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| DIRECT EXAMINATION

“‘BY;MR:

CARL LINDDBILOOM, being filrst

duly sworn, testifies as follows:

¥

ENELISH:

Q Mr. Lindbloom, where dé you live?
A 156 Laurel Road in Princeton.

Q What 1s your occupation?
A I'm a planning consultant.

Q Would you te1l us, please, what your edgecation

has been?

A I have an undergraduaste degree in Architectiire and

L

graduate degree.in City Design from Miami Univer;ity in
Oxford, Ohlo,

Q Both degrees from the same institution?
A Yes, |

MR. HILL: Mp. English, I might point out
that as Exhibit 3 to our Answers to Interrogaﬁoriei
there 1s a three-page resume of Mr, Lindblcom.

e you a licensad planner in New Jarsey?

fow would you define or descrlbe the functions
of a planner such as yourself?
A As a planning consultant I see my roles as workin

with municipalities and privete clients in providing them
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Lindbloom - direct
with advice con land development, planning and planning

management problems that come wp in the communities that

1 4

ﬂ;at do you mean by "planning management problams™?
A | Well, the development of master plans for future
development and the development of implementation ordinances
or develop control ordinances to implement these plans,

and management 1s the day-to-day review of proposals

for developlng that come in either under the controls that

are developed or that are proposals that don't megt=SRae -
standards within those controls.

Q What are the criteria or the controlliﬁ. pfiﬁciﬁ@ |

by which you evaluate plans, including_those whiel
przpare for yocur clients?
A In developing a master plan for a client community
1 generally take the traditional three-phase approach
which 1s first to gather all the data'that is neceésarj
to understand tﬁe needs of the community both in terms of
the cqnstraints and opportunities forlthe community. |

2 - ;e first phase also includes an aralysis of that
including the implications for planning based
at information that you've gathered and %thils go=s for
new plan as well as a revised plan or outdated plan.

The second phase 1s then %o develop alternative
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Lindbloom - direct
goals and objecties for the community bas=d agsain on th=e

?{pgtrph g}infdrmation. That s=cond phase includes

=

séveral working discussions with the community, Planning

developed,

The third and final phase is th2n putting tha
selected alternative into 1ts complate form with the
propcsals for implementing it to con*rol ordinances.

Q Perhaps you dild not wnderstand my quest 3l

I'm Interested in the answer you gave,

In going thrcugh the process you have
described wha value system, what are the purposeé;sﬁow -
do ycu arrive a2t the goals and purposes of your work?

A Well, if you mean the goals of the community, that's
something that comes out from your analysis of the neseds of
the community. If you aré talking mors broadly of the.
gcals of good planning, sound planning in generai'—-

Q Yes, I amn. A —— they are 2

11 us about those, please,

WeTT "1t varies, of course, with the kind of community
you are working with but there is the concern about the
relationship of various land uses to one another, the

development of compatible land uses,

U1
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Lindbloonm - direct
That all depends on the category of land use.
-H}tpig-&.ggructure of land use you have, say, a commerecizal

'qume land uses, commercial land usé&s may be

b£gg£%}ang£9§fiate to other categoriss of the same land use

and also appropriate to be compatible with others,
I'h not explaining that very well. Thz compatibil
of land usse isbone consideration,
EQ You use the word "compatible" and the word
"appropriate”" and what de you mean by those terms?

What are your criteria for determining wha*+ is cﬁm;ﬁf'&'

or what 138 appropriate?
A Well, I use the compatible and approprlate ;
changeably,
Q Right, A But there 1s visual
comﬁﬁtibility which‘unfortunately many planners put, I thin
too low on the spectrum but I know Charlie doesn't, Charlie
and I are'more design orlentated, some planners are social
oritentated and some are design. I think visual
com t{g;lity 1s important and this comes into play in
ght of building.
e circulation, is a socund circulaticn system
éppropria circulation structure for a development aresz
let's say is an important factor in city planning, The
distribution of the appropriate community ﬁcilitiés as “o

location, size and type 1s a third important considsration,
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Lindbloom - direct
Q Community facilltizs heing i1llustratad by what?
_Well, there is municipal facllities, school, rzcrzation

&y open spac2, soclzl nesds in terms of churches,

poclice and fire protection,

éll of these come under the broad umbrella of community

facilXles. Concern for the environment, of course, is an
overrlding concern in cify plenning. The provision of
approprizte and munlcipal utilities in terms of watser
supply and sewer, =2lectric, gas, the whole gamut of
utllity supply.

I may have left scmething out but I th

it. That covers most of those categories, that

most of the concerns.
Q Well, in working on the matters youlave

referred to are you as a planner concerned with the

element of profitability to the ownars of land within the

municipality?

A When ybu develop & master §lan you reaily are not

concerned about who owns the.land other than whether it'é

owned. If thes land that's ownsad by a

1s a2 consideration in your master plan

', obviously that 1s a factor in som2 1indication

of the location of some ¢f your facllities, but as to

who, what individuals own private land 1s not a considerstlon.

Q I don't care about what, but are yu concerned
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o

whether private landowners, wheoever they may bs 23nd withoust

ark to make 2 profit from the uss or dsvelopmant

T aay

you don't propose through your planning cr thrcugh your

control techniques use2s that are not economically sound

Q When you are developing a plan, are you

influenced one way or the other by the fact that td%f'
which you propose may not be as profitable to whoéﬁgg;

x3)

et W

owner may be as some alternative uss?

i

MR. HILL: I want to object to that question.’

I don't s2e where all of these very broad quasticns
are leading and I objeset to0 broad phllosophizing.
We are inllitigation and I think you should
confine yourself ﬁo the issues in liﬁigation,- |
Mr. English.
MR. ENGLISH: I'm trying to do that.
1l yoﬁ answer the questlon, please?
t ttihk profitabllity where one man can make
Ehis:land than another has any role in planning.
Q In one of your earlier answers where I think
you were explaining the dat@ or referring to the datz gathering

process before embarking on a planning project, you raferrsed
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to the constraints and opportunitiss, Could you snlarge

}‘i.dﬁ constraint in the development might be a
quaﬁry. There are limited uses that can be made of a
quarry after the quarry operation 1s completed and a
quarry operation is a long-term operation and 1t's going
to be there for 50 or 100 or more years., That's a constralnt
if yu are thinking in terms of explanatlon of a community
center and there 1s a quarry in the way.

Other conshaints mlight be a railroad,

3.

highway, a body of water, these are constraints vd“,xpanuiaq?
-4

let's say, of a circulation system because they fbrm'akg
barrier, they are expensive to cross.
Another constralnt may be environmental constralnts

Q  Such as? A Such as a severe soll
problem, a swamp Oor a very poof soil éondifion for |
development 1s é constraint,

.Qw, E*cuae me, would you regard a floecd plain?
: MR, HILL: I object to your interrupting
witness when he hasn't finished answering
18 question,

Q  Go ahead and finish your answer and I will
withdraw that question.

A A flood plain 1s a constraint to development. When I




10

11
12
13
14
15
16

17
18

19

22

23

24
25

. plain-Just as there are uses to -- whsn we talk about
SEY 207

iébhatriihé -there are uses that can be made of land, farming,

“}iregfgggfﬁpﬁrin the flood plain very often parking, uses

Lindbloom -~ direct

say a constraint, cbviously there are some uses of a flocd

W o

that won't lmpede the flow of flood waters,

In terms of opportunities égain an opportunity
might be in some of the more positive conditions for, let's
sey, expansion of the community 1f tha%'s a goal. This coulg
be 1n terms of the topography, in terms of the road
existing, a proposed road system, In terms of o#
transportd4ion facilities there are other opportwu
constraints but that's an example of the two. i

Q Do you regard the promotion of the genzigﬁ
as a criterion to be considered as you develop a plan for
gither a privete client or a municipal client?

MR, HILL: I object to that question and
direct the witness not to answer 1t and tell you

» define "the promotion of the general'welfaré.”

Q Have you ever heard of the phrase "general

"Are you familiar with the Mount Laurel decision
of the New Jersey Supreme Court?
A Yes, I am,

Q Do you recall the term "general welfare" 1s used

10
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in that opinion?

m}t is.

 i; your understanding of the general welfare

ﬂ?nsistent with that what was discussed in the

‘Supreme Court opinion in the Mount Laurel cas2?
MR. HILL: I cbjeet to that opinion and
direct the witness notto answer 1t, 1t asks
for lecgi conclusion,
MR. ENGLISH: I asked him.for his understéndin
not for a legal opirbn.
MR. HILL: Mr., English, I have ma
I have dirscted the witness not to ans
MR, ENGLISH: I understand butnI'£:§ﬂ§£1ns'lf
my point on the record for future referencse.
Is 1t your position, Mr. H11ll, that this

witness 1s not to consider the general welfare

in his planning?

MR.VHILL: It's my position that you ars
not asking, you are trylng to get this wltness
rti ramble and generally philosophize and I don't
nk that's useful.

I'm going to object on technical grounds
to those kinds of questlons.
| MR, ENGLISH: My purpose 1s to try to get

a background as to the professional viewpoint

11
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consultant, do yocu bzllieve 1t 1s important that tu‘,>vb
that you prepare and recommend promote the general welfare

to the extents that you understand that term?

A Yes, I do.
Q What 18 your understesnding of the: term "genersal
welfare”?

A I might answer tha2t quastion by saying that when 2

plan for private devalopment or as advice or for providing

a plan an

I would n

~gualifications of th2 witness and I think +the

,ﬂr"'* o

~ direct

which ultimetely goes to ths professional

MR, HILL: Well, if you wili ask questions
to which clesar, concise answers can be glven, I'm
willling to give you considerable latitude, but
what I particularly object %o 1is his getting
into a train of thcught and then you are saying

"Talk more azbout this and talk more abojikifiia

I don't think that's proper use of depd

Mr. Lindbloom, in your work as a plan

REher 1t's a2 community or a private individual,
gseeking to employ me to assist them in the

0 help them develop a plan, whether 1t's 2

d planning advice to a community, if I feel that

ot be compatible with what I envision as that

12
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| I will not take tha job,

I am obligated Yo provide that advice, not to what I thirk

clisnt's concept of planning and what their nasds ars,

2 he v

the plans that I do prepare and the advice

I

f¥1;5§¥§;my clients I feel that I as 2 prcfessionzl

1s 1n the best interests of the client entirely, but what is
also in the best 1ntereéts of the larger community =and
planning in general.

Q Now, Mr, Lindbloom, you have prepared, I bzli=vs,
a document entitled "Bernards Township Failr Shargrﬁggs;gg_

¥ e
Allocation Analysis" which was prepared for Johns-Mafjville.

Properties Corporation with a date of December lfl tﬂ~Is

that correct?
A Yes, it is,

MR. ENGLISH: Can we agree, Mr, Hi1ll, that the
document that the witness Jus+ referred to is
marked as Exhiﬁit D-T77 for 1deﬁification on

" depositions taken by the defendanté in the
Allan-Deans case on May 24, 19762
MR; HILL: Yes, We also agree that the
@cument was not prepared by Mr. Lindbloom, aione,
it by Mr. Lindbloom and Mr, Readlng.
MR. ENGLISLWell, I wculd like to inguire &
little more about that,

Q Do I understand, Mr. Lindbloom, that this report
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Lindbloom - dirsect
Exhibit D-77 for ldentiflcation, is =z jolnt work product
by you and by Richard Readlng & Associlztes?
A That's correct. HMr, Reading is not a plannsr; hs is
an economist,

Q Yes.

Now, were you hired or contracted with by
plaintiff, Allan-Deane Corporation, to maks a2 fair share
housing allocatlion analysis which culminated in this rspors,
Exhiblt D-77 for l1ldentification?

A Well, in pert, yes. Actually, we were both, Mr, Rezding
and myself, were engaged by Allan-Deane Corporation.

They were separate contracts, I d1d net subcontract a por-
tion of the work to Mr. Reading. He was hired independently.

Q At the same time that you were engaged?
A Yes., I% was a joint proposal.

That 1s right, Henry, as I recallf
. MR, HILL: That is right.

Q What were you engaged by Allan-Deane Corporation
to do in this connection?
A I don't know that I have my contract with me, but we
were engaged to do a study of the housing needs of Bernards
Township and that included a determination of the region,
the development of employment projections for the region
in the Township, development of a housing nsed for the

region, allocating the busing to the municlpality and

14
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developing of that n2ed a multi-family mix and an incone

distribution mix.

“;§ what you hava just de=sceribed or do=s what you
fﬁﬁ;cribed come from the proposal initiat=4 by

X;iaﬁlDeéhéfCorporation or was that your proposal as to the

scope of your work?

A It was 2 joint preoposal for Mr. Reading and mys=21f.
Q But were those definlticons of what you ware to

do come from you or was this what Allan-Deane askasd you

to de?

A Oh, no, it was what we sald was necessary to¥
to develop the housing need for Bernards Township:
Q Well, do I understand from your answe*é“ﬁhat allup,
Allan-Desne did was to ask you, Mr. Reading, to come up
with a report on the housing need of Bernards Township?
A Well,they asked us to submi% a propossl which we did
and.they agreed upop, yas. '
Q Was their initial inquiry of you any mdre

praclse than what was impllied by the last question I askad

khere had been before we submitted our proposal,
iiscussions of what we would do, what would be
involved and then Mr, Reading and I sat down and developed
the proposal, yes, there were discusslions prior to the

submittal of the proposal of what an appropriate housing need

15
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study should includ=e,

4Ahen did Allan-Dean2 Corporatlon filrst approach

firgt approach you in connection with this work?

"GAR-FOU-Tiz the time or approximate time?

A With this particular study?

Q Yes, | A Well, it was, I imagine
it was late summer of '75. I can research that but through
my -- I keep time records and I could resesrch that and
provide an accurate time, |

MR. HILL: It was some time in the. #t

fall of 1975, 1f I recollect,
'MR. ENGLISH: I think that's goo;f
for the mament,
Q Now, we know from other pretrial discovary that
the firm of Rahenkamp, Sachs & Wells has prepared a plan
for the development of the Allan-Deane property in
Bernards aﬁd Bedminster Townships and my questlon %o you,
Mr, Lindbloom, i1s did you hae any communicstion with the
‘Rahenkamp firm or its people durling the course of the
g ey

o your report which is Exkibit D-77 for

do.
Q Can you tell me, gensrzlly, what was the nature

and sccpe of the communicetion you had with the Rahenkamp

peopla?

16
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A W2ll, at the tim2 of ths pra2parsticn of our housing

TR,

,pepogt-Rah%éfamp, Sachs & Wells were preparing the overall

wlth representatives of Allan-Deane to review the progress

of the Réhenkamp werk.
Q Can yougive ma your best present reccllection of

the times or approximets times of those meetings?

A Well, I think I was down tn2sre three times and that

was in from =arly fall to plan completion which w;?‘

at the end of the y=ar -- no, 1% mght have gone 1i%‘

this yesar.

Q Early 197672 : A Yes, It
startsd later than early fall -- I know 1t was qulte cold
one day.

Q - Were you glving the Rahenkamp peopls data and

information as té-heusing nez2ds which you understood they
were to use 5r at least consider in preparing their plans?
A At one of the meetings I provided them with preliminary
S ur étudy to provide input to theilr work. This
Rin role in attending those meetings, though.
o 6ﬁ%erve and to critique along with the others
thelr work. |

Q Well, as far as this critique aspect is concerned,

you weres a planner trying to make helpful suggestlons *o

17
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Q ;wﬁ%re you tryling to make sure that the plan in-

;.elyggd.thgkhOusing factors that your studies led you to

2lisve were agppropriate?
A No, but this was ~-- it was 2 purpes=2 %c provide
them with this information that I came up with to use as‘
an input 4o their plan,
Q Was this report, which 1s D-77 for identificst

Submltted by you to the Rahenkamp people while thelr plan.

was still in the process of being prepar=d?

LA
=

A We had, as I said, we had drafts of our fiﬂdings and;jf

I belizve the r=port was completed prior to the comniétion'
of thelr plan but -- yes, 1t wsass, and they did -- I did
provide them with ccples of ths report but bear in mind
that this report was for tha needs of the entirs Townshilp
and not designsd to say what the neads of the Allan-Dezane
preperty in terms of residential development should be;

MR. HILL: Mr. English, could I sugges?

at since theses are two lawsults connected
fjpcether that we are willing to give you 2ll the
time that you want, but could we concentrate

on the first part of the devosltion with tha
matters that concern both Mr. O'Connell 2znd

us so that we woen't have problems in the future

18
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in scheduling additicnsl depcsiticns?
MR. ENGLISH: Surs,.

New, lst m2 just ask onz or two more questions

B wrep this up.

5 | Q Can you give me your best rsccllacticn,

Mr., Lindbloom, of the time or approximate time when your

7|l preliminary draft of your report, D-77 for identification,
8 || was submitted to the Rahenkamp peopls?

9 A Well, it wasnt actually submitted; it was discussed
10
11
12

13 || Novembsr, but again I can pin that down for you.

14 MR, ENGLISH: Well, would it be agreesbls,
15 Mr. Hill, 1f you wrote us a laztter with the dates
16 of the meetings that Mr, Lindbloom had with ths
17 . Rahenkamp people as a supplément to this'. |

i8 deposition?

19 | MR, HILL: 1If he has that information, I.

uld rather not spend a lot of my time chasing

wn little 1tems that weren't coverad on

jizﬁ ’ depositlons.,
23 Q Let me leave 1%t this we2y. I have an unhappy
24 feeling we will have %o continue this deposition 2t a later

25 || date and would you be good enough to try %c look that up sz
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ey

sport D-77 for identification,

S&L -

ganeral terms, the parts

of this report that you are responsible for and the parts

of 1t ©ha*%t Richard Reading & Asscclates 2re rasponsible
for?
A Certainly. The portion of the rsport from Pags 11,

or actuzlly the Appendlx which starts at Page 7 w;ﬁ

>
kX

centalns a number of tables on chered employmentg
are people covared by employment compensation, Sti
Employment Compensation, wages and pay rolls, empi%yﬁenék
projecticns, inccme information and a llsting of the
municlpalitiss in the Bernards Township Housing reglon.

daild
This was all dones by Mr., Reading. I/work with him in

on 1t but that was primarily his responsibility.

Q May I interrupt ycu with 4n order to clear

my understanding at the rear of your report, D-77 *

“€¥at those tables were prepared

Primarily, yes. ~

ir

Q Did you give him some

you wanted included in thosz tables?

2(
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A Yes, for xample App=sndix Table 6,

Which is entltlsqd? A A "Tatal Count*y

S

Epgloéﬁgq$g£iojections.”

syes, A I suggestad that thils table
b; included and provided from my fll=s some of the
informaticn in that table.

Q Specifically what information in Tabls 6 did ycu
supply from your filas?
A Well, I can't say specifically because he had soms
of‘the information but I had had -- for example,
prcjections of the Reglonal Plan Assoclstion I mi

out that this table consists of projections by ot

as well as by Richard Reading & Associzates and Ilpag';éiééa
some of the 1nformation from my files from sources that I
had. For example, th2 Regional Plan Assoclation, I telleve
the Port Autherity projections were from my files and
Modeling State Growth,

:Q Now, what about the County Planning Bosr

projections?

ding had some and I may hzve provided soms from
&% géhink I provided the Union County projections,.
FEALL right.

The scurces of these projections, were those
1ist=2d? Can you %ell us what 2lse in the appendix tables,

Number 1 through 13, inclusive, represents your 1nput --

21
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by input I mean not nzcesmarily just 2 statistical deta

or the source of it, bub the diresctions, guidelines,

the Appendix Table 6 wasthe one thet I had

e

with., The other tablas were discussad with me.

most t; do
Thls, as I say, this report was a jolnt productlon and befors
I could start my work 1% was necesssary for Mr. Reading to
develop some of his employmsnt vrojsctions and he wsnt off
and did this independently and’came back with his findings

and then there was discussion as to the form and matt

of presentatlon, mors than substance,
Q Who decided, for example, that Table 6 iy

include a column or should include four columns fi

years‘1975, 1980, 1985 and 1990, respectively?

A Oh, I think that was probably mostly myself. I%t was

a product by discussion but I think it resulted moré from
thelfact that the§e‘regional agencles had, as you can see
where the blanks are, tﬁere was no projecticn, some ééencies
only had a projecticn to 1985, others had proJectiéns

years and th= table worked out on the basls

ctions were to be przsented in five-year

Q Can you tell me what document or documents cf
the Regional Plan Association or the source or sourcses

of the figures described in Table 67?

22
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A Thls tablse 1s lacklng in thz2t it shauld havse 2 nor:

e « }_ ) next
A I will provide that at the/time for the Reglonal Plan

Association. I can't recall the precise title repcrt but
I have 1t in my office.‘

"Mcdeling State Growth” was the Record Study
which I thirk ycu are famlliar with. Tha Port Autherity

source I belleve 1is entitled "Jobs and Income"” or gomething

L

to that effect.

I also have that in my office and can provide

T
=

that. .
Q Would you please provide that at the next time?
A The County reports were the latest figures that wa
had from the Counties identirfled.

Q Well, my underétanding is that some d;the County

Boards periodically revlise thelr various projsctions.

A That's true.

that'the dates & the reports used in Table 6
interest. Could you find out specifically *the
reports of the County Planning Boards that yecu
use and bring them next time, please?

A Yes.

Q Thank you.
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New, except 1t has been suggasted for Tables 6,

&

8. regt of the table 1in the tables of the Appendix Number

Q i guess we are working backwards through your
report, Exhibit D-77 for ldentiflcation, but the tables
we have referred to appear at the rear o the appendix, ths
appendix comprising Pages 7 to 23, incluslive, and c2n you
tell me if any of the appendix represents your work?
A That would be difficult because we did work }
on the Pages 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and up to the-:

Page 14, Pages 1h4, 15, 16, 17 and 18 were largelys

Mr. Reading's. Pages 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23 are the.
product of discussions similar to Pages 7 through 14,

Q Mr., Lindbloom, do you endorsz2 and sgbscribe to
work which Mr. Re=ding did as eflected in thils report,
D-77- for identification?

A Well, it waS my suggestion that Mr, Reading join with
mg 1nrprgpar;ng this study. It was not the suggestion of‘
1 anyone else and I did that because I had had
m before. I felt there was a need to have

with his particular expertise involved in %his

study and I have great falth in his abilities and we
discussed the approach pricr to submitting our proposal and

I have great confidence in his work. That's all I can say
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‘Yh@zjolnt efforts of yourself and Mr. Reading and do you

11, the total report from what you sSay rapresents

stand by thes report &8s g whele?
A Oh, absolutely, yes.
| Q Working still further backwards, we now hsave the

first part of the report, Pages 1 to 6, ineclusive, which
pracedes the appendix beglnning on Page 6,and can you t2ll us
what your involvement has been in the preparai:1.«'31'z~;""""':"'i
s8ix pages?
A Well, the pages were largely my work. The (
of the region was a joint =ffort. The rest of the QQQS'iﬁ?E
predominantly my Iinvolvement.

Q Well, would it be fair % say, Mr. Lindbloom --
A It was my responsibility,

- Q You assume responsibllity for the first six

A Tha's | correct.

Q In fact, you assume responsibllity, I %take 1ft,
for tha entire report?

A Yes, I do,

25
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1 Q Weuld ycu b2 goecd einough *to 1look a%t yonur report,

38 E%pibit D-77 for identification, and ls+ me point

I of %the report at the top 2 statement which I
%] am interpr#fing to mean that you project a need of 1,022
‘F‘,"-ﬂs‘* :@!gé' }z,é‘_ﬁ}:nﬁ BE ~":-z‘ - -

3 housing units for moderate income families during a periosd
6 of tima between '75 to 1990.

7 Let me interrupt myself there. D¢ I ccrractly
8 Interpret that material at the top of Page 4°?

94 a Let me make sure., That's correct,

10 » Q Now, might I direct your attention to Page 30

11 || the rz2port and at the bottom is a tabulaticn of
12 || medlan income distributlion and the second line of haéf#epéﬁﬁ
13 || 1s labelsd between 50 and 80 per cent and do_I<un3%r§£;;axij?
14 || that description to refer to what you call moderate inccme.
15 || famllies?

161 A That's correct.

17 Q@ Ir .the right-hand column of that table at the

18 || bottom of Page 20 is a column whick is labesled "Incremsnt

19 1975 to 1990", we have the figure of 879 for familiess betwesn

cent of the median which you have just teold
?;d moderate income families?

220 § correct.

23 Q@ My question 1s how do you rsconcile the statement
24 || on Page 4 that‘the hecusing needs for 1975 and 1990 for

25 || moderates income families are 1,022 units and apparsntly
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on Page 20 you meak2 th=2 same
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Page 4 —-

twanty-two.

-- As th2 bssis for that projection was job growth,
vvh;ch is ﬁhe preposal in thz report. What ycou a2re quoting

7 from,the projzcticn where mederate income for 879 units
8|15 basad on an alternative m2thod which begins on Pags 19,
9|l and 1t's bas2d on population growth rather than job growth.

10 This is an alternative means to determes

11 || region's housing needs and 15's not the method th

12 || the body of the resport.

13 Q Which is th2 basls of your -- .

14 || A The basis of our report is that of job growth,

15 Q Maybe ws héd batter -;

16| A Thls alternatlivs method I would just point out was

b

.17 || done to show tha%t therz ar2 other methods of determining

18 || housing need and thzt using a population means is not all

19 | that different than using the job related basls which 1s

o ack

ed techniqﬁe becanse of the r=2latlonship of
Ming formulated in the Mount Laurel decision,
22:& o 7 Well, would you agree there may be more than
23 || one valid method_of determining in municlpalities failr
24 || share of reglonal housing ns2a2ds?

25| A Yes,
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1 Q@ ' May I direct your ettenticn, plsass, tc Tabla U

vinmthg appendix, which I believe 1s sntitled "Covered

PRER

Employmenk:Projections.” Is that rlght?
:' g %

5 Q Are you in a positicn to answar quss+ions abous

- 6llt his table or is that something that only Mr, Readlng could

11 || has six vertical columns, one each for the yesrs"

13 || horizontal lines labeled respectively "Bernards wanship, e

14

12 || 1975, 1980, 1985 and 1990, respectively, and it hag

7 || talk about?
81 a Mr., Reading preparsd this table but I will at“emp*

9 te answer any questions to the best of my knowledge.

10 Q  Let me say for the record that this table- ..

15 || Pertion, Morrls Portion, Scmerset Portion, Union Portion',

16 || and under sach of those horizontal lines or units thers 2re

17 || two lines under sach labeled respectively "Unilts"” and

18 “Jobs, "

23 || A

housing region which we have dafined, I think, on Page 1 of

Bry well.
11, you tell us what you mean by "Besrnards
%:second group of horlzontal lines,

The "Bernards Region" refers to the Bernards Township

the report which consists of 109, or is 1% 106 -- 109

Bernards Reglon, Essex Portion, Hunterdon Portion, Middlesex

Have I correctly described this table, iMr. Lindbloqm?

28
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municipalities 1in all or parts of six counties., And ths

:;nthat ara listed below the Bernards Reglon ars
A;s that all méke up the Bernards Township Housing
\;”Somerset County 1s entirely, all of 1t is
pért of the Bernards Region, the other five counties only .
parts are within the Township Reglon,

Q Thank you.

Now, looking a%t the data pertaining to Bernards
Township I note thatlths projected employment, covered
employment, for 1975 1is glven as 3,339 and that o
1s given as 7,366. Can you tell me, please, the :
that latter figure, namely, 7,3667
A I will as far as I know and Mr. Reading can
more preclse information, but the 1975 figure of 3,339 was
the base figure and added to that was the AT, & T,
2mpkyment which I'm not sure was elther ussd as 3hoovor
3500. We found scme diécrepanc& whethér the actual
projection fromcﬁr sources was either 3400 or 3500,
Mr ., Reading projected the growth of jobs exclﬁsive
T. projection in the same manner that he
growth of jobs for the entire regilon which was
using a straight line projection from 1970 through 1974,

Q When you speek of the straight line projection

from 1970 through 1974, let's look at thé figures under

the h=2aging "Bernards Reglon" on Table 4 and if I read

29
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this corrsctly, the Bernards Regilon 1In 1970 had 414,215

gﬁjgﬂﬁ and in 1974 had 464,876 coversd jobs. Did I
Q What did you de, take the difference between
those flgures which 1s approximdely 50,000 and divide by

A I think it might bs best to ask Mr, Reading how he

made his projsction, but as I understand it he took the trends

in growth from the known years, '70 to 'T4, and s
was a period in those years when wemrd both good
poor growth in terms of jobs 1t was felt that thi
a balance in using those years as atrend projectil
made nhis projections,

The mathematics I was not involved with but the
concept 1s as I describsd 1t.

Q In any event, you support the concept of a- stralght
lire projection based on the annual percéntage of growth
from 1970 to 19747

MR, HILL: I object to that question, T
nk that Mr., Lindbloom has not said that.
r. Lindbloomhas not characterized himself as
an economist. There is a grest dezl of contro-

versy as to whether the years 1970 %o 197M‘are

typical years or whether they represent a depressicn

30



10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17.

18

19

23

24
25

Lindbloom - dirsct
and I don't think that Mr, Lindbloom is qualified

to answer as to whether the sconomic trends betweer

Do you want 1t rasd back?
A No, 1¢t's quite all right.

Mr, Reading and I had a number of discussions
at this point and naturally I defarred to him, being ths
economlst, but from a planning standpoint and in terms of
using information and projecting information, wh
do, I felt that housling needs study such as thils

done by all communities and used as a document a

their master plan as a study element in the prepar
of a master plan,

Some of the baslec data that you dp as in preparatilg
for a master plan should includs a housing nesds study 2and
just as yoﬁr infdrmaticn on circulation communlty facllity,
open‘space land use should be updated every filve c¢r six years

or more often 1f conditicns change, s¢ should your housing

4

d the basls for that study be updated

For that reason, 1'm not concernsd that the figures
when we reach 1990 may not be pr=2cisely what was projected
in 1975, just as I'm not cencerned that the employment

projections, or rather the pcpulatlcn projsctions may not

31
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whicnh
be precisely that ‘was devsloped in y=22ars earll

11

", Planners

that thelr plans are going to be carri=d out

#& proposad, but to the b2st of our knowlsdge
Y

'vgﬁﬁit reliable data that we have and until conditicng

ave changed to change cur thinking on the reliabllity of

6 the data, that's what we go with,

7 Q Well, I'm interested, Mr., Lindbloom, in what you
8 sald but I don't think you answered my question, which wss

9 whether you sndorse and subscribz2 to a projection of

10 coverad smployment to the year 1990 based upon 2
11 1l 14ne projection reflecting the annual rate of inc

12119970 to 1974.

13114 Well, I though® the long answer,I did answer 167In a*
14

long way, but a short way would be to say under these

15 particular circumstancés, yes, I 60.

16 Q =~ Now, referring to your next %o lagt answer, am
.17‘ I to Infer that &our projected falr share allocatlon in

18 |l Table 2 on the bottom of Page 6 of your report, Exhibit D577

19 | ror 1dentification, of 5,247 total units by the year 1990

prpreted as an exact figure?

ot 's an exact figure as of this date.

Q But this might be subject to revision in the
23 || 11ght of subsequent developments?

24 | A Absclutely.

25 | Q Well, 1f you were advising Bernards Township an




10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

22

23

24
25

Lindbloom - direct 3
the basis of your repert, Exhiblt D-77 for identifics«’on

ylse them £o plan now for 5,247 units by sna

al units, yes, I would.

W
(]
4
ot

Q@ But you might advise tham durlng the ccurs

b

'
3

next 15 years to revisas these projections?

to be inecreasad.

0]

A Yes, it might hav

Q Might 1

t

have “o be decreassd?
A Very possibly.

MR. ENGLISH: Off the record,.

(A brief recess 1s taken.)
Q Mr, Lindbloom, will you pleass look at ?gge,l3*

in

¢t

) B
he appendix to your report which I belleve coﬁigins*
a table of data from ths 1970 Census indicating thz pl=ce

of work of residents of Bernards Township.

Q1]
‘-
b2

L0
+

Do I corractly read thst table to indlcatsz
8.70 per cent of the Bernards Township rssidents work in

Essex County?

MR, HILL: Caveat hers just to be helpful.
hink the trip to work part of the census
s a sampling, I'm no%t surs that the questicn 1s
contained on every census application, My
racollectionrn 1s 1% 2s a 15 per cent sampling of

the population and it 1s 2 projection based cn
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Well, in ysur rsport havs you acecepted tha
1970 Ceansus which indicates that 8,70 per
g Bernards Townsnhip residents work in Essex County?

g

A This table shculd be a reflection praciszly of tha

1970 Census for information, place of work cf Townshi
residents, I think 1%t is employed residents.
Q Yes,

Now, will you please look again at Table 4 in

the appendix of your report. Inthe h2ading "Essex ‘Peetty

it indicates for the year 1970 73,021 jobs and dod
stand that means that in 1970 there wre 73,021 cq"
employees werking In the portion of Essex County ;ﬁisﬁtyaﬁ m}
included in the Bernards Reglon?
A Yes. Th2 municipalities makling up the Essex Pertion
are listed on the last page of Tables 13.

Q I know, |

Am I éorrect that up above that 1s listed in

{5‘ 4 that's correct.

1970 jobs for the Bernards Region of 414,215°?

bw, am I correct in stating that 73,021 is about
17.6 per cent of 414,215?

If you want to do the math, we would be glad %o

give you a plece of paper.

34
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It szems W be about right, ys2s,

1970, thet's correct.
Q  Whereas, on Pagz 13 of your report you indicate

that only 8.70per cent of thes Bernards Townshlp residents

worked in Essex County?

A In all of Essex County, thatfs correct.
Q Ail right.

If you took only the portion of Essex |

in the region your: - 8,70 per cent on Page 13 we
presumably smaller?
A Possibly, possibly not. I would say posslbly be smaller
yas.

Q Well, 1% would be smaller unless none of the

outside the portion which you include in the Bernaﬁds»Region?
hat's correct. | |

s 1t would be a smaller than 8.70 per caent

the 395 worked in Newark, for example?

‘That's correct.

Q Will you perceive any inconsistency between

a percentage of certainly not more than 8.70 in 1970 and
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‘jes,for me?

you ares comparing things that aren't reaslly
comparable. Tabls 4,1ia the column under 1970, is a listing
of the Jobs, covered employment, existing in the various
portions of the Bernards Township Ragion. The table on

Page 13 1s a listing of where the Bernards Township residents

worked in 1970, The fact theot 8.70per cent of the residents

o

of the Township in 1970 worked in all of Essex Coy

little or nothing to do with the fact that 17.6 peg. &

of the Jjobs in a portion, a smaller portion of Essii Ci 5
= Fsls
z DR
make up the total jobs in the total Township housing regiog§

I don't see the pbint in compering vhere Township
residents worked in 1970 with whare the jobs are in 1970,

Q The Bernards Township p=2ople fill only abou*t half
of tha Bernards Région's share of the jobs thst the portion.
of Essex County included in that Bernards Region,
asking me?

" that 1sn't a reasonable infgrence.

T I understand the question, wh# you stated

was chrect, that in 1970 half of thz Townshilp fesidents

worked in é portion of -- worked in Essex County where --
strike that.

I find 1% difficult to make 2 comparison, I'm
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i gpt's look 2t Tabls 4 for a moment, Column 1970,
nélﬁie have already agreed that the Bernards Reglon
yluded 414,215 coverad jobs?
A Right.
Q And that the portion of Essex County 1ncludad
in ths Bernards Region included 73,021 jobs?
A That's correct,
qQ And that the Essex Portion of the Bernards Region
in 1970 had 17.6 per cent of all the jobs in the
Region?
A Th&'s ceorrect, 35 %
Q Now, 1f one is to draw condusions as f;gﬁﬁﬁiﬁlé'#?
s hould not one expect that 17.6 per cent of the Bernards
Township residents would work in ﬁssex County?
MR, HILL: I objeet to the quesbtion. I
don'tAseé that at all, The purpose of the falr
share study was to find what the falr share would
Qe absa2nt exclusionary zoning and exclusilonary
ning plays 2 large part in the diseretion
these numbers and I don't understand the
question and I think 1% should be rephrased so
that 1t makes gsense,
Q Do you uﬁderstand the question, Mr, Lindbloom?

A ~ As I understand it, you are saying that why shouldn't

37
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17.6 per cent or even a highar parcentage of Townshin resldent

3

‘,dggéaimake up the 73,000 jobs 1s 17.6 per cent cf the
2 rcga;qéul jobs?

Q Héw would yocu answer the questlon as you just
phrgsed 1t°?

A The question 1s why 1is there a discrepancy? Th2 answer
ig I don't know and I'm no%t sure that it matters.

Q I can.—— well, if you are trying to determine
Bernards fair dere of housing would 1t not matter whethg:‘
you were looking at a 17.6 percentage figure as d15~ gut
from an 8.70 percentage figure?

A I might suggest that possibly some of the rqggonéiiu
why there is a difference in the two flgures if it matters
at all is that there may be commﬁtation prcblems in one portid
of a rglon more so than there are in another portion of

a reglon, |

In other words, some Jobs may bg more accesslihle

in one portlion of a region than another regicn., Some there

her prbportion of jobs in an adjacent area than
further ares and sc a higher percentage of
"resldents are working in the closer or more
accassible area., It doesn't change much the fact that those
jobs are still within the housing region and are still

avallable from commutation situation to Township residents,
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fdaries of the region, including the 109

The jobs within that region are then avallable

st e
o o g e *
to Townshlp residents within a half hour's tims, That's what's

important, not the fact that the Essex Portion of the jobs
in 1970 made up 17.€ per cent of the total and that in 1970
8.6 per cent of Township residents sctually worked in all
of Essex County. That 1s not important.

Q Well, 1s accessibillity of jobs a facto

in your judgment should enter into the determinat
Bernards Tewnship's failr share of housing?

A "In preparing a hqusing neeads study, the fir
to determine the reglon and the method that we selectad to
determine the region was the half hour driving time,

Q Now, obviously Just as we agreed earlier that therne
ars other techniques 1n'preparing}nusiﬁg needs studiés; éome
of these technnueéﬂmight include a different nzed of coming
up with the regional determination.

‘ | question is whethsr accessibility of jobs is
should enter into determination of Bernards

“falr share?

A If you mean accessibility of jobs by, 28 we have

determined 1t, the accessibility from the municipallty that

you 2re doing ths study for to outwardly to all areas of the

39
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region, I would say yes.
Qs W8l1l, do you regard a job flve minutes away as
} iree of accessibllity as 130 minutes away?
B JOr regional determination purposes, yes.
1a)] Well, what did you mean in your answer in
commenting on the differencs of 8.70 pér cent and 17}6 per
eent that commutling problems might have some bezrlng upon
that differencs?
A Weil, an employee may choose to, 1f hs can, work
closer to his residence. If an employee had his Wi
might select to work as close to hls home as possg
all employses have that option. But obviocusly I
desirable to work as clos2 t0 your home as you cart
Q Well, if that b2 so, would not a falr share
reasonably take iInto account the distance factor so that
jobs closer to a plece of residence would be given more
significance in determining falr share than jobs on the
periphsry of the commuting zone? |

A Well, I think that would bz a very difficult mesans

e falr share., We have tried to keep our
simple as possible s0 that each municipality
can as part'of thelr master plan work do thelr own fair
share analysis without having a very complicated procedurse
requliring COmpute:s cr black boxvtechniques to come up with

fair share.

i
4o
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Q Well, doesn't your syst=m amoun*t %o “the sz=m2

»iﬂ%@bifyin tha number of jobs wishin commuting

then saying tc Bernards

'“?, your share of all these

jobs™"?

<t
m
n
[41]
[3Y]
v

A Your fsir share jus ch municipality has to
provide their shesre and th2ir shars spportioned 1+s related
to ths number of jobs, their percsntage of the jobs they

provlide in their munlicipzliti=s,

Q Well, if for example Bedminster Townshi

permitted any major employmsnt within 1ts boundar}§

would understand from your reascning, if I do und i
; g
n-

that Bedmlnster would b=
of thz housing need genesratsd by industry in Bridgewater

or in Bernards Township? |

A Tc a largs exbtent, yes, that's correct. It would still

1f it had some ~-- 1% would still have scome b growth 2van

if i% didn't have 2ny industrial zonrnes. It would still haye'

j ob growtb from its commesrcial area, from its school
.icipal amploysas, but, yes, you are corrsct
112 does not --
Bedminster. A Did you say
Bedminster?
Q Yes. . A If Bedmlnster does not provids

for largs smploymen* generators undsr our formula it's ming

45
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Yo have 2a very snall requlrsment for housing nzed ans o

fhink that's the sltya®ion w2 havz in tha St2%=2 Sod=y,

3"Weil, pnmlOSﬁbh’c°lly then g srong, if nob
E eSS

tc take carz of ité cwn?

A Very largely, yes, %hat's our philecsephy. We ds
use the how they provide for their own should r=flect hs
regional requirsmenfs that's in terms of unlt type cosss.

In other wecrds, if the requirmesnt fer a munic*oality is

let's say 1,000 units those- thousand units shculdgp&flect
the regional needs in terms of income, | - B
Q But at the moment I'm talking about the:fotal
numbers and for total numbers of housing units without regord
to th:z cost breakdown within thest number do I understend
you to ssy 2zach Townshlp ough* to take care of 15s cwn?
A Yes,. |
Q Well, by thzt do ycu mean 1t ocught tc make
provision for all of the, for instance, psrsons emplovad

oundaries to live within i1ts boundarias?

a8

ie1l, how do you reconcile what strikes ma/2x
inconsistency?
A Mount Laurel dldn't say, a3 1I'm sure you ar2 2wére

of, didn't say 2a2ch Town has to build the housing to meat
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its job needs, It hsas
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housing unlts znd basad on the ragicna
distributlon should bz such and so then that community
shculd make possible in its ovlanning and zenlng that thoss

housizng n=2eds can be ms%,

Q Well -- A Now, 1%

bullt elsewhere but at least that community has mat 1%s
obligatlcn by making 1t possibie for theose unilts %2 be
built in the community.

Q Well, for example, let's assume that 3500 p=zople
ar2 geing to be smployed by A.T. & T, in Bernards Tc%ﬁship.
Without regard t¢o breakdown of housing types or income

ayels, 1s 1t your position #et Bernards Township's zoning
,;ﬁld provide for 3500 dwelling units which

fically be sllocable to A.T. & T. employees?

First of all w2 don't say *thera shouldle ons
nousing unit for svery job., In the rsport there ig less than

ori2 hcusing unit for =vary job genrnsarataed because in some
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L |l ncussholds mere then ons pirscn works.

10 || nesds for those 3500 jobs tc be mat in the Townshigiﬁﬁ??bt:w,
11 fer thesa 3500 spscific jobs but 3500 Jjobs. :

12 Q All right,.

13 But the number 1s the same without the gagéré?,.
14 || A That's corrses., |

15 Sc, 1f I ceuld explain it further, you can still

thzt ars provided ars not

that are coming into the

& T, are part of the total

6 Jjobs that are coming intc the Barnards region in the years

1975 Sarcugh 1990.

llow, ycu have to make provision in your zoning

9 || ordinance, as we mentioned, th2 possibllitfy for ths houslng

16 || have commuti:g patterns as we hzve within the region but

(]

17 |l there 1s 2 cheice of residsnce and employment within %the

18 {(reegicn. In other words, 1f ycu want to work at A.T. & T,

23

24
25

19 jjor if you want tc work in a factory 1n Bridgewater, thare

‘housing units avallable in Bernards Township
jee,

MR. HILL: Could I suggest we break for

aither five minutes or elther forty-five minutes.

MR, ENGLISH: Well, then, why don't we knock

off for lunrch., Could you try to be back in

ycur snare of the regional neseds.

2n houl

for

b8

b2
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V&R

(Tha lunchson reeess is taksr.)

CAR L LINDDBILOOHM, previously

sworn.

DIRECT

EXAMINATION CONTINUZD

3Y MR, ENGLISH:

Q Mr., Lindbloom, I don't know 1f ycu can angwq"“"
this question or not but wuld you look at Appendixﬂ$§?@;
pleass, Column 7 ir that table is headed with a ﬁiﬁlé
“Undisclosed Jobs." Do you happen to know the sc;%éé:of the
data which appears in that column?

A To the best of my knowlsdge Mr, Reading went down

to the Department of Labor 2nd Industry %o get the

i

information on coversd emplceyment. Theg publish s list of

the covered jobs but if you go deown to the Depsrtment you

can get the listing of ths jobs thszt are neot dilsclos=2d4 2and

Tished listing if you are going %o include tho=zs=s
£al where they won't be reporitszd.
0w, that's the best way I can describe 1it.

Q Okay.

But esssentilally

A It's all from the --

thet was --

+ha

[P 2 e

as far as I understand from

49
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. But My, Readling is the indlvidual who actually
szata in Celumn 77

Tin athat's correct.

‘Q- | Lboking back zgain to Appendix Table 6, which
w2 talked abou% =arlier, I observed that thesre is no
refz2rence 1n‘that table tc any =mployment projecticns by
the Tri—State Reglonal Planning Commission, Havs you any
gxplanstion fbr that‘omission?

A No, I do not. I would say they weren't ava%§§“ 
they hadn't made any. I don't know. There is no'$
why they couldn't bz Included because this table ;§§j;_“u
the only purpose ¢f this table, I shculd have poiﬁéed-ouﬁf
thls morning, was %o show the comparlson to projections made
by othars to thase made by Richard Reading & Assceistes,

Q. Do you krow whethar or not the Tri-State Ragional
Planning Commissicr doas publish figures on employment
projectionsé
A I assume they do. I have some of thelr reports on
" s ¢ they hava msad2 and I assume that they have mads
nt prcjections,
is table.wasa't meant to be all-inclusive, i%
was Just to demonstrats Mr., Resding's projectlions in many
cases were conservative In terms of employment projections

in comparison with regionsl agencles: 2nd others,

Ui

(&)
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1 Q All right.

2 . ... Now, Mr, Lirdbloom, dc you r=ec2ll an articls
y y g
& X I PSR TVt

-

Jeurnal of July 24, 12752

-7 {lone of the criteria used, "Four shert-term (five to %San yoars)
8 llprojections are most appropriaste for zening us=." Is that
9 |Iwhat you s2id in your articlza?

10 {|A Yes, 1t is,

11 Q Now, in your report for Allan-Desne Carg§rati¢ﬁ;‘ff

R
F -

12 j{|jwhich 1s Exhiblt D-77 for identification, you make projectiddg

13 {|for a 15-yeer period to 19907? -
14 & We made prcjections for five years, ten yez2rs zand

15 [|[fifteen years,

16 Q Right, but your projecticns include 15 y=ars <o
17 ||19902 |

18 (A That's correct.

19 ' Q What 1s your justification for 15-y=ar orojsction

are on record gs stating that a term of five
::or projections is most appropriats?
JMontgomery article I sald that the filve to fen-
23’year projections are most appropriats for zcning purposes
24 and I st1ll fezel that 1s correct. For planning purposes

25 |12 longer period of projection time 1s most zpprooriste in
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developing master plans for communiiies. We go anywhers frem

rs. I have seen regicral plans for the yesr

*

2020,

1990, In thils report I wasn't saying how Bernards Towhship

i
jat we did hare was to project only to the year

should prcvide for a needed 5,000 housing units to the yezr
1990, I was saying that that was thelr n=2ed. Now, 1t might
be appropriate for the Townshlp to =gres with this s+tudy

to zone immediately for only the first five years of need,

but they should be planning for the ysar 1990 and HerbRz

further,
Q Well, is 1t ycur view as a planner thaé

Township should plan now for 1990 and bgyond as,df

from planning for a shorter pericd of time and then revise

within 1%ts plans as time goes on?

A They should plan for at least until 1990, 1990 wsould

take the Township to horé or less full’developmént as -

has been‘projectéd in terms of population growth for %ths

Township, so they should plan at least for 1990 and I would

o

they zone for at least the next five years

at figurs do you arrive at as the m=ed for
subsidized housing for the next five ysars?
A This re2port doss not specify, I den't think, as I

recall,'a figure for housing need for ths next flve years, bul

52
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it

the infqrmation thet's previdaed in *his study %th2y could

raport?
A I am.

plan which was adcpted in December 1975?

A

does 1rndicata a projscted empleoymernt growih z2nd using

I have raviewed 1%, yeos.

Are ycu referring *2 Table 1 orn Pags 3 ¢f your

MR, HILL: Excuse me, 1s that a future nesd
table?

THE WITNESS: No, itscovered smploymast:

growth, 1t's not housing need. It'scovefd
smployment growth. »

MR, HILL: Does 1%t include presené%aeed’

THE WITNESS: I%f doesn't cover need, Henry,
1t's employment growth.

I think the important thing is that the
communlity plan now for its future hbusing_needs
and then zoning will then follow the o&érall
plan. I mean, you shouldn't start out with zcning
the next five years without having scme idea
3 what ycur long-term needs are, nct only ln
o_tal units but in income range

re you familiar with the Bernards Townshlp maz'm

53
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Q In your opinion does the%t peflsct plenning for

_';what respect dozs 1%t f211 to do so?
4 L
A It doesn't provide for tth2 distributicn oflwusing
type_and costs in accerdance with 2 study of rsgicnal fair
shars alloceaticn. |
Q Is it your opinilon that that subject ought %o be
dealt with in detall in the master plan as‘distinguished
frem zoning ordinznce?
A Yes, 1% is. The functlon of a zcning ordinans:
Implement the plan. If you den't hzve a plan, yoi
zoning ordinance has no guidelines,
Q Now, you were ra2ferring to Table 1 on Pags 3 of

yur report. Would you lock & that again, please,

First of all, could you tell me the derivaticn

O
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<t
jny
]
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antitled "Per Cent of Total"” in 2 line %£hz%t is label=d

ve that 4he 2,61 per cent 1sthe relatlonship
employment growth in Bernards Townshlp over tha
.i’od,which is 5,254 to the covered employment
growth 1n the Bernards Township housing region which is
glven for that pericd 201,582.

Q I~ arriving at the projectlion shown in Table 1
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for the greowth in covarsd employment in Bernards Township
considerztion given to the possibility
Bernards Townshlp with regard to either

sing the ar=zas zoned for =mploymani

purposes?
A No,
Q Well, then, 1f Bernards Township wars to

slgnificantly rsducs thsz ar2as zoned for smploymen® purvoses,
would that sjesct soms degree cf inaccuracy or invalldity in
the projections shown on Table 1 on Page 3°

A That depends on a number of factors.

how much employment generating aress thay might 1%
In my opiniocn you wouldn't bs able %o eliminate<eﬁough“
tc change Table 1 2%t 2ll. You weculd have to, for example,
in somz of your aress ﬁow zoned for employment ¢to sort of
spot zoné in a way 5o lcts that are ncw zonad for employment
thet are surrouﬁdéd'by axisting commerclal uses would

have £o b2 razoned for noncommercial use and I don't think

that 13 likely tc happen or also there is emplcyment

Township that i1s independent of zoning.
is is smployment in the municipality, emplcocyment
in thé'schoois, professional employment, employment growth
in the 2xisting uses thrcugh =xpansion,
So, the answer s no, I don't think zoning chang=s

will have any =ffect 2s far as Barnards Townshlp 1s concernsd
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1

cnn Table 1.

-

. PP R T I
2pzeific=_ly

n

% Township 2lcne and your answe» applias *o

that column?
A Yes.

Q Ar2 you aware, Mr, Lindbleom, thzs thers Is
presantly pendling before the Bernards Township Commicte:
an amendment to the zoning ordinance which if passzad weuld

Yransfer back into low density residential use thaﬁfrontage__
on the south side of Interstate 78 from Martinsviiieﬂéaéd;}‘-
to Somerville Road and about half of the western @glfyof |
the srea on the north side of the area cn Interstate 78
running east of th=2 Somervilles Read towards Martinsvilla
Road and bounded on the 1lz2ft by Mountain Read?
A Yes, I am,

Q Is 1% your testimony thet that changs would make

nc difference in %he prospsctive growth of coversd =mployment

in Berrards Township?

‘corréct.
es thst judgment rest cn the assump%fon that
% "Tacilities would naver have been constructad
in the area which I just deseribed?
A Thera is mecre than enough land without that particuler

area that you just described, plus the othzr factors for

On
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Jould you plszss answsr my quastion,

*¥D1d ycur answer assume that there would nsver
b2 any smployment facillities constructed ;n this area along
Intarstats 78 which is bsing changed?

A Neo, 1t did no%., If thers were =mployment growthin

ct

hat ares, perhaps ths covered employment growth for
Bernards Township would have to be higher which would mean
there would be a larger fair share than wha# we have 3

Q Now, again looking at Table 1 on Page

report, you project a covered employment growth iﬁ;_érnérds:

Township from 3,339 in 1975 to 8,593 in 1990°?

A Yes,

Q@ ) Which 1s an increase over that period of time
of 5,2547 -
A Yeg,

Q Rougﬁly what percentage of inerease do you set

forth in that column of Table 1°?

\‘the inereass from 3,000 odd to 5,000 o0dd?

» from 3,339 to 8,593.

ell, I haven't computed the percentage but 1t's

more than. . .

Q I would be glad to give you a plece of papsr and

let you do it,
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A Well, I would say 21%'s abczut 150 pz» c2nt, i+'s

e and a half timss.

Q | So, the total would be gbout 250 per cent of ths
prasent employment? |
A Say thzat again, I'm sorry.

Q Tha total £r 1990 would bz absut 250 per c2nt
of the employment for 1975. Is thet correct?

A Perhaps my math isn't as good as yours, but Mgypids

doubling of the 100 per cent increase, You are t;'
ths 1ncrease, right? |
Q The doubling would bz about 6678,
A Yes. So a lit%le over doubling.
Q Doubling would be 200 per cent at prasent, wouldn'Y
1t7?.
A Doubling is 100 per cent of inerease. You are talking

about the increase now?

3, doubling 1s 200 p2r cent of present.

S#hought you were %talking about increass.

~“The incraase you told me 1s 150 per cent?

Q Now, my qu=stion 1s if the total projected cevared

amployment weuld® 250 per cent by 1990 of what it 1s 1In

DN W :
. Q ANhe¢ lncreas2 is one and 2 half times 1975 =nmploym=nH?

58
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1975. You agree “c shat?

th2t first horlzontal
line 1is Bernards Tcwnship which the year ending 1990 hsas
a prejection of 19,880,

Q As against a 1975 populaticn of what?

A Thirteen thousand, eight hundred %wenty.

Q What percentage of increase does the 19§b¢;£g“*’;

of 19,880 represent over the 1975 figure of 13,820
A That's about a 50 per cent 1lncresase, | 1

Q So the 1990 population according to Taﬂie 10
is about 150 per cent of 1975 populaticn. Is that corract?

A Yae,

Q How do you =xplain the growth in covered 2mploymani

at a rate of 150 in Bernards Tewnship at a rate of 150

per cent over the next 15 years, whereas you project 2

growth of population of only 50 per cent ovar thz sams

first place the pcpulation projection on

oo
0 was nnt my projesctien, it's a projection of

in the seccnd place, the only basis I can ses

is thzt perhaps Bernards Township is exclusionary in its
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zoning

£
1%

zening

c hosen

hs population projseticn for 1990 would be £ha 250 per cent
that 1s

Q

A Thzat's wha*t 1% appears, y2s, unless %ere is a.chan
23 1s indicated 1s n=cessary by this report.

Q
projection a conclusion besed on the assumptien'tﬁ&_.Befnaﬁé;

Township zoning for the naxt 15 years is going to be

exclusionary?
A Well, you askesd me in my cpinicen for the regson for the

diffarences, Now, that's ths only conclusion I can draw.
I didn't -- this report do2sn't say that Bernards Township

i3 exclusionary or discriminstory in its zoning. Tha%t's the

3y

practices znd Is not pirmitting Sh2 growth Lhat Is
at Che c¢bvicus d=mand that we have point=ad oul
growth, If perhaps, if ycu will, Bernards

gmnot discriminatory in 1ts zening practices,

indicated in the employmen+ growth,
Only you ars assuming then tha2t Bernsrds Teownship
policles will for th=z nsxt 15 years be what pu have

to characteriz= as 2xclusionary?

What 1s your basis for asserting as a ﬁtqﬂ;f;

5,

might draw loocking at these figures,
R11l, if Berrnards Township were not exclusicnary,
}the figures would be dlfferent for the --

"MR. HILL: I<ject to that question,
Bernards Township 1s so exclusionary that the

hypothetlcal 1s 2bsurd.
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MR, ENGLISH: dr, di1l, Af yau want Ioviill

.. 8Xerclse my privilage of calling you 2 the

g
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wypotheticals, lik2 purpls
éows in Bernards Tewnship, gec beyond the rancs
of credibility and rassonzbility ard I don't think
expart witresses should bz requirad %2 ma2ks such
grand lesaps ¢f imaginziion,

Q Well, #dr, Lindbloom, if I understocd your

racant answers, ycu prc¢ject a Bernards Township oopulation

by 1990 of 19,880 on the assumption that Bnrnards;

and at the same time you t211 us that you are dr_v&n to the
connclusion that Bernards Township zoning is going tc b2

2xclusionary for the na2xt 15 ysors becauss of this lt*rs .8

[92]

pcpulatlion figur= whilch you have prcjected for 1990 2
1% being 19,880,

MR. HILL: I obja2ect to *haf ques*tion con

two grcunds: The first ground 1s that %ths

' for this flgure, as 1% clesrly zppsz:irs,
U.S. Department of Commzrce, the Burersu
Census and the second ground is tha%
Mr., Lindblocm has cleaorly stated that thessz
figures were preparsd by Mr, Reading anrd I %hink

that 1%'s clear from the report that i{'s She
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U.S. Dapzritmant of Ccmmares, 3urrsu of Lh=
d2d that+t Bernerds will

4 =2 4+
for the p=rizd at 2

n

suz,

Will you answer my guzstion?
‘1,,

i

A w;uld you read the qu=2sticn back.
(The pendling qu2ssicn 1s re=zd by the
reporter,
A As I explainzd ezrlier, thas prcjsction is nst mine,
but I would point out thzt the Ccunty agencles have made
othzr similar projections of around 19,000 or :2Qio&aﬁ~

Most projections by Ccunty agencles or others are

Township were to malntaln its existing zoning and:%ﬁgw

existing inclusionary practices for the next 15 yesars,

1

i

ct

el

2n, indeed, tha%t 19,000 population wouldresult and tha

o

hcusing n2eds that are gensrated by employmen® growth 2s
we have projected them would not be met,
Q In your opinion is Barrnards Townshlp zoning

at the present time excluslionary?

A This report points cut that Bernards Towaship nz2eds

2 certain number of housing units, so many of them shculd

be desigrad for low incoms familles, so meny for modsrzte

ny
ro
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income familizs, certai:

9
e}

arcsntaege should bz multi-family

__?pgwggisting zoning snd planning centrols for the

i

Q wAre you familliar with the OCrdinance Number 347,
whigh 1s an amendment to the zoning ofdinance of Bernards
Township which preovides for residential planned zonlng
in certain parts of the Townshlp?

A Yes.

Q Ar2 you aware 1f thst zone weres fully

for planned residential nelghborhoods, it could a

A It's around that figure of abcut 1700, yes. 4
Q Are you familiar with Bernards Townshilp Ordinance

Number 385, which was an zmendment to the zoning ordinance

adopted on May 18, 1976, which provides for balanced

residential complexes two-thirds of unlts of which must be

for low and mcderate income usage? |

A Yas,

) you remember how many units in balanced

lomplexes may bz construected pursuant to Ordinacns

354 and if you add those units te¢ the -- strike that.

If you assume *that no subsldized uni%s could be

63
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bullt until P.R.N. zoning, than the cnly provisian far sub-

Sidized houa}ng 1s in the mopre recentordinznce,

ﬂidinance 385¢ A Ordinance 385,

pot meet the needs of th2 Township for housing

Q For what pariod of time?
A Pardon?
Q Would not meet the needs ¢f the Township for

subsidized housing cover what period of time?
A For the p=2riod 1975 to 1990 cur report indicggﬂs

low and moderate income need of 1,809. Now, we hav

i

allocated 1t on, =2s I sald, a flve-year incrementa
but If you just took a third of that 1809, that woukd bél
602 units of subsidized units that would be need;d to

1980 and Ordinance 385 only maskes prcvision for scma2thing
like 385. A 1little more than half of the need.

Q ‘But you told us earlier today that zoning

ordinance does not have to provide right now for everyiing

X master plan provides for the full amount,
ing inecrements that incrementally. Your zoning
is not based on a master plan which provides for the full
need,

If you had a2 mastsr plan which provided for 18090

subsidized units to ths y=ar 1990, then I would say that your

64
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Ordinance 385 if i« were devsloped %obe a first stsge In

y2ars under that Ordinance
385=&ou ;iggé f111 up those --the areas for dsvelopment of
subsidized units under» 385 might bs filled up in ths firs+

t hr2e yaars, then you would amend your zoning to fill uwp

the additlonal land, but ycu haven't done tha%,

Q Is there anything to provide Bernards Township

A

say?

Q Yas, anything in the master plan topevent then

from déing 1t or prohibit them from doing 1%,

A No, and I would recommend that thay do 1t and I
would recommend that they use our housing needs study to
determine the alloecztion of unité. |

Q Do I understand you to be testifying, Mr. Lindbloen

Q Does the defact in the master plan 1in your view,
rest on the fact that 1%t do=s not put in a specific number

of subsidized housing units by a certaln period of time?

65
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]

A The defect as I s=2e 1% is %h

&
[

)

1€ doesnt't provids

-

E e housing need as I hava determined 1% in nmy raspor:t,
ywhat respect does the master plan fail %o
sthe housing need as you have determined it in

your report?

A I have on Page 6 of my report said that thers i3

W

nezed for 2,666 multi-famlly units, of which 1,809 should

be eligible for subsidy for low and moderate incoms families,
Q What's that got to do with the inadequacies in

your judgment of the Bernards Townshlp master plsn?®

A

for housing. - 55;

Q Becausé 1%t doesn't lnclude flgures 1iké¥éhe ones;ﬁ'
in your Table 2von Page 6 of your report?

A That 's ecne way of saying 1t doesn't mest the neéds,
yes., I mean, 1%t couldn't be more Specific, I den't think.

Q In your Judgment in order to be a vaiid mastar
plan must 1t state a specific number 6f multi-family and
subsidized housing units to be provided by a statsd déte?

MR. HILL:. Object to Counsel's legsl
fnclusion and I direct you not to answer,
'ﬂthe mester plans which you have prepared, havs
you invariabiy stated an arithmetical number of subsidized

housing units which the municipality must provide by 2

yzar such as 19907
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A To the best of my knowledge, at lezst in recant mos4ar
plans, I have projzctad a sp2eific number of housing unilts

o N ,,-r#’ . vl -

she needed by z spacific data.

oes that Include a specific number of subsidized

A Yes. When you say "subsidized", I'm using that in
the broad term mezning low and moderate income famllies
that wcuid need some assistance, that resson now and in the
future able to meet the market ccsts of housing.

Q Was that the same sernse as you used th§£;
"subsidized" in Table 2 on Page 6 of your report?
A Y25, As we have determined it in the repec
income 13 up to 50 per cent of the medlan income
region and moderate income is between 56 and 80 par cent
of the medlan income for this specific region.

Q  Will you tell me, please, what master plans
you have prepared which have included a specific figure for
subsidized housing units?

A I have asslsted 1n the preparation of the Bridgewaﬁer
r plan which has & specific figure of low and
e needs by a specific date.

other municipal master plans that contain
this specific figure?

A That's the only one I've done since the Mount Laursl

deelsion. I am working on another one, Raritan Townshlp Iin
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Hunterdon County which will fcllow tha same procadure.
£ the concept of legal vzlidisy

plannsr, is & mastsr plan

) *;J;y invalid if it does no%t contain a specific
figurérfor subsidized housing units by a given date?

MR, HILL: I obj=ct. ‘I den't understand
the term "professionally invalid.,"” If I don't

understand 1t, I don't see how the wlitnsss can.

I think you should explain that term.

MR. ENGLISH: I'mmt%t prepared to
Mr, Lindbloom can't understand some th;;
some other people can't,

MR. HILL: Well, Mr, Lindbloom, I @¥fect
ycu not to answer 1t because I can't understand
the question and I would hate to have a dialogus
that I den't understand,

MR., ENGLISH: I.submit 1%t 1s up to the -
wltness and not Counsel as tb whether or not

the witness can answer the question.

to prepare a master plan for a‘municipality
uding a specific number of subsidized housing
units tc be provided for by a specifled date?

A Well, Mr. English, when you are talking generzlly

about planning, planning is such a broad subjeset and, too,

. Lindbloom, would you consider it unprofessicna}

6¢
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il)

1lin preparing plans for municipalities you davalop the plans
imce with that municipalliy's nz2eds. In some

erhaps a speciflc number of subsidized uniss

ic date may nct bz nscessary or appropriate cor

t& 3

in other cases it may be very necessary and very approprizte,
6 My professional opinion 1s that in preparin

7 | a master plan for developing a municipality in terms as
8 |l defined by the Mount Laurel decislon and in view of the

9 ljdictates of the Mount Laurel decision from a planning

10 | standpoint 1t 1is important that a master plan be

@
5,
)

=l

11 || as possible in terms of 1ts houslng needs by Spe ClE
12 [ baring in mind that,as I think I said this morninggtthat
13 || the planner might be very surprised if when you got idffﬁgg@ﬁ
"14 ||s peclfic date, you had tha*t specific number of subsidizad

15 || units,

16 I think you know a master plan ié a gutde for

17 long—range'develbpments, a2 gulde for the zonlng ordinances.

18 || that implement that plan.

19 Q Are you familiar with the provisions of the

i?d _

MR. HILL: I already object to tat questlon,
., English. I think you are asking for a légal
23 concusion and I think you will have %to look at
24 | your own statutes,

25 MR, ENGLISH: Mr. H1ll, this man is 2 planner

J—,
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T
talk=d sbout the Mount

. given him guldelines,

I think I'm entitled

femflizsr with the stabtute
work for hls profassional
him fcor a lagal oplnicn.
I would suggest that
untll the qﬁesticn

Q Mr, Lindbloom,

W

ar

of thz Municlipal Lend Uss Act which %

19767

assume he operates wishin the

has been

you fam

N

law, has

Laurel ca32 as having

to know whether he

)

whickh s=ts the frame-

werk and I'm not asking

W
et
o
@)
o
<
€

you reserv:
askad,
11iar with the provisicns

akes effect August 1,

B v

A I am,

Q Lo you ragsrd thzt as or2 cof the factors on th2
besis ¢f which you haves tc operats as 2 plannap?
A I do.

Q Are you famillar with 2 prcvision in that statute
which calls for tha2 revision of municipz2l master plans every

3ix years?

-am,

In view of the n=

t¢ plan ahead for 15 y=2rs span?
A W21l, In the flrst placz, 15's
vzyisa th2 plan every s8ix y22rs, DBub

c2salty of reviging 2

czn you tell me why

mester
2% 1s necessary
ntt rrquirad Shat ycu
wnot you szald orior o
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|review 1% every slix years. The planning span. depe

Lindbloom -~ dirsct

In some cases 1t may not need zany revision at
all, in which cas2 the municipality and the Planning Becerd
would simply state thay hzve reviewed the plan ard 1t mests
the present projected needs and no changes are nacesary.

Your other question was why go for 15 or 20
years when you have to review it every five or six?

Q Every six yesars, A If a six-~year

span was adequate for planning, then we wouldn't ha

g %

the nmunieipality. If 15's for a large region or for am%r
small community that's growing slcocwly cor very incrasmentslly,
very long term, maybe more than 15 yszars may be appropriate,
We can look further into the fubure.

| For a community where rapid chenges zre taking
place pzrhaps we should lcok 2t sherter periods. Bui,
certalnly most planners, I think, wculd agree thet approxi-
‘%@ 20 years as a minimum is appropriates for a
jan for master phnning purposcss bhecause we are
ﬁbt developing specific requirements as zoning is, but these
ar2 guildzlines., In terms of heousing, 23 I indicded, wse
are saying that thz guldelins 1s 1809 subsidizead unlls

in she parizd 1975 to 1990,

71



N

n

o))

10
11
12
13
14
15

16

17

24

25

-

N&a-. . That's ccrrsct. I think we agread upon that thi

Lindbloom - dirs=sct
A Would you agrze that a ravisbn of thot guldseline,
thzt 8ix ys3zrs hzance, might well le2d t9 a revision of that

LI

figure elither upward or dowaward?
merrning., I just thought of znosther rsascen why you mighi

want to go bayond flve or six years for a ravisw, particdarly

%

]

'n terms of subsidized housing.

If the subsldy is going to come from =2 Goverrmentzll
agency, the time from project incepticn %o construction
could take six years,

Q Waell, are your projections of the nee

A No,

Q If funds for subsidies zre not =zvailable, what
do you %hink the Townshlp shculd do?
A The availabllity of subsidiss,ycu aré t2lking zboub
a2xtarnzal subsidies from achvernmental agencecy, I assume
wouldn't have any effect for the nead cf subsidy. If thare
- f@xternal subsidy sveilabls, the Township has an

o scmehow mzka 1%t pessible thst £heoss units

(¥
Ly
5]
i}
[XV)
[
[¥3]
f=
o
1

Now, perhaps this could b2 from z2n in

uld be a subsidy from %ihs

'Y

sidy by the develcper, it ¢

b - I . — - M. - - E] ~ . 3 e
Township, but it doesn't chang? ths Township's chligatlen jusT

—~J

o



i3 no% golng to provide for ths
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al walfarsa

dviged 2ridgawater Township thet 1+

s ||mugt, if 2ll cther sourcss of funding faill, comes up with

the finaneizl subsldy ¢ mset the subsidized heusing filgurss

o)

7 lIvhat you wares projecting in ycur master plan?.
8 A We are working just on thot very qusstion right now,
9 The master plan has ba2en dsvelop=d, thet 1s we have a vropesil

10 thzt is golng bafore the publle vary shortly and thay ars

=
Q
3
<
[
W
03
Q
o]
—r
-y
i)
=
ip
5
n
<

11 Implement that plan right now and

12 this will includz, I assumz2, internal subsidiss as

13 2xternal subslidles, bu%t I can'%t say =zxzctly wheth

14

15 Q Wz21l, ar= ycu advising ¢ will 7ou zdvise

16 Bridgawatsr Township %that 1%t mus$ scomohow come up with %he

17

availzble, whether syubsidy frem developers o2r from Statz or

%@g@ll advise Bridgewater Townsh’p that they have

;#orn £t 3dmplement tha plan in Serms of %he

Sﬁﬂézaiéédineusing nsad, whetnsr by irtsrnzl subsidy ar
22
axt=rnal subsidy
23 ‘
2 7211 you spaelficzlly =aAviss Bridgewsher Township
24
1f 211 Ffalls 2+ ~ush eoms up with fha funds teo provide

25
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that's 1nterrial subsidy or external subsidy.

i=
wrlting? "
A fle, I hava rnot. We are just star*ting on tha
implementation program now.
Q But 1n your view, implementation requires that

if recsssery the municipzlity will come up with <he funds
to previde the subsidized housing. How about the taxpayers?
A I think I sald that the Townshilp has an obligaticn

tc meet the n=2ed as specified in the mas®sr plan, whethep

Q By internal subsidy, de you include the posE¥bilaty
1f no other sources are avellable,of funds raised by locial
taxaticn?

A Yz2g, It ean alsc -~ internal subsidy also Includas
thé prcvisicn of sﬁbsidy by the developer, himszlf,

Q I know, but 1f ¢h

devalcper fCpr one resson oTr

[}

3

does no%t provide such ints

ih
4]
w3
vy
e
U
[}
o
w
jote
[o N
<
(@7
]
t
5
[oN
WD
3
f

13

Z you are $elling or will %211 Bridgewszter that

. -
T won'st

W

A Whzat 4o you mezn when you s3y the dzvelop
7z In%=rnal subsidy?
< Wz2ll, you s21d s dsvselolpar might provid: zn

D=

e ey - |
Int=zrnel subsidy.,

s
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Q

struct any hcusing cn %hat basis.

MR, HILL: Thsr2 is no q

[y
L8]

2sSdieon pandin
and I Instruct ycou not to get Into 2 dialogue
wish I!Mr, Lindbleom wh2n there 1is nc questlon
pending.

Q dr., Lindbloom, If you assume thz2t a2s 2 practicel

matter no developar In Brildgswater Is golng toc provide

Intarnal subsidy snd furth=sr thit no Statz or Fed
©0 subsidizs low iIncome housing are zvallzsble. --
IR, HILL: I dir=zct you not £0 answer
more qu2stisns abcout Bridgewater,
dR, ENGLISH: HMay 1 fiﬁish my question,
Mr, Hi1l, without bzing intz2rrupted?
You kncw tha rulss of procadurs. It shows

you ars not willing to azllow this wltness to

testify bscaus> you z2vzn't zven h=z2zard the

L4 AT —Fil -
- AT T OTT . - - I - & s ks
PP A ) u\JlJJ.L\J:. i Lav=as PSS ..1__g,_‘»~ e .a.‘._qe- I’Og_.-¢

-
i
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intend To assert my rights on discovery.

Q Mr, Lindblvcm 2 1% stould zpraer *n tha cass

scurces cor ls2t's assume County scurces as well, and tha+
no privats developer will, in fact, bulld low cos* housing
with an interral subsidy, 1s it your position and will you
30 adviss Bridgewater that 1t must prcvide a3 subsidy for
suchi low cost housing out of tax revenues?

MR, HILL: I direct Mr. Lindbloom not %o
answar on the grounds tha+t 1t calls
legal Judgment, first; secondly, it ¢
Bridgewater Township which 1s not ar
litigation and it 1s irrelevant. And, thirdly,
it calls for multiple hypothaticzl gques“lons,

MR. ENGLISH: May I state on the rescord
'it doés,not call for l=2gal conclusicn. I'm
exploring the credibility and professiocon=al
integrity of this witness which I have a2 right

%:t0 do and I am asking him simply %o define more

- e¢learly his position with respect 40 the

cbligation of a munlcipality To provide z finzxncl

subsidy for low cosv nhousing.

o 2 Y, P X L 1 L
pravicus anzwsrs which %£h= wiinasgs a3s glven,

of Bridgew#er Township thzt thers ars nc funds for subsidizing

-Yower modersts income housing availsble from Stats or Fedarsl

=

G



(R, HILL: I
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.‘("‘. - 1 T ~
you instrueticns,
LIndbleocon,

Lindbloom, In trying t2 figurs cut £ha

housing for 3ernsrds Township does 15 nake
any differenc2 in your view whethsr jobs a2r2 or any
particulzsr job is locatzd within two miles cof Bernards

Townshlp as distingulshed from, szy, 20 milas?

A Is this all within $hes —-
2 Q Yes, 3ll within your region as you hevs defined

10 114

11 A Doss 1% maks any diffarance %o the Township!
12 \neeq?

13 Q Yes, 1t's falr share,

14 {ia Yes, 1%t makszs a difference.

15 Q What is ths difrference?
16 ({A If i%'s a jcb locatad within the Township, lat's say,
17 ghe hcusing ne=d is b=sad upsn job projzetion and the jobs

18 |l and ths= Townshlp's shars of r2glcnal job proj=zcticn, ws

job projections for 5ha Townshlp and we take %the

ftons for t-2 rsglon and +the parcantage ralatlionshiy

2.61 psr cent, determines

23 So, if ths Job %hat 1s 20 miles away s still

24 {within ths region, well, than, 1% counts for he2lping o

4

25 || 2dd t2 tha teobal regiznal job growkth a2nd If that first job
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dis%znes betwsan make any dfference 2nd 1%t doesn't, bacaus

Sh2y ar2 beth includad in the job projsetion esquslly.,

o
o
b
(5]
3
)
-
=
D
bt

e}
oy
t
<t
Q
¢t

I m2an, we don't give z2ny add
Jeob that's clese in +0 the center of populatlicn of =2

particular community than we do to a job that's further

out, I would siy, on the bcrder of the ragion
9 Thls would b2 *%rus 2ven Af the jOob is
of ths municipali*j?
A Y28, th=t's ccrrect,
Q Do you consider the methodelogy which you have

followad as expresssed in your report, D-77 for identificat
as equally applicablz %o any other developing munieipality
in New Jerssy?

A Wd211l, I fsel %hat this methcd is zpplicsbls 42 %h

(31}

N Weuld your final arithmeticzl figure of falr

L]

share b2 influsnced £~ any =2xtznt by thiz =axlstance of

anvironmaertsl factors in 2 municipality?

2
ieon

LAl
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A Wall, this study doss not considar anvironment2l fackord
cning ls in %¥h=e

O
©
.
. ;:ct'
Q
)
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e
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o
)
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Nil
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W
i
W
"
F
N

It do2sn't consider whst Sha circulasi-n
ths community. It doesn't consider “hs
topegraphy of th2 community, It only deals with basad on
a job proj=ction what +the housing need 15;

This 1s Input fo the commurity's master plan
for thelr planning function. A community takes *his
information and says this is th2 ns=sd we hzave %o the
year 1990, How are we golng o mzet that ne=2d?

Q Well, would you sgres

bz excusad frem meetling that nsed i

factors of such 2 nature za2nd deg:
to meet that need?

A | In terms of devsaloping municlpalitizs which this
reportris gearad towards, as you said =srlier I don't

think %thsre 1s any developing municipali*y in this State

that has such overwhelming snvirommantal factors that 1t can!

in cne way or anothar meet i%s sharas as determined by this

Q I'm no% surs I undersitand y>ur last phre /

7N

By *n=2+ dc you m=an thzt perhaps thers

{

ird o

4

s
0
Y

b2 extenuating clrcumstances 2f one !

might excuse a municipzlity from maeting 1t S/

0O
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,» Wbt I was trying to differentlate betwaen being

e

hrequirad $o provide thzt numbesr of units and making provisicn

'This raport dossn's say thet a community should
build housing in %hs flocd plzin, for example, but 1*
aossn't g2y %hat housing shouldn't bz bullt in the flood
plain, It may be that tiae 1s a way to provide for housing
in 2 flcod plain without environmentally damaging that
flood plain,

Q Supposa tha* sewsrags treostment capacity is

unavgllabls and 1s unavzilable as a2 result of decision

and/or the Environmentsl Protection Agency of the
States, would that circumstaice in your judgment justify
ny deviation frem She failr share {figure a2s you would have

considerad It under th2a mathodclogy you followed in Exhibi#
D772
A Spazking ge2nerally, 1t szems to me If a community

nas sh2 ability %o maks provision for the effluent from 1its

peindustrlal werkers zand has abllity to meks

from zxisting construetion, howevar unbalancad 1t may be,

1o exnzuztad g1 theot Yhs peowers thzt wlll not permit 2n

BF{EE
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increass In ths sawerage trestment plant for any purposa,

atance sufficient 1in

Tealeulated pursuant to the methedology vou
weuld follow in Exhibit D-77 for idertlficztlen?
A It seems to me *f the community has ovarextended
itself 1in maeking provision for sewer, for jobs which take
up most of 1ts sewer capaclty, without making adequate
protection for sewering the reslidences, theilr need based
on that job generation, they have made an error and they
should still provide for thoss residesncss.
They may have to put off in terms o tim
be :

which residencaslel/bu*lt but I don't think it d¥m

their responsibility *o provide for that number of unlts

some time 1In the fuburz whan ths sswer capaci ig zveilable

sewar capacliy while observing the lznd for that required

z2nd that they should maks svery sffort to prcvide for thzt

use., Then whan the time comes thet that sewer capacitiy 1s

alldble and that hcusing than can bs bullt, the psopla

& there may not work in the industriss from the

ct

» but they may werk in adjecining industrles

in nes ”by municipalities. That way th2 community 1s prov

ERE

e e

o0

Qo
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forsse=22ble possibility of expa tha
Smen% capaclty. Ig 1%t your judgment that Sho

f__Inun:l.‘cs,.;fl.;-)a;.-."'i.:‘l.!‘cs,r would b: sxcuszd freom mzking orovisior for She

number of subsidized units tha*t your methodolegy would

cell fcr?

A I don't think that situation exdsts or will exiss.
Q But you makes th2 assumption anyway?
A In any dzvalopingmnicipality the definitlon of

devalcping munlcipalliiy Is such that these communltliss are

large sncugh 2s a rules to absorb the housing neseds.

Jobs but . for the.housing te meet these jobs withlg
environmantal constralints that exist or do 2xist.
Q Suppos2 past mistakes hzave baen made where

developmens zxcezded saws2r capacity?
A What kind of development?
If you ars talking abouu Jjob dévelopment, I have
2xplained thzt aaswer. You would s+ill meke provision
fer n=2eded housing.
Even though %* csan't b2 built becauss thera 1s

rvaﬂwf*—?bv.

You would provids the sewer capaclity, make plans o

Q Suppos= *he sewer capacity canrot bes dsvelopad
conzlisbent with ths wesar guallty standards impessd

Y
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MR, HILL: HMr.

& Environmentsl Prote
wzys can b2 changsd,
Nothing 1s immurable

including their cone

any mors sSsSwers wnIrevar
phrasing 1¢ to thls witness,

1f the Department of Environmental Pro%

s2ys, "No, no, that'

speaking.

MR, ENGLISH:

with ths characteriz
have bz2en made by Mr

Q Is 1t your position

tha

at sewerage capaciiy can

A There are other no, 1t

I mes I'm not s=2tting down d=

qian?raﬂﬁw.

Ll

ek 4Ycu can go s¢ f=2r 2s

g ', ,;' :ga

offic° tc apartm=snts,

45

Is

-~ hypcthatical standards. Tas

ctlon is not

2lws

o 2 1

English,

t£hat com2s from

lusicn don't

that they want

14

it might bz and you're
& plannzr, =s

4.
cv

o

<t o~
4 J

It's 1ik

?
s it."

e God

gticn of my rﬂmarks which

as a2 plannar, Mr, Lindbloom,

v5 b2 zxpanded?’

can't 2lways be aexpandad,

finitz2s, but there are

converting helf of
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2 AT, & T, has ba2ern bullt, right, you know %that?
Yes,,
Q" Ars ycu suggesting that Bernards Township in

some fashion should requirz A, T, & T, to r2duece its
amployment in ordsr to convart part of its building for

residential purposss?

A I'm hypothesizing just as you are.
Q Is that wh2t you are sugges+ing?
A I'm hypothesizing., I'm saying 1t's one of the

glternatives., I'm not clesing altsrnstives ¢ mee

falr share of hcusing need.
Q But you think it's mores important for Be"q“

Township to socmehow rnquiﬂe conversion of part of AT, & T,'s

office bulilding to rasidesntiz2l use than for Bernards %c

fall to m2et ths falr shzra of hcusing as you have

determined it. Is that wha’ you zrs sayling?
A Golng back to providing th2 input o a falr share housing
study to a master plan whleihl I Shink is %the correct

I TWe are hypothesizing., If 2 community develovs

falr» shzre 2nd provides an

ik
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to provide through ons way ~r 2ncther, through its zoning

or convarsicn of cotizr land us2s, 5o mset thet falir shara,




Linrdoloom - direcst
2 T2u have descerlbzd your felr share study as
2 izput f: 22 msshear planning process, Am I correct 51 thz%?

3)lI'm not. tnyiub toc distort your testimon

Hl vesr
5 Q Is 1t your position that that input mus® be
6 accepied without any change in the master plan?
7 A No.
8 Q What are the circumstances that migh* jusfify

9 changing the figure of housing nzeds as you would make in
10 liyour input bsfors you get to a final municipal master plan?
11 A W21l, whan the 1nput for s master plan in te - of

12 housing, open space needs, all the othar input, th

13 \1al1 developed independently and then brought into th2 whéle
14 ||and used to play cff one another, if you will, to form th=

15 {mas%2r plan proposzls,

16 For s=sxamplz2, if the community dastermnss “hat

17 |lif it's going to welcome 2 certain amoun%t of growth, 1t hsas

nezds to provids for that growth, If 1f's going

Its waleome or Af 1t has %4ke zlternative to provids

«  §?8, then 1% dcesn't have to meset, 1% doesn't

for as much hcusing.

1s fair share study says *“he projection is
23 |lshzs 1%'s zoing to have that meny jebs and that 1% sheould pro-
13t housing o me=st it nsed, If I+'s golng Yo

24 vidsz for

25 |plan for say hzlf z Yown In offics =nd Industry and zsauming
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regsonablaness to that plan

3

ar obllgatlion Yo ms2t the hcusing needs for thaot
“industrial zone.
y example of convsrting offics space to
residential use ismt far-fetched, There zrs =2xamplsas
in this Statas of multi-story industrizal usas belng rehabilitsy
convertad to residential use,
The K & E factory in Hoboken was a geod example.
Q But that was after the industry moved cut of %the

building. Is that cor

°0

A Yes, But the example 1is still valid,

I'm saying that kind of use if ﬁn b ld;

sound office spzce can be converted to residentla

Q Well, do ycu knew of any way in which --
A I'm not saying you can convert 2 steel mill to offics

to residential use,

Q Do you know cf any wzy Barnards Township could
legally convert part of the AT, & T. facllity inBernards
Townshlp to residzntlal use wiShout th: coénsent of A.T. & T.?

MR, HILL: Objeet to th=+, It asks for

W

1 conclusicn,
You should depcss me, Mr, English,

'Y dare

MR, ENGLISH: I don

13

Q Mz, Lindbleoom, 4o ycu propcs2 that the Bernards

| 2ccommodate 2 mathamatically

[¢)
[}
Ui
Hh)
Q
[
}..J
O

Township housing stocl
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thing; I'm just stating in my study

;thaﬁ tﬁb futur=2 housing tc bs bullt in Bernerds, and

2ceording to ny estimats that's 5,242 units in ths nex%
15 yzars, should reflect the regional Incom2 distributlon.

Q Is 1t your visw that svery other municipality
in the Bernards Township region as you have definsd i+ should
do ths same thing?
A No.,

Q Why =cot? A Just %the deveé&g

b

munlcipalities,

Q But e&ery cther developling municipalilt
do tha sam2 thing wlthin fthes reglon?
A Well, from a plenning standpolnt. I ony address mysslf
L0 Bernards, but frem a planning standpoint I think “hat's

ths

(I)

corr2ct zgpproach, y=s, sir,
would
I/s2 =2dvise eavary oth2r devaloping municipzlilty
in tha2 region were- T asked,

. Mr, Lindblcom, would you b2 gecd snough Yo 1look

pf your report hare;, which s Exhibl% D-77 feor

’ide:f*fic°*’01

r

L,
i

Ir tha firs® paragraph on *h2%t p2ge, which ssems

)

Lo be entitlsd “Theory", ycu 88y, 'Provisizsns for n2w hsusing

U.l

i

shculd 2llew housing typ=ss whieh would 2ccoemmcdate =n

(¢%]
—~1
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gconemic mix

proportionzgl to th2 2conemical mix of the

do yocu mean by tha%t?

A Well, what I saild just z moment ago, thst +thz new
houslng that's %c bz bullt in the Township shculd provide
for housing typ2 a2nd housing cost z2nd by housing cost I
mean a reng? of unlts Yo meet thz nesds of 3ll incom=

groups which 1is proportionzl or reflects *h2t mix of the

10

reglon.,

11 Q New, dir=cting your attention to the nems.
AT

12 paragrzph on Page 1, which 1s =2ntitled "Prcblem.”

13 of that parazgreph rsads, "How msny o5f fthess units should

14 lipe put in mulsi-family units =nd how much sheuld be low and

15 moderatz irncomz unlits?”

16 : Do I undsrstand “his to m=an thzt you equsate

17

multi-family units wish low =nd modesrzts lrncome?

18 |l

This 1s 2l 3z difficuls =zr=z to discuss bscause low

k2 1n multi-family

subsidy, %thay could

But by 2nd lazrge

22 lsubsidized hcusing, and if by substdy you m2an low and

24 By multi-famfly w= m2gn any-hing othsr than singls-

25 lifamily datachad, Shit's znmothzr confusing srez. fulbti-femily
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is zrysilng fren o2 two-famlly unlt,
@ You mzan two hcousids bound Scgather wish a commen

Q Yas. A To 2 multi-stery,multi-family
high riss.

Q Is 1%t possibles that existing housing stdck,
including existing single-famlly fesidences, might be
avaellable for low and moderate income psoplzs?

A Somz of the single-family stock in cur central cltles

arz on very small lots, 25 feet wids, and ars housl

and moderate incoms famllles.

As I said searlisr, the low and moderat
units don't necessarily have to bes in nulti-family unilts,
Just in terms ¢f asw housing ey usually sre, That is why
I have included a discussion cn‘multi—family units Iin thils
r2port.

Q Will ySu look, plszse, at Page 2 of yosur report

in the middle of th=s page.

s P

“In the middle of thes page I == z sentence which

g. "In 1975 to 1990 (15 yesars) =aw covered

¢

Job projacticn for tha Bernards Towaship hcusing region I1s

201,582, (S=z= Tzable 1,)"
That figurs of 201,582 appszars, ©f coursz, o2
Tablz 1 2% tha %op of Pzge 3. Can yu +t2ll me whars th:z

Al
<
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¢ Table 1 com2 from? I 2ssum2 from somewhars

X 2nd may I suggest t2 sava Sime thz+

t

If it comes from Tabla 4, linas cov

W

r»in
r.n

the

3]

tBernards region where I see for 1975 he number of Jobs glven

is 482,674 and ths 1990 projachtion is 684,256, right?

A Right. Table 1 indlcates the covar=zd employment by

Ie

9]

Townshlp and i%s reglon for ths yes»s '75, '80, '85 and '90.

1

We then taks ths figures for '75 and subtract them from the

[§]

flgures of 1990 and we get the increase for the 1l5-y=ar

period,

references and 1+ should hsve included a discussion o

Technlque 1in the beginning and I think 1t might have made

things clearer, bzcause I do fao2l 1t is a very straight-

forward ang,if I must say so, sxcellent approach %to falr
shar2 and I'm serry %that wes didn't Includs a discusslon
of %r=2 tz2chriquz in the beginning.

We though®t %hao*t 1t wss just s=1lf-svident, but

am I corract thot tha flgurse of 201,582
shown cn Table 1 on Page 33 darived by subtracting the
figuras I r2zd for Bernards reglon Jcbs in 1975 frem 19907

A Thatls corrsct.

+3
&)

Q Can you %211 me what tha%t 15-yes» growth of

90
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201,582 jobs rspresents in terms of an annual growth rats?

v 1t 13 2.78

et good =nough
to do whatasver zrithmetlc you may requlirs £o agre2 or dlsa2gr2i
wlth my suggestion?
A Okay.

Well, I have to tazke your word for 1t. My math
isn't all that good, but I think there ars --
MR, O'CONNELL: It might be simplest if ycu

tell us hew you get that filgure., MaybedW

agree what was the procédure rather
through trial and error,

MR. ENGLISH: I'm basing my informaticn on
Mr., Agle's calculations,

‘Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

A I wlll accept that ftechnique to come up with that

% on the record you zccept th= figure of 2.78 as
¥ growth, ernusl rete of growth of the Bernards
rsgicn jobs as showrn on Table 4 from 1975 to 19907

A Tabls 1 w2 are talking about, right.

MR.AGLE: Table 1 and Table 4 ara the

same.
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Q Mr, Lindblcom, I suggest o yeu, and I think this

She figure of 201,582 shown on Table 1 2s

g
=
0
Lo
D
1w

se 1in covered employment from 1975
Bernards region is derivad by subbtracting --
A It comss from Tabls 4,

Q -- figures on Table 4, But Table 4 includes

portion of other parts of the region,

Oh, y=s.
A But we are talking about the Townshlip and the region
itsz1f,
Q But putting 1t thils way, if you please,

figure of. 201,582 represents an annual growth of
covered employment in the Bernards resglon and that
we agreed on? |
A Yes,

Q Now, may I direct your attention to Table 6,
£ he countles some or all?ahich make up %the Bernards region

as ycu have defined 1%, correct?

vow, first would you be good =2ncugh to add up ths
figur;ébshown for the y=2ar 1375 Of the smployment projectlons
meda by Richard Reading & Assoclatas for 2zch ¢f the six
counties listed.

MR. ENGLISH: Off thz record.
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(Discussisn off th2 rescerd.)

2 Would you be good encugh o 2dd up th2 empleoymant

of the six counties made by Richard

jﬁgAssociates shown for the y2ar 19752

A Mr. English, 1f the cbjz2ctlive ¢f your gquestion 1is

tc compare employmen®t projections for ftotal countiss with
those portilons of ccunties that make up part of the Bernards
Townshlp houslng rszgion, we can't do 1% because w2 can't
cempare appl2s and oranges. Wes can't compare total employment

for total county z2rea with empleyment for portlens of county.

Q Thank you for your comment.

Will you plgase make‘the addition?
MR. HILL: Mr. Engiish, this is n&E~
sciiool arithmetic, I think you are imposing
cin my witness when you 25k him to make additlons
on large columns 2nd he deesn't have & calculator,
I'm géing %0 instrues him'ycﬁ can do your
ocwn 2rithmetic.
MR. ENGLISH: I have done my arilthmetic but

5988 T don't want to trick or mislead the witness,

4]

I went him to agrse with the figures, I will
be glad %o state if it helps Mr, Lindblecom that

my =rithme+ic adds up %o those figurss %2

THE WITNESS: This 1s for 107572

p

AV
(Al
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MR, ENGLISH: That's right, Thege are tha

ﬁRichard Reading & Asscclzatas figures,
MR. HILL: Mr. Engllish, why can'* we assume
.~“€§cur additions are right and you can ask your

questions based on your addition and 1f ws at

our leisure with a calculator decids they are

not right -- they are just a long lis%t of numbers

that are already in evidence and I €hink 1t is

a waste of our time for the wltness %o go through

those calculations i1f you have got the answers,

80 why can't you zsk the question based.q

calculationa being correct?

<

MR. ENGLISH: Well, 1f that's sgreeable
to you, Mr. Hill.

MR, HILL: That's zgreeable to me. x

And with the caveat if they are not correct #ﬁ

MR; ENGLISH: We can cover tha*t at a later
time,

MR, O'CONNELL: Yes, ané we have 2lready
accepted Mr, Agle's parcentages as 1t ralates
o Table 1 as to the growth frem 1975 €o 1990.
Subject, I would hope, to th2 same caveat 1if we
found out that those figures ware wrong.
Q wWell, following Mr. Hill's suggesticn, Mr, Lindblod

may I suggest to you thaz* ths sum to%z2l of Richard Reading

94

I,
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Asacclizt2s figures for total county employment projections
fcz 1090 38 shown on Appendix Table 6 coms to 1,544,7822

hat yeo2r, I'm sorry?

+1G90, A Sgy 1t agaln, please,
Q 1,544,782, A Okay.
Q And that'over the 15-year span from 1975 to

1590 the growth of employmenit from the figure of 1,251,512
to 1,544,782 reflects an esnnual growth rate of 1,56 per

cent?

making up the housing region of 2.78 per cent annﬁ;'
as agalnst an annual growth rate of 1.56 per cent for the
same l5-ye2ar perlod from 1975 to 1990°?
A It would appear it's very obvious that ﬁhe Bernards
Towhship housing region is a wery dynamic high~grdwth region
and 1t's growlng at a much faster rate than the areas around
it and I'm sure Mr., Reading can explalnthat at some length
done the res2arch on 1t, but 1% seems very
I'm not an sconcmist, and I think most people
are awareléhat tais reglon 1s 2 very dynamic one and 1t isv
growing at z viry rapid rats Iin terms of jobs.

Q Again Jdirecting your sisantion to Page 2 of pur

: e Y . ~ 3 iy de 2 de B o, Fa 3 -
rspor:t, Exhibit D-77 for idantificasicn, there 1s 2 statement

O
(O]
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which I used 1n the Montgomery case, 1t's a factor;

Lindbloom - direct

or czlculaticn zbcut the mlddle of tha pags which indicates

(0
b
[

ou figurs on .81345 nhouseshslds per job, Can you b
» where you derived thzt figurs of 813457

¢ fer that you ask iir, Reading th2% bacauss he
devaloped that and I can only tell ycu that 2t comes from
the concept that there is more than one pesrson per housse-
hecld employad 1in any givsn area or region and thzt we
can't Just say that for every new job there should bz a
new acusshold, it's something less than a new housszhold,
and Ythis factor of .81345 1s a2 factor for the Bernards

Townshlp housing region, it's not a factor for the St

was deaveloped speclifically for the Bernards TownshY
ragion and 1t's a relationship weighted average, I think,

is xplainad with an asterisk, i% 2s a converslon factor

3

for the perilod 1975 to 1990,

'The réascn it's a weighted average 1s that, and
again you ars going to have tc ask Mr, Reading to explain

this in greater detall, but 1%'s a welghted average to covere

Now, the amount of Jjobs tha%t ars coversd by
Statéwﬁﬁemployment Compensation 1s changing. They ars
covering more jobs as time goss on and perhaps onz day
they will r2sch 100 per cent. It has changed over thé

pest yzars a2nd 1t's prcjectad to changs somewhat in the

"~

2
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futurz and thls averags is waightad for fthe 15-year periocd

| basad cn Hr., Reading's calculaticns as to what that changs

r=farsnce %9 a flgure thet you usad in

5| the iflontgomery case I assume to be 0.7 as the ratic of

6 || houssholds per job?

70a Yes, somathing like that.

8 ’ MR. ENGLISH: That was bassd on New Jersey

4 | . Census 1970, I believe, I totaled total jobs

10 to total houssholds rather than covered jobs.

11 1t was 2 bit more simplistic than this gz d
12 S the entire State,

13 | MR. O'CONNELL: Yesterday Mr. Rich?

14 office czlled and sald z= wasn't going fo be

15 hére yesterday. We rsceived no notice agaln

16 today. IHe is nct hare zand we den't know why.

17 MR. HILL: Whc noticed him? |

18 MR. ENGLISH: I did.

19 I* has bsen agreed by Counsel and the witness

zthat the depcsitin will bes resumed at 10 A.M,

o
*

‘on Thursday, August Sth, in the office of

22 o | Lanigan and O'Connesll in Basking Ridge.
23 (Whereupon, “hs hesring is adjourned.)
24
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SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION - SOMFRSET COUNTY
DOCKET NO. L-25645-P.W.
R
HE- ALLANSDEANE CORPORATION,:

Plaintiff,
: CERTIFICATE
-VS -~

THE TOWNSHIP OF BERNARDS,
et al, :

Defendants.
I, DENISE KURDYLA, the officer bafore whom the

foregoing depositioﬁ was taken, do hereby certify that the

witness whose testimony appears in thz foregoing dg

was duly sworn by me, and that sald deposition is 3
record of the teslmony given by said witness; tha?ﬁ
neither attorney nor counsel for no» relsted to or employsd

by any of the partils

/)]

to the acticn in which the depositin
is tzken; and furthar that I am no+ 2 relative or employ=2
of any attorney or counsel smployed by thes partiss hereto,

or flnancizlly interested in the actio

AR

CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER & NOTARY PUBLIC

ANV
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