or that of Western Electric;"

Q Mrs,., Sieminski, there is reference to a possible
revision of the Master Plan in the minutes of October 26,
1970.

Do you have any other records or minutes indicating any
revision to or proposed revision to the Master Plan?

A Yeé.

Q Would you please read that into the record then.
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A '%ngruary:zz, 1971. "Chairman Gavin then asked theABéard
to ?oésider the areas in which they felt the Master Plan
sho;ld be updated.

g”rhe properties involved in the requests of Lanid

Cor?oggtion and Johns Manville for ‘zoning changes and the

entirq‘research-office~zone were mentloned.

| "It was Mr. Agle's suggestion that if possible the towns]
should not make changes until such time as a good state plan
was}in effect."

jQ - Are there any other references in your minutes to

anytrevisidn to the Master Plan? A Not in that set of

minutes. Regular meeting, June 28, 1971. "In other business,

the?Board considered favorably the revisions to the Master
Plan submifted to it by the committee responsible for updatiy
the Master Plan.

"The Board set Monday, July 26, 1971 as the date for

|
public hearing and requested counsel to draw up the proper

notices required.ti
Q Mrs., Sieminskl, do you have a copy of the report
which was mentioned as belng submitted to the Blanning Board
by the Master Plan committee? A I think this is the
repqrt. I think that must be the report to which we are
referring, although I don't have it. |
MR, ENGLISH: The witness is referring to a

two-page repoit dated June 14, 1971.

13

g




. 4 ue.l.ieve Mr. Gavin, the Chairman, from

o oAt -
3 % 1 p:| Whom: thﬁzreport issued originally would be the one to identify |
’; ’ s . ‘.::‘ 8 it pOgéitively. ﬁ ;
I | ! o % May I retain a copy of this for myself?
: 10 A Y?s. I ha.ve several coples. The next meeting is July 26,
1 1971 ?.nd tha.’c :Ls a regular meeting at which the public hea.ring
12 took la.ce. |
l' 13 'q‘z '_Jiuly 26, 1971. A Yes.
? : 14 o i | MR, O'CONNELL: I think we will mark that as
6 ; (Minutes of regular meeting of July ?6 , 1971
17 * .re.fceived_ and marked P-21 for identification.)
18 Q Do your minutes reflect any further action by the |
19 Pla.nning Boa.rd on the revision or any comments on the Master
2 Plan itse}.f? A Well R in the minutes of August the 23yd,
; a1 1971 there ;s a statement by the Chairman.
2 "Ché.iman Gavin announced to the audience that the Board
é,,. 2 would not be taking any action relative to the revisions to |
2 the Mast?r Plan. 'He indicated the Board's deslre to have more
25 time to consider the comments made at the public hearing.
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),

:“ﬁ That is the only comment I have I belleve,
l.Q”f? Thewpublic hearing that the Chalrman refers to is

July 26th. A There is also a tape here of the actual

'5Q‘f£ We have a transcript of it. A What you hav;
aréijﬁsﬁ my-notes. Let me scan this a little bit. That is
all;I'have'in the way of officilal records and minutes on the
revésion of the Master Plan.

;Q © We went through all the minutes previously regardini
zoning amendments and the like. A i believe so, yes.

Q ‘iACan we back up just a little bit to the actual Mast
Plaﬁ which I have in front of me. It has previously been

marked as P-11. _

:Article XTI noted as an appendix on the Master Plan refer+
to a number of reports stated, consultant's reports, and
proceeds to list by date and title the various reports which
weré attached to the Master Plan,

Do you have coples of all these reports?
A I do not have copies of the reports. I would suggest thg
perﬁaps thg consultant, since those are his reports that werd
reliedvon, would have coples. The township clerk mdy have
them in his files or Board counsel may.

Q But they are not a part of the Master Plan file.

A No, not of the file as I have it, no.

UM

L ; Are there any other comments in the minutes themseljves?

;;

t
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areéminutes of subcommittees. Do you have coples of the mini
of éhe §ub¢ommittees? A To, I do not.

éQv;wiDo you know who would have minutes of the sub-
coméit#éés? {A : Well, it would be my suggestion to
diséuséééhat with the Chairman. He might have knowledgefofj
any%minétes that were taken at the subcommittee meetings.

?Qt'.'Ybu don't act és secretary to the subcommittee,
A %No,.I do not.

iQ “In your file marked Master Plan or any other file
whiéh you have as part of the records of the Planning Board,
do %ou héve any othef reports relating to either the Master
Pla;, the one adopted in 1965, or any revision thereof or
proﬁoséd revision’tﬁéféof submitted by either Mr. Agle or
any;other consultant? A No. The only reports, as I
indicated before, that I have from Mr. Agle start in 1967.

§Q ,,'Would you please identify each of the reports by ths
daté and reference, if there is a title to then.
A Do you want me to give you“a list of them or not and
determine whether or not they have a bearing on the Master
Plan?

Q Would you Jjust read them and then we will mark them
A  Nomember 27, 1967. The subject of this report is
"Design standards for subdivisions."

July 25, 1968, subject, library location interim discussi

Q % The next to the last item referred to in the appendi

jtes

A4

on.
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The next is May 26, 1969, discussion of library site.
iMApril 24, 1970, comments on proposed county subdivision
and site planning resolutions.
May 25, 1970 rest area sites on I-78.
July 27, 1970, zoning ordinance to match subdivision
regulations.
December 14 1970, rezoning of Schley property for
Western Electric,
“ The next is January 20, 1971, the planned residential
neighborhood.
The next is February 18, 1971, program for civic center.
 :Q, What is the date on that again?
A 5;Fébruary 18, 1971." The last one is April 14, 1971, floos
plain protective zoning. Those are all the reports I have

from Mr. Agle.

. Q Do you have reports from any other consultant
relating to planning or zoning? A No.
j_Q Do you have any correspondence from individuals

relating to elther the Master Plan or any zoning revision?
A I have a file folder antitled "General correspondence.”
Withqut going through it piece by piece, I do not know whethgd
or ﬁot there might be some letters here from the public
regarding any one of these particular Bubjects.

Q Do you have a separate file relating to any

correspondence regarding the construction of the interchange

ot

r
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i'OfIr

>87 and I-78? - A I do not believe there is a filg,
2 at least I don't have any here with me, I don't seem to recill

3| anything in the fille having to do with that.

4| ”Q Again, you .are : the official record keeper of the

kY s:l'.
L

5 Planning ‘Board and have .been since 1966.

) ‘f Eg " " To your knowledge, no one else would have the recor?s
g | of the Planning Board. A Not the records of the

Y Planning Board as I know them. If there were reports which

10 | might have been submitted, as I just said, to the Chairman,

nl I md& not have them in my file.

fiﬁf o 12 :Q But you would have or should have all the reports
5 13 | which are of a public nature. A I should have.
ﬁ “ﬁ4 Q Do you have any correspondence in your-files which

15 | further refer to the Green Acres fund, the application which

16 | Wes made in 1965% A Not that I can specifically

B 17 | remember as such.

18 ) MR. O'CONNELL: Thank you.
19 MR . ENGLISH: No questions.
20

g1l PAUL . G AV I N, having been duly sworn according

22 to law by the Officer, testified as follows:

23
o4 | DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. LANIGAN:

25 Q Mr. Gavin, you are here in response to a notice of
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takéﬁg of depositions, are you not? A Yes, sir,

; ;59{ { First of all, what is your home address?

A :ﬁniop Grove Road, Gladstone.

:Q ~ That is a post office address, Gladstone.

A._;yes.
'QQ JYbu are actually a resident, are you not, of the
Township of Bedminster? A Yes.

Q Where in the township do you live, referring to the
Master Plan which is as good a map as any of the township?
Coﬁld you show us where your home is in relation to that map
A ;I think so. Do you want me to mark it?

KiQ ‘ :That won't be necessary. If you can, describe it
for¥£he'record. A It is in the upper northeast

corner., I believe that that dot might be my home.

Q So it is in the extreme upper northeast corner of
the township, is that right? A Yes.
Q@ . Mr. Gavin, by whom are you employed?

A By the New Jersey Bell Telephone Company.

Q In what capacity? A My title 1s Manager,

Gommunity Affairs, Newark.

Q Does that job encompass the entire Btate of New

Jersey? A No, City of Newark.
Q Just the City of Newark, A Yes.
Q How long have you been so employed?

A I have been with the telephone company twenty-five yéars.

avd
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‘ Planping,Board? A I believe it was July of 1970.

A QXes, I was.

Gavin-direct - i ;. 58

f@ 7{'You are the Chairman of the township Planning Board
A fﬁisht, yes, sir,

ég " How long have you been Chairman of the township

¥

Lk
L
El

éﬁ ~;iPrior to that time, were you on the Planning Board?

‘éh 7‘For what period of time? A I believe from
July of 1966.

Q Did you hold any official title on the Planning
Boafa from July 1966 until July of 1970%
A No, . o

Q - How long have you lived in the township?
A iEighteen years.

Q You began your residence there approximately when?
A  Approximately August of 1953,

Q Do you have a familiarity with the township?
A Yes,

~Q How would you classify your familiarity? Is it
great or is it little? A If those are the two poles,
I would say moderate.

Q Are you familiar wlth the so-called Pluckemin centex?
A Yes.

Q And the interchange of Route 78 and 28772

A Yes.

Q 'Are you famliliar with the area in the Pluckemin ares
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_
T 1| the Pluckemin center? A Yes, I am familiar with it.
2 i iQ - Approximately how far is that from your own residenge?

? A ﬁ; would say three and a half, about three and a half to

i 4 'fouggmi;es.

(o , )
5 . gg Mr. Gavin, as Chairman of the Planning Board, do

8 you have a familiarity with the Master Plan which wa.s
7 adopted some time I guess in 1965% A Yes, I do.

8 {Q ~ Would you like to review that a little bit or look

¢ | it over at all? Have you looked it over lately?
10| A I have not looked at it. Do you mean the text of it?
11 Q Yes. A I haven't looked it over in some mon%hs,

12 Q@  You are quite familiar with it,

13 A I am familiar with it, yes.

fﬁﬁr 14 ‘Q Perhaps we can get another copy of it that you can
| s follow.

?;t 16 L MR. ENGLISH: I have another one here.

¥él 17 :Q Goingifirst to the appendix, Mr. Gavin, do you know

g g ,

18 the'loéation of these various reports which are referred to
19 | in the appendix? A The present location of the

90 || reports?

21 Q Yes., A No.
22 Q@ - You don't have them. A I do not have them.
23 Q Is it probable that your planner has them?

24 | A I would think that is probable.

25 Q Who is your planner? A Charles K. Agle,
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—
A-g- l—e.; ‘
g Mr. Gavin, are you familiar with the property in
connection with this lawsuit, the property comprising some

467 acres, owned by the Allan-Deane Corporation?

A Yes, I know where it is.

QA Could you describe in your own terms where it is in

v E

the townahip’ . A’ I am not tqo good on no;th, south,
east and west.
Q In your own terms of reference, where 1is 1it?
A It is on the northeast side of Pluckemin,
é Are you familiar with that area?
A geasonably.
'g Mr, Gavin, I am going to show you some pictures and
I amrgoing to ask if you can identify them.
: '~ MR. LANIGAN: The first plcture I would like
to have markeq as P-22.
(Photograph received and marked P-22 for
identification.)
é I ask you if you can describe that now.
A Yes. That would be the corner of Route 202, 206 and
Burn? Mills Road.,
Q Can you tell what direction it is looking?
A Well, ip would be taken from the front of the Span real

estate office looking towards the old Woolman house.

Q What type of use is in that house now?
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A I do not know, I do not Know.
EQ Can you tell from the photograph? :A No.

Q Looking to the right-hand side of the picture, do

I
E

you recognize that building? A{‘ Yes. That is what is

generally known as the Pluckemin Store.

iQ Is that a 1iquor store? ?' A One part of it is

a liquor store, on the ground floor, and the other part of it

is tpe grocery store.

;Q :Do you have any idea how far away that is from the
Allé#-Deane property, approximately? A I guess the
Allgn—Deane property would come in on the other side of that
roadjcalied Knox Avenue, the other end of the A & P shopping
center.bx

Q Yes., A Four hundred feet.

Q Thank you. I show you this picture,

A Yes. -
MR, LANIGAN: I ask that it be marked P-23.
(Photograph received and marked P-23 for
identification.)

Q Can you describe what that is and where it is?
A  Yes. I believe that that is the rear of the shopping
center in Pluckemin looking again from near the Span real est
office property.

Q How far away frqm the Allan-Deane property?

A  From where the picture is taken?

ate
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;Q '% Yes. A - Well, you can éee that fence up thére
_That is at the embankment. I think there is only a road
separating it, two hundred feet.

MR. LANIGAN:A Would you mark this photograph,
please,

(Photograph received and marked P-2l for
identification.)

Q I show you the next picture, Do you recognize that
pictgre? Can you describe that? A Yes. That is Jjust
the%oppogite view from the one you just showed‘me, standing
I gﬁoss.somewhere in the vicinlity of the street cailed Knox

Avenue.;,

fg 'That 1s a picture of what? A It is a picture

again of the rear of tho‘A & P shopping center.
" MR. LANIGAN: The next picture will be
" marked P-25.
(Photograph received and marked P-25 for
" ydentification.)

{é I show you this next picture marked P-25 and ask you,
ifr you can describe that picture? A Yes. That is agajin
a photograph of the rear of the shopping center in Pluckemin.

P (Photograph recelved and marked P-26 for

identification,)

Q I éhow you the next picture marked P-26. Can you

describe that? A - Yes. That is a photograph of the
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'Roy Barker bus operation.
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front §f‘$he Pluckemin shopping center taken from the parkijg

lot. i

Qﬁ; Can you identify any of the land in the background

A Well,"I of course can see the hills but I am;-- yes, the
hillsithatarun'up’along Washington Valley Road. b
| é;; Is that the Allan-Deane land? A =Some of it
1 beli;ve is.
. (Photograph received and marked P-27 for
identification.)

‘ Q;;‘ Ilshow you picture marked P-27 and ask 1f you can
ldentify that and tell us what it is. A That is a
pictuie taken from the parking lot of the Pluckemin shopping
center. looking toward Woolman's Corner.

Q  What is in the picture? Is there a bus in the picty
A No. There is an old garage in the picture.

Q Ié that garage still in use, do you know?
A I.don!t_think it is in use. It is still there but it is
not in use I don't think.

(Pnotograph received and marked P-28 for
identification.)
Q I show you picture marked P-28 and ask you if you

can ldentify that for us. A Yes. That is a view of §

Q About how far is.that from the Allan-Deane property?

re?

he
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i ¢ 7 A -on, rive hundred feet.

Qﬁ  @hat is the color of those buses?
3 |.-A Yellow,
e QuéhlLight yellow or dark yellow or what?

iﬁfs:ggA, Iggesqribe it‘as'a school bus ye;low, whatever that meang.

 6 | I don't know.,

7 3 ‘; a (Pnotograph received and marked P-29 for

8 | " identification.)

8 | Q I show you the next picture marked P-29 and ask if
10 | You can describe it. A That 1s a former Esso gas

11 | station on the west side of Route 202-206.

lﬁ : @ Is it in use? A No.
; s Q@  Where is that property located in relation to the
14 | Allan-Dean property? = A I believe that is directly

15 | opposite.

18 Q - Directly in front of it. A Yes.

17 . (Pnotograph received and marked P-30 for
[  identification.)

19 Q I show you the next picture marked P-30 and ask you

20 if you can identify that. A That is the Sunoco statign

g1 | On the west side of Route 202~206,

22 | Q . Is it in use? A Yes.
i3 ' Q Where is that located with reference to the Allan-
24 Deane property? A That is opposite it.

25 Q Directly in front of it. A Yes.
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if you can identify what that shows.. A . That is the
| west side of Route 202- 206

'jDeanefproperty? A That is opposite it.

]

(Photograph received and marked P- 31 for
identification.). |

iQ% I show. you the next picture marked P- 31 and ask you
new State Highway Department maintenance garage also on the

E‘Qﬁ; Where 1is that located with reference to the Allan-

Lo

i

Q.. Directly in front of it. A Yes,

Q ;' Are you familiar at all with the use to which that
facility gé going to be put? | A Well, fairly, yes,

I remembér,

Q - What use is 1t going to be put to?

A For the storage of and maintenance of State Highway
Department vehicles that will be servicing Routes 287 and 78

Q Is there a heliport contemplated for that facility?
A" Yes. There is a helipad that 1s there.

Q Is it presently being used, if you know?

A I don't know.

Q Did the Planning Board take any position with resped
to the installation of this facility? A ﬁe were
consulted about it.

Q Did you approve of it or object to it?

A I don't believe that we had or it was our province to

object to it or to approve it.

t
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. Q@ Irrespective of officially, did you approve or

 disapprovg.of it either publicly -- A We reviewed 1ti

. Q. What were your comments? A " I cannot remembe

‘that, - That is several years ago.

. Q;é Would those comments be a matter of record some plage?

A Igdo not know.
Q To whom did you forward your comments?

A I did not say that we made any comments.

Q I am sorry. I understood they were written comments.
A No.
Q . What were the comments? A I don't remember.

Department, I don't know what they called it at that time.
I would say it was the State Highway Department and the
state police who showed us the courtesy of reviewing the

plans with.us.

Q ‘Did you or members of the Planning Board try to tall

them out of it? A No, because I believe my recollect]
is that we were told‘that we had no jurisdietion over it, no
éuthority to prevent it.

| Q . From your recollection, can you summarize your
attitude or the Planning Board's attitude towards the facilit
~at that time? A I can't summarize the Planning Board'

feelings. My own were that and are that I am sorry that it

had to be fhere.

I

on

y

S
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;zaescg;bgfmt, P-32. A-  That is a picture of the

:consultation or. planning which took place with the location

:of Route 78 and 2877 A No.

1:Inn or PluckemingTavern. ;I do not know for sure

all it. Pluckemin Tavern it says on; there.

frontfof your proPerty or not. I am not sure.,

A Close, yes.

Q' That was prior to your time. A Yes.

Q@ Mr. Gavin, do you have any knowledge of traffic flojs
through,the Village of Pluckemin on Route 202?
A  No.
~Qi Do you know whether any studies have ever been médeh
A No, I do not._ |

Q .Ybu and the Planning Board have not made any.
A Not t§ my knowledge.

Q Have you ever made any traffic studies of any of

the roads in the area as a Planning Board or authorized any?

A
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" A :Nop teSmy knowledge. —
| Q é Eéve you as a Planning Board ever made any investi-
gatione of;the sewage in the area? f A In the area of

!;Pluckemin?
Q”‘ Yes. A No. |
'Qlw Y?u have never considered the.t° A . Well, we
:Hhaveqconsidered the presence or absence of sewers in
Pluckemin. We never had made any studies,
Q l In what respects? A We have considered the .

absence of sewers in Pluckemin in the planning that we have
tried to do for Pluckemin.

QH' For what reason? A Well to try to keep the

‘planning in step with the facilities that are or are not the

Q You mean you have health problems there.

A I am not aware of that. That would be the board of heal]

I don't get involved with that at all.

ijlebu are not familiar with any health problems.
nghl , :

A No, sir.
Q Or any areas that require sewers in the area of
Pluckemin, A To the best of my knowledge, there are

no sewers in Pluckemin.

Q No, there are not. Are you familiar with any areas
that require them as a result of a health problem?
A No.

Q You have not at any time consulted with anyone with

h .
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f%A | I have not, no.

';A I am not knowledgeable about that. I do not know,

is . ¢

tirespect to the sewering or the sewer: problems of the township.

R

Q Or as the Planning Board I mean.

Qﬁ““ At least since you have been on it.
;A th that I know of, no. ﬁ

Q Could it havé occurred without your knowledge?
A Yés.

Q By whom? A Well, I would not know if it was
without my knowledge.

Q Do you have a subcommittee or anything on the
Planning Board in charge of sewers? - A No. That is
the board of health.

Q Do you know whether the Planning Board has ever
made any recommendation to the townshlp with respect to the
Green Acrestrogram? A You mean with respect to the
land that Bedminster acquired under the program?

Q@ Or simply stated, you are famillar, are you not, wij
the Green Acres Program? A I am aware of it. I woul
not say I am terribly knowledgeable.

Q The availability of funds to purchase lands.

A Yes.

Q Has the Planning Board recommended the purchase of

lands and have they participated in that to your knowledge?

A Not to my knowledge,-not since I have been on the Plannir

h

L)
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- you ever seen them? A

70
Board._-_
Q With respect to the so-called historical sites in

the area, are you familiar with them? A I am aware

of the existence ‘of some historical sites, yes,

_Qf In the Pluckemin area. A£, Yes.
JQ'f: Ybu are aware of them. 'A&, Yes.
Q How are you aware of them? f% A Well, Jjust

general knowledge in town that there had been a significant

fut

encampment there during the revolution. I think that there
are one or two StatewHighway Department markers which define

where the route of Washington's Army was coming back from

NPrincetonlend the other so-called Dorman House anid the Plann]

Board did heaf a very interesting discussion by a gentleman

from Staten Island who was doing his master's paper on the
#

historical significance of the encamg;ent at Pluckemin.

}Q Are these encampments evidenced by anything tangibl
that you can look at? A The student said there was.
Q Does the Planning Board have any knowledge or have
No.

Q So that the historical significance of Pluckemin 1s
that it was an encampment area, A It was an encampme
area and 1t was the location where the first military school
was established for the Continental Army.

Q Did that school exist? A Now?

Q Yes, sir. A No. This is during the

11’3

Nt
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A Yes.

:gearthworks are still there,

| A nNo._

pnot take you to them unless I go there myself.

;New Ybrk9 A J Newark., I commute to Newark.
’ Q iay Do you have occasion to ride to New York?
A Yes;J |
Q %E'By car? A No, not with any regularity.
Q . . Have you ever driven to New York?
E%ﬁ Yes. ?? B ;
| Q . ¢ Have you ever taken 2877 A In which directi
Q South to the Turnpike. A Yes.
Q Then into New York. A Yes.,

jEL N
AN

71

}Q %,Vgg there any evidence of the' school?

“1 have been told that there is evidence that the

Q | Have you ever seen them? A No.

‘»‘.'.;?'

Q Do you know where they are,: approximately?
I know where they are approximately, yes. I could
Q  Are they up in the mountains somewhere?
A I believe they are at the base of the mountain,

Q f With reference to Pluckemin's location, do you go t

Q Do you recall how long it took you?
A Oh, hour and a half.
| Q Do you have any knowledge.where the figure of forty
minutes came from in your Master Plan?

It says here in your

Master Plan, Section 5, that with respect to through traffic
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Ry’

-5_1 few are more fortunate than Bedminster in its location in th

, 3_ ) regional highway pattern. Interstate 78 on the south will

3 lead to. Manhattan in.thirty seven miles or about forty minutés,”

3
¢

you know what the derivation of that 1is?

"'5 ?fA _ Wellg'possibly When Route 78 is finished that will be

oy possible.'

8 :i Q . ‘ Do you have any special knowledge when Route 78 is
9 | going to be done? A No. " '
10 Q@  In reference to the Master Plan, did you participat$

"1 || in any wayvin the enactment of the original Master Plan?

y —
[«5

P ’.f{ gl A Yes.ﬁ I wes on an advisory committee to the Planning Boaj

oy

prior to the adoption of the Master Plan.

; Q“ *"‘Which committee? A I'm sorry?
%‘ﬁé 'fjixﬁs - Q Wbich committee? A An advisory committee.
; ff 2;3 S Q ;0vera11 advisory. : A FYES.
ﬁ% '17‘ Q, So that you have some familiarity with what evolved

18 | @8 the Master Plan, having advised the Planning Board.

18| A Yes,. .

20 Q Looking at the Master Plan with reference to item
21 Nq. 2, residential development, first of all, were there any
22 | minutes of the advisory committee meetings?

23 || & I do not remember.

24 Q Do you have any recollection of conversations or

g5 | discussions which took place? A . No.
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Q¢ At that timeldid you conéider the residential
" development of the township? A Yes.
Q .Did you consider the existing zoning at that time?
{A I am sure we must have,
| Q Did you make any provision at that time or discuss
the use of multi-family use for the townshlp in residential
'deveiopment? A I cannot remember it.

Q@ . Was there any discussion or any feeling on the part

,of "the advisory committee that the acreage requirement shoulg

be reduced from five acres? - A " No.

Q.  Gan you express a reason as to why, if there were

no discus&ions, why there were no discussions with respect tq

¢’the multi-family use first? A I would say probably sa

totai absence of demand for multi-family dwellings.

——

A4

Q@ . How about with respect to the reduction of the acrepge

requirements? A No. There was a discussion of
vincr?asing the acreage requirement, but I cannot remember
'iany Of;reducing it. ,

Q - Thank you. With respect to the commercial
'.development, can we say that the commercial development is
icoﬁfipgd.reasonably to two sections of the township?

A I think so.

Q Pluckemin and the so-called Bedminster center.

A If you mean by commercial business, yes.,

Q@ . Did you at any time increase that development zone
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;%' N :il 'ﬂ@s a result of your advisory committee? A I cannot
r N o }
g ‘;2 g;emembgr, <
‘33 ;} Q :? With respect to the research and development facilifties,

W
=

34 ?do you recall any of the conversations which prompted this n

?;oncept, researeh and research development facilities?

Af? fA I honestly cannot tell you who said what or when and why{

j ’ ;; Q;Vé You did not have it in the tqwnship prior to that
fé %ﬁime. _‘ A Yes. |
9 | Q,h: Do. you recall any of the reasoning as to why you
fi'g 10 should have it then? A I can't honestly remember it

11 | mow, no.

12 Av Q Z-W}Ph respect to traffic control, you are not in
f;3i :&ny way.familiar with any traffic surveys which were done,

‘béi4 A Not by the Planning Board, no.

Q Or any traffic surveys that you relied upon.

15|
g | & I seem to think that Mr. Agle had.done some work in the
17 traffiq:study area but I would not be_su;e.
18 o q With respect to the conservation which is item 6,
19 the intention of the Planning Board to protect the streams
20 and prevent erosion, what other concepts did theAPlanning
; 21 Board have in putting a section of conservation in at that time?

22 A Well, I think that part of it was to reflect the existing

b

23 topography of the township, to preserve the streams, prevent

24 erosion, damage.

Q Most of it refers, does it not, to flood plain and
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|iflood possibility? - A Yes, it@seems ta.

Qf?; In terms of historical significance or historical

Sl
4

3 ﬁfsites;‘islthere any reference to that in the Master Plan?

4| A Ido not know. I cannot remember it.

Qfé, Presumably it was not considered then,
4 6 ff léé ‘f? MR. ENGLISH: You mean by his advisory group.
v f o MR., LANIGAN: Yes, by‘his advisory group.
8 & MR, BOWLBY: All these questions pertain to the
gl advisory group.
| ol MR, LANIGAN: Yes.
1 THE WITNESS: I can't fix it in time, but I
; %12 ﬁ4 - , gnow we discussed very seriously the colonial
: 13 .; .~3 éharacter of Pluckemin or §t£empt to preserve 1t as
;Eﬂ4 ‘ a village.
5l " In fact, the so-called Pluckemin by-pass which
18 is on the Master Plan was intended for that purpose)
17 {Q - to attempt to preserve Pluckemin as a colonial villgge.,
i ;; .18 ) Q - The by-pass went where? A It never really

18 went‘anywhére, but it was on the Master Plan to by-pass
g0 | Fluckemin to the north.
o a Q. On the-Allan—Deané property.
22 MR, BOWLBY: If you know.
23 | A Yes, I believe it would have included part of that.
24 Q So that the intention of the Master Plan would be

o5 | to reroute the highway aeross the Allan-Deane property.
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Q %? To preserve the village character of Pluckemin.

Q Jumping now. to 1970, if that is the proper year,

hat did the Planning Board commence. its studlies of'the revifion ;{

%of the: Master Plan? At this time yovycan speak as Chairman’

5;7 ?Qf the;?lanning Board. A Yes. I believe that they

8 5Qere originglly started prior to July of 1970 under the
if' | ) Rprevious Chairman.

10 Q‘w: When you took over as Chairman, did you continue?
n| 4 Not 1mmediate1y.

12 | Q When did you start? A ' Well, I would have to
%13 | look back at my calendar. I think we .started or restarted

AIA- our meetings agalin. about January of 1971.

S

15 Q So there were no meetings, at least to your knowledge,
16 from July until'January. A That is correct.
17 Q From July 1970 until January of 1971.

18 tA Yes.
19 N Q At that time did you commence meetings again?
0| & Yes.
%i, ‘ 21 Q What meetings took place? Are they evidenced by
92 | minutes? A No, we did not have any minutes. We
23 hed I believe three meetings at my home and at least two and
g4 | I think three field visits.

25 Q Field. A - Fleld trips.
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Q *  Where you went out into the area. A Yes, ths

imarea thatfwas under consideration inxthe updating of the

;"Master/Plgn.

Q | With respect to those rev1sions, they culminated,

;;did they not in a memo to the Planning Board from you?

f:A Yes.

Q.l Are you familiar with that m\ﬁ-_mo‘7
A Yes. | |
Q@  Mr, Gavin, with respect to & memo which 1s entitled

"Memo to Bedminster Planning Board from Paul Gavin, Chairman

' dated June 14, 1971, will you look that over and I am going
}fpo‘ask,yéé a few questions with respect to it.

A Yes, |
' Q. What revisions did you make, if any, to the Pluckem;

" area in this Master Plan revision? A None as yet.

Q@  What was proposed? A ' The elimination of the

~Pluckemin- by pass and the conversion. io I think one acre zon

of a small piece that was isolated on 78 and 287 and a chang
to f;ye acres in the rear of the Plu@@gmin church,

Q:>: Beginning with the by-pass, ﬁhat was the Planning
Board's reason for eliminating the by-pass?
A Well, the fact that Pluckemin has becdme a small shoppin
center. ~- correction, not shopping center, has more stores
than were originally eontemplated.

Q You have told us the reason for the by-pass was to

Ay
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g preserve the character of Pluckemin.@» A Right.
: ,.Q The village character. A Yes.

Q ) Is it no longer necessary to preserve that?

Y Yes, it is.

Why did you eliminate the by~pass°
fﬁ I think one other consideration is that the traffic that

~would have benefited from the by- pass is probably using Rout
| 287. v |

be going north and south on Route 202-206.

Q © Did you have any traffic studies to back that up or

1

access to them? A No, I did not.

Q : To your knowledge, the Planning Board did not.
A I do not know whether our planning consultant did or not
I do not knqw.

Q He did not discuss them with you.
A He did noe discuss studies, no.

Q. With respect to the conversion of small acreage,
what did you convert it to? A The one piece -- I do

not know whether it would show up on here or not.

MR, ENGLISH: May I object to the form of the
question, proposed converting, because the witness
testified that there has been no action taken on
his memorandum and no revision yet made in the

planning.,

Q - Which traffic is that? A Traffic that would|

AY’4
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A Most of it did.

16 ||

79

MR. LANIGAN: I accept that change.

| THE WITNESS: I have forgotten about the one
‘ .éction. ‘

Q How about the acreage behind the Presbyterian churc

That was converted to five acres;

Q;;* From what?~#-ﬁ A From one.

Q,E What was the reasoning for that°

A The ideal locatlon of it, the undeveloped character of i

and the compatibility of it with the rest of the area.
Q «+ Most of that acreage abuts 287, does it not?
It's high above 287, right.

Q . Did you make any changes with respect to the office

e

research zone or the proposed changes, rather?

A  The research-office zone?

Q . Yes, as 1t had been originally deéignated on the
Master Plaﬁ;, A Are you referring to research-office
or research development? |

Q I am going to research-office first and then resear
development. A A1l right. Research-office is in the
zoning ordinance. -

Q  Where is it located? A On the southwest
corner of Route 202-206 and Lamington Road.

Q cIn a large triangle, so to. speak.

A No, opposite the triangle, the other side of 206.

Q Codld you show us with reference to this map.

¥
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Which one is the. R-0, research and office?

Q';~ Yes. | A?? This piece right here.

Q About how large a piece 1s that?

I don‘t know,

Q'i Is it one hundred acres or five acres or approximat
:thow many?’T A I would say it runs for 1,500 feet on
H?oute 206. ' é} |
i Q - And to what depth? A - It varies. The deepes]

" center? A Oh, 2,000 feet.
Q Where are the other zones, research zones?
A The other one ls what is referred to as the Brady-Pontin

:‘,5A

‘research type that you have designated in your Master Plan,

80

depth back from 206 would probably be 1,000 feet. .

Q

What about the other zones,'the research, so-called

A

that is, -the original Master Plan? Yes.

Q Where is that located, describe it for us, 1f you

can. A Well, there are two pleces bordering Routez78

and south of 78 and on the opposite sides of Route 202-206.,

Q Approximately how far is that from the Pluckemin

property which is bounded by 202-206; Schley Mountain Road
and Route 287,

Q Is there a third piece? A Yes. There was

snother piece that was on the west side of 202-206, between
202 and 206 and 287 and the fourth one was a plece that is

bounded by the Borough of Far Hills, Route 287 and the

iV

5
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" Raritan River.

‘nfor making that revision as an adv1sory board member.

fPlan revision, your proposed revision, or did you leave them

'kthe same? A As far as all of them are concerned?

:also{leftwthat way. . However, its use is and has been and

Qi;j You stated you cannot recall what the reasons were

Can you tell us . what the reasons were for the changes

jgwhich took place w1th respect to that property on your Master

Qie All of them, beginning at the one next to 78.
A All right. The one on the west side of 202-206 and sout]
of 78 was left as research and development, R & D.

The'piece opposite it, the othereside of 202-206, was

probably will be a YMCA camp.
Q Nonetheless, it was left the same way.
A Yes.

.Q How about the piece immediately to the north of 287
called.Brady-Pontin pieces? A I would want to check
my records%to.check that. I am not absolutely sure. May I?

Q Sure, A That was to be left as research-typ

Q Where is that specifically? A All of the
land southeast of the interchange should remain as shown on
the Master Plan., I can't just remember exactly what we did
with that piece there.

Q Isn't that nhe piece that you designated as a motel

site? A I cannot-tell you. I would want to check my

R]

132
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5{records to see what we did with that piece.
:sure of is the Brady -Pontin plece.

"ithe Planning Board felt that piece below 287 was owned by

* the Kaans?f A I know the piece you mean.’

A I can't discuss it with you any further., I do not rememl

| Did the Planning Board as an entity introduce the proposed

R |

]

Q- Will you consult your memoréndum. What pilece did

:Jyou deslignate as motel site? A 5, The one that I am morp

| Q?%i That is to the north of. 287. A Yes.
Q' North of -- A North;and west.

Q . - Will it help if I refresh your recollection that

Qﬁ, You cannot recall what your revision is for that
:pieceii A No, I do not remember that.
| Q. ﬁas it begn left in office-research?
A I‘do‘n§t>remembér. I can't answer you. I would have to
check.i | "

Q@ . Your memorandum doesn't disclose it.

,I would have.to look back and see my . own notes.
| QQ Was there any formal revision proposed or published
with‘respect'to the revision of the Master Plan?
A  Yes. It was advertised in the newspaper.

Q@  The actual revisions? A I did not see the
newspaper article. I never did see it., I cannot tell you
positively.

Q I am talking about at the Planning Board meeting.

DEY o
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ﬁzrevisions, reintroduce proposed revisions, or was there an
-Q{gnngunqgmggt in the paper? A Yes. I think this
..;';ﬁemorar’:lcimﬂ;was rea;d, I don't just remember the details of
ﬁ‘;how itqwanmade public-other than 1 was told it was advertis

as it had to be in the paper. . ‘i?

A YeSo'-”

,¢287 which had formerly been on the Master Plan as research-

‘character of the land, its beauty and I would say they were

VQ:? The notice . of meeting was advertised.

Q . But do you know of your own. knowledge whether there
was a proposed legal revislon of thefMaster Plan which was
published? A | I did not see it.

Q }With respect to the property immedlately north of

>
type,fwhaﬁ“did the Planning Board propose to do with that
piece? A They proposed to convert that to five-acre
residence, |

Q What was the reasoning for that?

'A 'Well, there were several reasons. There was an outpouri
of public sentiment in town agalnst any commercialization orj
industrialization of Bedminster.

There was no sentiment in favor of it. That was one
conslderatlion.

The other one or one other was the ideal residential

the main considerations.

Q You speak of outpouring of sentiment. How was that

[«5
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Q , Dia that "involve Western Electric?
A Yes.

‘Q,,J S0 you took the sentiments against Western Electric
as beiﬁg your gulde to eliminate office-research in another
section of the town. A No, there was no sentiment
agaiﬁst Western Electric. The sentiment wés against the
change that such an office building would bring to the town.

Q -Wﬁat sort of change? A Traffic, people,
the effect it would have on the adjoining property owners,
the effect 1t would have on our zoning ordinance.

' Q Taking the first one, the adjoining property owners
what‘effegt would it have? A ' The Western Electric
proposaliwas-giéggaéé to a viable .and a golng five écre
: resigeﬁtia1 deve1o§ment¢ :

Q- h»I~don't mean to sidetrack;you, but I am not really
interested in pursuing why you turped down Western Electric,
insofar as you ha#e utilized that éublic sentiment as some
exprgssion to change the zoning ofainance elsewhere, really
we can save some time. |

MR. BOWLBY: You meén change the Master Plan.

MR, LANIGAN: I'm sorry.
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‘Q' You took the outpouring and sentiment from the

hearing at the Western Electric hearing and translated that

I into‘a revi81on or;proposed revision to make it five acre

E residential. A. That was ong?of the considerations

Q And the other was that 1t was of an ideal residenti

chargcter.' A Ig Right. v
_Q Did you consider the fact that it was next to the
interchange and abutted 2877 A Yes.

Q  What effect would that have on the residential
characfe?? y A . We did not think that it was harmful at
all,i I gph;ure that this does abut it.

yQ IThe zone abﬁts it. A I am sure that the lan

does. Isn't there a road between 287 and this property, a

‘ new;road?’ I don't think it is shown on any maps.

Q Your zone abuts 287, does it not?
A  Yes, "bthe zone does, yes.

- Q And the entire zone would be five acre residential

‘under your proposal. = A Right.

Q In your proposal you included a proposal with respe
to motels. A Right.

Q And to quote your memorandum, "Restaurants, motels
and taxable private clubs for outdoor sports.” Right?
A Yes.

Q What reasoning- prompted that change?

1)
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T;A 'ngl;%the unique -- I am now speaking of the Brady-Ponti
- property but I just cannot remember. I do not want to tell
‘J?you that is not so, but the other piece that you referred to

'~ as the Kean property, that wes not the only owner.

v:'landlocked by three state highways was too small for research

-+ and development or.any large scale commercial operation.

' for restaurants and motels in the township?

-

We believed that this piece of land which is totally

It is not too desirable as a residential neighborhood
which is the use that is put to now,

Q Why not? A Because of the existence -- one
of the houses 1s very close to 287, very close.

‘Q .. .Did the Planning Board feel that there was some neeg

A Not today, no.

Q Well, why did you make the proposal?
A  Well, that was our look towards the future, that some day
we felt that this might be a spat where such facilities as
that could possibly go.

Q@  When would that happen in your thinking?
A Oh, I guess we were thinking ten, fifteen years.

Q What would happen to make that change? How would the
character change to require that sort of facility?
A I put it in a different light. I work at it from the
other way, the point when one of those houses might become

undesirable as a residence.
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~ to the south of the intersection which was included in the
Il same;change without any residences on it?

A Ybuﬁmean the Ellsworth Kean property°

‘vias motels, restaurants and so forth?

‘3‘cons;de;ations as we did in the Brady-Pontin situation?

A Yes. iI think our primary thinking was that that agaln was

Q Was the reasoning the same; for the land immediately

% ~ Was that ingluded in the same change
'fffégfa Yes, A - You are asking me if we had the same
g'f No. There is no residence;there as you are aware of.

not ;grge enough'for much else,

‘Q - Did the fact that it was next to the heliport have

anything to do with it? A '1I cannot remember that eve;

MR 2

entering our discussions. I cannot remember that.
Q It is next to the heliport, is it not?
A No, no.
Q  The zone abuts the heliport. A Well --
MR, BOWLBY: The highway facility you mentiong¢d?
MR. LANIGAN: Yes.
THE WITNESS: I do not know.
Q Where is that property located that we are talking
about with reference to the Allan-Deane property?
A  The Ellsworth-Kean property?
Q Yes. A It is on the other side of 202-206.

I believe some of it, most of it, is slightly to the north of
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' tbeﬁhl;en Deane property.
| orhit?ﬁ'- A Iido not know.

enorth of 287 from the Allan-Deane property, if you know?

,”Ai The research office -- up at Lamington Road?

Is it poegible that some of it is directly in front

_LQ g How far away is the office-research property to the

i

:ig The research, the research -type which 1s designated
on ;eu;vMaster Plan. A Okay. Are you talking about
the. Schley—Bassett property?

‘fQ  Yes. A ' Oh, a quarter of a mile.

-}Q ' How far is the property located below Route 78 with
refereneeito the Allan-Deane property?

A  From here down to here?

@ Yes. A . Half a mile.
Q ~or your own knowledge, does the town have a conserv:
tion commission? A Yes., |
ﬁQ ;, Are you familiar with it?v A Yes, I am aware
of 1t.

Q Have they advised the Planning Board from time to
time? .. A Yes. We have had meetings with the conserva
tlon commission, yes.

. Q Have they advised you lately with respect to your
Master Plan revision? A Noi
Q Have they advised you in your time as a member of t]

Planning'Board with respect to ordinance revisions?

1
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Have you sat on any of the other township bodies or

boards,_the board of heea.l‘ch‘7 A% No.

. .,x

Any of-those. A No.

‘ You are a candidate, are you not, for the township

committee? - AV Yes, L am.
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My Commission Expires
August 1974,

| finagg;g;;y interested in the action.

/RNy

A Notary Publlc of the State
of New Jersey.,




