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I. INTRCDUCTION

A. Background

In the Housing Act of 1949, Congress declared that "...the general
welfare and security of the Nation and the health and living standards of
its people require housing production and related community development
sufficient to remedy the serious housing shortage...and the realization as
soon as feasible of the goal of a decent home and suitable living environ-
ment for every American family..."l

In 1968, Congress went further, stating that "...this goal has not
been fully realized for many of the Nation's lower income families... The
highest priority and emphasis should be given to meeting the housing needs
of those families for which the national goal has not become a reality..."2

In 1968 and 1970, the New Jersey Department of Community Affairs
investigated the extent of housing and housing production problems in the
State of New Jersey. These investigations found that the State was in the
midst of a serious housing crisis, characterized, on the one hand, by deter-
iorating housing in core cities, declining volumes of housing production,
and low vacancy rates, and, on the other hand, characterized by a widespread
pattern of exclusionary land use regulations outside the core cities.3 The
nature and extent of exclusionary land use restrictions was documented in a
1972 survey of municipal land use ordinances in the State.4 it was found
_that many municipalities employ zoning regulations which operated to attract
a select type of growth favorable to its municipal tax base and to exclude
less lucrative forms of development. This pattern of zoning for fiscal ends
is in large part a result of the tax structure in New Jersey with its heavy
reliance on the municipal property tax as a source of revenue for municipal
and county expenses.

One consequence of this dual situation of great housing need and ex-
clusionary zoning practices is that the production of an adequate volume of
lower cost housing is constricted, thereby restricting the housing choices for
families and individuals in the State, some of whom are residing in substandard
or overcrowded units or in housing which is inadequate for their specific needs.

1. The Housing Act of 1949, Public Law 171, 8lst Congress; 63 Stat. 413;
42 U.S.C. 1441, Section 2, approved July 15, 1949,

2. The Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, Section 2, Public Law
90-448, 82 Stat. 476.601; 12 U.S.C. 1701 and 42 U.S.C. 1441la, approved
August 1, 1968.

3. Housing in New Jersey 1968 and The Housing Crisis in New Jersey 1970,
New Jersey Department of Community Affairs.

4, Land Use Regulation The Residential Land Supply, New Jersey Department
of Community Affairs, 1972.
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Under former Governor William T. Cahill, two messages were delivered
to the Legislature outlining the State's housing problems and suggesting a
number of strategies that could be utilized to increase housing opportunities.5
An outgrowth of this executive initiative was further research and the intro-
duction of proposed legislation which, although not enacted, sought to meet
some of the State's housing problems by encouraging municipalities, on a
voluntary basis, to increase the number of housing sites suitable for low-and
moderate-income housing.6

During this same time, the issue of exclusionary zoning was also being
argued in the New Jersey courts, and in March of 19753, the New Jersey Supreme
Court issued a landmark decision in Southern Burlington County N.A.A.C.P. v,
the Township of Mount Laurel.’/ This decision was instrumental in focusing wide-
spread public attention on the issue. The Mount Laurel decision articulated
the relationship between housing opportunity and municipal land use powers,
stating that developing municipalities must, by their land use regulations,
"presumptively make realistically possible an appropriate variety and choice of
housing...at least to the extent of the municipality's fair share of the present
and prospective regional need...”8, It was made clear that the exercise of
municipal land use regulations and other actions affecting housing opportunity
must take into account not only a municipality's own housing need, but also
‘the housing need of a wider region of which it is a part. ' '

In April of 1976, Governor Brendan T. By*ne issued Executive Order No. 35,
in which he directed the Division of State and Regional Planning to prepare state
housing goals to guide municipalities in adjusting their land use regulations in
order to provide a reasonable opportunity for the development of an appropriate
variety and choice of housing to meet the needs of the residents of New Jersey.
Pursuant to Executive Order No. 35, the Division of State and Regional Planning
prepared a preliminary draft plan, "A Statewide Housing Allocation Plan for New
Jersey" which consisted of three parts: (1) the determination of a numerical
housing goal based on the present and prospective need for low-and moderate-
income housing in the State up to 1990; (2) the delineation of appropriate
allocation regions; and (3) the formulation of a fair share allocation methodology
to distribute the regional housing goal among the component municipalities of
each region. Under this plan, each municipality in the State received an allo-
cation of low-and moderate—income housing units to the year 1990 based on present
housing needs, recent growth and a potential to accommodate future growth. A
summary of this preliminary plan was submitted to Governor Byrne and released
_for public discussion in December, 1976. Copies of the plan were sent to all
municipalities and county governments.

5. A Blueprint for Housing in New Jersey, 1970, and New Horizons in Housing,
1972, Governor William T. Cahill.

6. Assembly Bill 1421, November 13, 1972.

7. . So,_Burlington Co. N.A.A.C.P. et, al, v, Twp, of Mounr Laurel,
67 N.J. 151 (1975).

8. 67 N.J. at 174.

9. Executive Order No. 35, April 2, 1976.
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At the same time that Governor Byrne released this preliminary report, he
issued a second executive order - No. 46 - which extended the completion date for
the allocation of housing goals to December, 1977.10  The new order directed a
review and, if necessary, a modification of the preliminary housing allocation
plan to assure that it would take into account: current programs designed to re-
vitalize the cities of New Jersey (e.g., neighborhood preservation and urban
economic development programs), redevelopment possibilities for the more developed
municipalities of New Jersey, statewide planning objectives as encompassed by the
comprehensive planning activities of the Division of State and Regional Planning,
as well as the original housing goal allocation criteria prescribed in Executive
Order No. 35. 1In accordance with this executive directive, the Division of State
and Regional Planning has reviewed and modified the 1976 statewide housing allo-
cation plan and has prepared this report.

B. A Statewide Housing Allocation Plan for New Jersey — Purpose and Content

The purpose of this plan is to provide municipalities throughout the State
with a guide for the evaluation of their land use regulations and housing programs
in providing reasonable housing opportunities to meet the needs of New Jersey
residents. These guidelines are presented in the plan by an enumeration of existin
(1970) and future (1970-1990) housing needs of persons of low-and moderate-incomes
in our state. These needs are allocated on a regional basis, according to specifie
criteria, to each municipality in the State in order to equitably distribute housin
opportunities for low-and moderate-income housing. A municipality should plan and
provide for the development of such housing opportunities accordingly.

This plan retains, with only minor statistical revisions, several parts of
the preliminary allocation plan. These sections include: (1) the enumeration of
existing housing needs based on certain housing deficiencies (dilapidated units,
overcrowded units and needed vacant units) for low—and moderate-income households
in New Jersey as of 1970; (2) the projection of low-and moderate-income household
growth from 1970 to 1990; (3) the delineation of a set of 12 sub-state regions to
facilitate the equitable allocation of present and prospective regional needs for
low-and moderate~income housing; and (4) the calculation of allocations of low-and
moderate—-income housing needs based on present housing needs, relative recent
growth factors and on a relative resource potential to accommodate future growth.

‘ This new housing plan, however, incorporates several significant modifi-
cations to the preliminary housing allocation plan. These are:

{1) The allocation process includes an enumeration of the 1970 housing
need originating in each municipality. This enumeration has been
presented in order to indicate the location of the 1970 housing
need and its equitable distribution throughout a regionm.

(2) The housing allocations have been modified to reflect each munici-
pality's actual capacity, in terms of vacant developable land, to
accommodate additional development. Where a municipality was found
to have insufficient vacant developable land to reasonably accommo-
date its allocation, the allocation was reduced in accordance with
the municipality's development limit. These units were then re-
allocated to municipalities in the relevant region with adequate
developable land to accommodate these needed units.

(3) Under the mandate of Executive Order No. 46, the provision of
housing opportunities in accordance with this plan has been coordin-

10. Executive Order No. 46, December 8, 1976.
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ated with the statewide planning objectives formulated by the
Division of State and Regional Planning in the preliminary State
Development Guide Plan.ll Accordingly, this plan recommends that
implementation of housing allocations in excess of existing,
immediate needs (i.e., those needs originating in the relevant
municipality) be deferred in those municipalities where growth

or development will be discouraged by the State in order to
accommodate a documented state need for the preservation of

open space and prime farmland.

(4) This report also provides recommendations as to how a municipality
may plan and provide for the needed housing opportunities enumer-
ated in this plan. These recommendations include a variety of
implementation techniques for the creation of expanded housing
opportunities for persons of low-and moderate-incomes.

This report enumerates exisiing housing needs in 1970 and projects low-
and moderate-income housing needs for the twenty year period of 1970-1990. It
must be acknowledged that a number of changes have occurred in the State's housing
“stock since 1970. Lower cost housing units have been built throughout the State
and have satisfied some housing needs. Middle and upper income units have also
been added, thereby permitting some older housing stock to "filter-down" to the
low-and moderate~income range. On the other hand, the aging process for housing
has generated some additional housing deficiencies during the past eight-year
period, thereby adding some housing needs to those enumerated in 1970.

The accurate assessment of these changes in housing stock would require
a statewide survey which is beyond the scope of this allocation plan. This
information will not become known until the next federal census is compiled
and distributed, sometime in 1982. At that time, the monitoring of changes in
housing stock as they relate toward meeting housing allocation goals will be
possible. Until that time, each municipality should attempt to assess the changes
which have occurred in its own housing stock since 1970 and the efforts which
have been made toward the housing allocation determined in this report. Appendix
E provides an enumeration of governmentally assisted remntal housing units, by
municipality, for the State. This has been provided to supplement municipal
records. Other sources of information that can be reviewed by local officials
assessing changes in housing stock include: municipal, county or consultant
housing surveys, housing data contained in applications for federal community
development funds, local building trends data, as reflected by certificates of
occupancy for new residences, demolition permits or other local building
inspection or monitoring records.

11. New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, July 1, 1977.

12. It should he noted that this deferral is contingent upon a municipality's
not experiencing growth and not pursuing policies which encourage growth
or manifest any characteristics which could be construed as having a
growth orientation.
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IX. HOUSING ALLOCATION PLAN

This statewide housing allocation plan is presented in four interrelated
sections: {1) definition of the low-and moderate-income population whose needs
are addressed in this plan; (2) the types of housing needs which are assessed;
(3) the sub-state regions in which the allocations are made; and (4) the
methodol »gy used to allocate these needs. -

A. Low-and Moderate—~Income Population

The target group for the assessment of housing need for the pur -
poses of this report consists of households in the State in 1970 with gross
incomes in the low-and moderate-income range as defined below. While
households of higher incomes also experience housing need, it is recégnized
that low-and moderate-income households have the least mobility, purchasing
power and opportunity to secure adequate housing in the present housing
market. Numerical income ranges for this target group were determined by using
family budget information published by the Un1ted States Department of Labor.
In 1970, these income ranges were:

Low-income household ........up to $5,568/year

Moderate—~income household ...$5,569 to $8,567/year

B. Housing Need

1. 1970 (Present) Housing Need

The first task in determining these housing allecations was to assess
the 1970 housing need of low-and moderate—income households in New Jersey.
There are many types of housing need , however, all such needs were not
considered to be within the scope of this plan and were not assessed and
allocated in this report.

A number of unsatisfactory housing conditions exist in New Jersey,
including physical housing deficiencies - deteriorated or dilapidated units
and housing lacking plumbing facilities; financial housing imbalances - units
priced above, or with rental costs above the affordability of households;
overcrowded housing units; and an insufficient number of vacant units to
provide mobility in the housing market. Unsatisfactory housing conditions

13. This discussion is based on four detailed technical reports prepared
by the Division of State and Regional Planning in the Summer of 1976.
These include: New Jersey's Present Housing Needs, Prospective Housing
Needs Report, Housing Allocation Regions, and New Jersey's Fair-Share
Housing Allocation. It may also be noted that the data used in these
sections is based on the preliminary draft allocation plan of November,
1976, with some adjustments to the calculation of prospective housing
needs and updated statistics.

14, Standards of Living for an Urban Family of Four, Bulletin No. 1570-5,
Bureau of Labor Statistics, Spring, 1967. See also An Analysis of Low-
and Moderate-Income Housing Need in New Jersey, op. cit., p.l. Since
1970, these income ranges have expanded. In 1976, low-and moderate-
income households were estimated to have incomes of up to approximately

$14,000.




also exist where suitably priced units are not in reasonable proximity to
employment opportunities and when the type of housing available is not
suitable for a portion of the housing market. For this plan, the housing
goal which was selected and allocated to municipalities does not represent
all the housing necd in the State. This housing allocation plan only
focuses on the nced for new housing construction for low-and moderate-
income households.

The types of present housing needs suitable for assessment for
this housing allocation are: (1) dilapidated units, (2) overcrowded units, and
(3) needed vacant units. These 1970 housing needs predominantly affect
low—and moderate-income households and most closely reflect new construc-
tion requirements. Unlike these three types, the other housing deficien-
cies listed above, although important, do not necessarily require new
replacement units on a one-for-one basis. Strategies other than new

construction -- e.g., housing maintenance, rehabilitation, renovation, finan-
cial assistance, etc. —— may be more appropriate to meet these 1970 housing
. problems.

The three types of housing need which were selected to represent
the present housing need for this allocation are defined as follows:

-Dilapidated lUnits: wunits having one or more critical defects; or
having a combination of intermediate defects in sufficient number or extent
to require counsiderable repair or rebuilding; or being of inadequate original
construction. The defects are either so crucial or so widespread that the
structure should be extensively repaired or torn down. !

Overcrowded Units: wunits which are considered not large enough to
accommodate the occupants adequately. The standard of overcrowding used
was 1.01 or more persons per rcom.

Needed Vacant Units: wunits which are considered necessary to permit
mobility and choice in the housing market. The number of units required to
achieve a given 5 percent vacancy rate for rental units and a }.5 percent
rate for owner occupied units were used as measures of this need.

Using the above definitions for present housing need, it was found
that in 1970 there existed a statewide need for 219,455 units which dincluded
94,835 dilapidated units, 94,499 overcrowded units and 31,121 needed vacant
units. 16 Table | shows the 1970 present housing needs for each county and
for the State. A total present need figure is provided for each municipality
in Column 1 of Appendix A.

15, Plumbing Facilities and Estimates of Dilapidated Housing, Final Report,
HC (6) U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Housing: 1970, pp. VII and
VIII,

16. New Jersey's Present Housing Needs, op. cit., pp. 10-12 and Appendixes

A and B. Some overcounting of present housing need might result if

and when new units become available for households presently occupying
overcrowded units. The amount of overcrowding would be reduced, how-
ever, since some of the overcrowded units contain more than one family.
(Unfortunately, the extent of '"doubling-up" cannot be determined accurat-—
ely). As a practical matter, however, the fact that there may be some

overcounting of overcrowded units is not significant in light of
the limited definition of housing need wused in this allocation plan.



County

Atlantic
Bergen
Burlington
Camden
Cape May
Cumberland‘
Essex
Gloucester
Hudson
Hunterdon
Mercer
Middlesex
Monmouth
Morris
Ocean
Passaic
Salem
Somerset
Sussex
Union
Warren

State Total
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TABLE 1

1970 - Present Housing Needs

Dilapidated Unfts
3,517

8,033
3,189
5,814
1,352
2,228
17,527
2,184
11,062
683
3,868

5,209
5,411

2,934
3,805
7,109

871
1,618

861
6,520
1,040

94,835

Qvercrowded Units:
2,092

7,758
3,360
5,493
478
1,690
16,612
2,113
13,120
602
3,402
7,943
5,475
3,485
3,119
7,036
600
1,866
948
5,674
633
93,499

Needed Vacant Units
73

5,709
852
1,067
20
157
4,711
Lsh
3,795
220
1,050
2,503
932
1,710
229
3,006
214
859
135
3,206

219

31,121

*Qverlap between dilapidated units and overcrowded units has been eliminated in

these numbers,



-8~

2.  Prospective Housing Needs: 1970-1990

The second task in preparing this report was to assess the prospective
housing need for low-and moderate-income households in New Jersey. In this
statewide housing allocation plan, prospective housing need is defined as the
projected increase in low—and mcderate-income households between 1970 and 1990.
This twenty-year time span was selected to provide reasonably accurate pro-
jections of household growth.

The calculation of the increase in low-and moderate—-income households
involves several steps and a number of assumptions, e.g., a slower rate of
population growth, a decrease in household size, and a continuation of current
socio-economic trends.l7 Population was projected in 1990 for each county,
and county household increases between 1970 and 1990 were determined. The
prospective low-and moderate-income housing needs were then computed for each
county. Table 2 (contained on page 9 of this report) shows the steps invol-
ved in determining low—and moderate-income household growth. Column 7 indicates
the 1970-1990 low=-and moderate-income household growth by county. For the
State, there will be the need to house an additional 300,232 low-and moderate-
income households between 1970 and 1990.18 1In the preliminary draft report
(1976), projections of population growth included persons living in group
quarters. In this report, persons in group quarters are excluded from projections
of future population. Subsequently, these adjustments to the population growth
‘projections (Table 2, Column. 2) thereby result in a downward adjustment to house-
hold growth projections (Table 2, Cols. 4, 5 and 7).

C. Sub-state Regions for Housing Allocation

The third task in preparing the unadjusted fair share housing allocations
was to delineate a set of sub-stateregions which can facilitate the equitable
allocation of the present and prospective regional needs for low-and moderate-
income housing. The four criteria identified as necessary to delineate

- equitable and practicable housing allocation regions were:

17. Prospective Housing Needs Report, op. cit.

18. An adequate vacancy rate to allow mobility and choice for future low-and
moderate-income households might be added to prospective housing needs,
as was done with present housing needs. It has not been included here
because of the difficulty in projecting housing stock changes to the year
1990. Periodic updating of the housing needs analysis will consider such
vacancy needs.



TABLE 2

Prospective Housing Needs: 1970 - 1990

Col. 1 Col, 2 Col. 3 - Col. 4 Col. 5 Col. 6 Col. 7
% of
Low~and
: . . Moderate- Low & Moderate
199C fyerage 1990 Total 1970-1990 Total Income Income Household
1970 1990%* Household Households Household Growth Households Growth: 1970-1990
County Households Population Size (Col.2 &+ Col.3) (Col 4~Col. 1) in 1970 (Col. 5 x Col. 6)
Atlantic 60,716 196,059 2.61 75,118 14,402 58.4 8,411
Bergen 279,625 949,507 2,71 350,371 70,746 28.4 20,092
Burlington 84,788 373,500 2.85 131,053 46,265 35.6 16,470
Camden 138,408 563,670 2.76 204,228 65,820 41.5 27,315
Cape May 21,177 . 75,313 2.49 30,246 9,069 61.1 5,541
Cumberland 37,086 - 150,302 2,73 55,055 17,969 51.0 9,164 )
O
1
Essex 302,582 924,512 2.66 347,561 44,979 46.8 21,050
Gloucester 49,693 214,862 2.81 76,463 26,770 40.4 10,815
Hudson 207,499 600,534 2.5%4 236,431 28,932 51.7 14,958
: Hunterdon 21,063 87,499 2.72 32,169 11,106 37.7 4,187
i Mercer 93,486 362,518 2,67 135,775 42,289 40.9 17,296
Middlesex 168,076 677,617 2,74 247,306 79,230 31.2 24,720
Monmouth 135,230 525,600 2.79 188,387 53,157 39.1 20,784
Morris 109,823 463,517 2.83 163,787 - 53,964 25.7 13,869
Ocean 68,362 356,633 71 131,599 63,237 51,9 32,820
Passaic 147,214 501,825 2,68 187,248 40,034 42,6 17,054
Salem . 18,681 75,435 2,70 27,939 9,258 44,8 4,148
Somerset _ 57,013 226,337 2,80 80,835 23,822 26.9 6,408
Sussex 22,809 102,554 2,84 36,110 13,301 38.9 5,174
Union 171,580 570,831 2,72 209,864 38,284 33.6 12,863
Warren 23,271 87,171 2.67 32,648 _ 9,377 45,6 4,276
State Total 2,218,182 8,085,796 2.71 2,980,193 762,011 39.4 300,232

* Revised from original report - now excludes population in group quarters, Cols. 4, 5 and 7 changed accordingly. (October, 1977)
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(1) Sharing Housing Needs - In Southern Burlington County N.A.A.C.P.
v. Township of Mount Laurel, the New Jersey Supreme Court made it
clear for the first time that municipalities must take into account
not only local housing needs, but also the housing needs beyond the
municipality's boundaries in the region of which it is a part. Accor-
dingly, the regional delineation in this plan has been made to permit
the equitable sharing of housing need between areas With high levels
of present housing need and few resources and areas with the opposite
characteristics. The lack of resources precludes, for example, the
designation of Hudson County as a region by itself. The concentration
of housing need 1in this county would require a more expansive region
than the county itself. This criterion (sharing housing need) was
considered to be the most important in the selection of a set of sub-
state regions and would take precedence over the other three.

(2) Socio-economic Interdependence ~ The regions should be characterized
by evidence of socio-economic interdependence with regard to housing
choice considerations, i.e., they should reflect the geographic area
within which housing location decisions are made. Housing decisions
are related to job location, to the location of community facilities

and institutions and to available transportation and services.

(3) Data Availability — Data reliability and availability are necessary
considerations in delineating housing regions. The regions should

have descriptive and directly applicable socio—economic data available
for the purpose of housing allocation, with minimum reliance upon
assumptions or interpolations from data describing other geographic
units. It is necessary that reliable land use, demographic, economic
and other data be available for all housing allocation regions so

that the enumeration of regional housing needs and allocations can

be complete and precise.

(4) Executive Order 35 - The regions should be reflective of the intent
of Executive Order 35. While the term "region" is used in the order,
it is not explicitly defined; however, there are recurring references
to the allocation of housing needs to municipalities within counties

or groups of counties.

Various delineations of regions were analyzed in terms of these four

criteria. They included existing planning, statistical and geographically
defined regions in New Jersey, none of which were designed for housing allocation,
and the housing allocation regions adopted in recent judicial decisions in the
State, including those in Mount Laurel and Qakwood at Madison v. Madison Twp.l9
This analysis was concluded with the formulation of a new set of regions specifi-
‘cally delineated for the purpose of equitable housing allocation.  The recommended
set of allocation regions consists of twelve regions covering the entire state.
Ten of the regions (1-10) were delineated as single counties. They are:

72 N.J. 481 (1977).
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Region 1: Atlantic Region 6: Monmouth
Region 2: Cape May Region 7: Ocean
Region 3: Cumberland ' Region 8: Salem
Region 4: Hunterdon Region 9: Sussex
Region 5: Mercer Region 10: Warren

The other two regions consist of clusters of adjacent countles Region 11,
in the northeastern part of the State, contains the counties of:

Bergen Middlesgex Someyset
Essex Morris Union
Hudson Passaic

Region 12, in the southwestern part of the State, consists of the
counties of:

Burlington
Camden
Gloucester

The twelve allocation regions are shown on MAP 1. The delineation of
two multi-county regions was necessary to insure an equitable balance between
existing housing need and resources. TFor the remaining areas of the S§tate,
the relationship between housing need and resources did not currently warrant
more expansive allocation regions than individual counties. Table 3 shows the
present and prospective housing needs for each of the twelve allocation regions
in the State.
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TABLE 3

Present and Prospective Housing Necd By Allocation Regions

Present Housing Prospective Housing

Needs 1970 Needs 1970-1990%*

REGION 1 - Atlantic County 5,682 8,411
REGION 2 - Cape May County 1,850 5,541
REGION 3 - Cumberland County 4,075 9,164
REGION 4 - Hunterdon County 1,505 4,187
REGION 5 ~ Mercer County 8,320 17,296
REGION 6 - Monmouth County 11,818 20,784
REGION 7 - Ocean County 7,153 32,820
REGION 8 - Salem County 1,685 " 4,148
REGION 9 - Sussex County 1,944 5,174
REGION 10~ Warren County 1,892 4,276
REGION 1l1- Counties of: 149,005 131,014

Bergen Morris

Essex Passaic

-Hudson. Somerset

Middlesex = Union
REGION 12- Counties of: 24,526 54,600

Burlington

Camden

Gloucester

*Revised from original report - now excludes population in group quarters.
(October, 1977)
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D. Housing Allocation Methodology

The fourth task in the statewide allocation of low-and moderate-
income housing need involved the formulation of a method for distribu-
ting the regional housing goals to the component municipalities within
a region. Various allocation methods have been developed and tried by
planning agencies throughout the nation, and these were reviewed as
possible models.

The allocation methodology adopted for this housing plan is
described below. The methodology attempts to allocate the present and
prospective housing needs in each of the twelve regions in terms of
three guidelines. They are:

(1) Those housing needs which have been enumerated as existing
in each region in 1970 should be shared among the muni-
cipalities in that region in a manner which will reduce
the further overconcentration of such conditions in certain
municipalities, but also in a manner that will not tend
to overburden the other municipalities in the region.

A proportional method based on the magnitude of the
housing stock in each municipality and in the region
as a whole was used for this purpoese.

(2) The regional prospective need for low-and moderate-
income units from 1970 to 1990 should be shared by
municipalities in a manner which takes into account
their relative suitabilities and capabilities to accom-
modate additional low-and moderate-income housing.

The method used for this purpose involves an averaging
of four different indexes of suitability and capability.

(3) The allocation to a municipality of housing need in ex-
cess of those needs specifically originating within the
municipality itself should be reduced for those munici-
palities with inadequate vacant developable land and
redistributed to those municipalities in the region
which have adequate developable land. This guideline
has been included to correct a shortcoming in the pre-
liminary plan in which a number of municipalities with
little or no vacant developable land were given additional
allocations.

Based upon these guidelines, two separate regional allocations, 1.€.,
an allocation of 1970 needs and an allocation of prospective need, were

made to each municipality in the twelve regions in the State. They were
then combined for each municipality and further reduced or increased

depending upon the availability of vacant developable land. This process
was as follows:
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1. Allocation of 1970 (Present) Housing Need. The existing housing need
in each region was allocated to component municipalities based on an

equal proportion method. This method utilizes the ratio of 1970 housing
needs to the total housing stock in the particular region. For example,

if the 1970 housing need in a region is 10 percent of that region's

total housing stock, then each municipality in that region was allocated

an amount of needed housing units equal to 10 percent of its own housing
stock. This method is shown in the following illustrative example. The
column numbers in the example correspond to the actual column of the
methodology as found in Appendix A .

1 2 3
Allocation
1970 1970 of 1970
Municipality Housing Needs Housing Stock Housing Need Difference
A 10 200 20 +10
B 20 50 5 ~-15
C 40 150 15 -25
D 50 800 80 +30
Region Total 120 1,200 120 0

This region's total of 120 units of needed housing is 10 percent
of the regional housing stock of 1,200 units. As such, each municipality
receives an allocation equal to 10 percent of its housing stock. The
"difference" column shows whether a municipality receives more or less
than the 1970 housing need originating within its own mumicipality.

Appendix A (columns 1,2 and 3) containsthe results of the equal
proportion method for each municipality in the twelve regions of the
state.

2. Allocation of Prospective Housing Need (1970-1990) A second
method was used to allocate each region's prospective housing need. This
method employs four indexes which reflect municipal differences in
suitability and capability to accommodate additional low-and moderate-—
income housiag. The indexes are:

Vacant Developable Land
Employment Growth
Municipal Fiscal Capability
Personal Income

*

Municipalities in each region were compared in terms of these four
factors. Each municipality received an allocation of prospective housing
need according to each factoy and then a single allocation of pros-
pective need was computed for each municipality by averaging the four
indexes. A description of these factors and how they were employed iSs as
follows:
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Vacant developable land - This factor was included as a measure of a muni-
cipality's capability to assume additional housing construction. Vacant develop~
able land has been defined as the vacant land in a municipality less land with
greater than 12 percent slope, wetlands, qualified farmland and public lands.
Farmland qualified for farmland assessment was included in the adjustment of vacant
developable land in accordance with a general state policy to preserve farmland.
However, this cannot be construed as a prohibition against the use of any farmland
for housing development.

Based on this index, each municipality's share of the acreage of vacant
developable land is also its share of the prospective housing need. For example,
if a municipality's share of vacant developable land is 10% of the total of such
land in the region, then it would receive 107 of the prospective housing need of
the region.

Employment growth — This factor is used to measure the relative responsibility
of municipalities to provide housing in relation to employment growth. As defined
in the original allocation plan, employment growth was the increase in covered employ
ment between 1969 and 1975. 1In this report, the employment information was updated
to include 1976, Only those municipalities with gains in employment receive allo-
cations. For example, if a municipality's share of employment growth is 10% of the
total of such growth in the region, then it would receive 107 of the prospective

housing need of the region. }

Municipal fiscal capability - This third allocation factor was included as a
relative measure of municipal capability to accommodate additional low—and moderate-
income housing. Non-residential ratable growth between 1968 and 1974 was used in
the original report as a criterion for fiscal capability. Non-residential ratables
had been defined to include any ratables not classified as residential properties.
This general definition of ratables did not reflect.an accurate description of the
growth of non-residential ratables in many farm and rural communities, i.e., places
with large amounts of farmland ratables and/or vacant land ratables. Therefore,
the original definition of non-residential ratables was changed to apply to only
the commercial and industrial ratables growth in each municipality. This informa-
tion was updated to include 1975. Each municipality's share of the regional growth
in non~residential ratables represents its share of the allocatlon goal. For ex-
ample, if a municipality's share of non-residential ratables growth is 10% of the
total of such growth in the region, then it would receive 10% of the prospective
housing need of the region.

Personal income — This fourth factor is an additional measure of municipal
capability to absorb low-and moderate-income housing growth. It has been included
to take into account municipalities which have not experienced much non-residential
ratables growth, but presumably have the affluence to accommodate housing without
undue hardship. This factor has been defined as the municipal total of family and
unrelated individual income as reported by the 1970 census. Total municipal per-
sonal income wealth was weighted to reflect regional variation in per capita income
in New Jersey. A municipality which has a per capita income exceeding the per
capita income for the region as a whole had its total personal income increased.
Conversely, if a municipality's per capita income was below the regional per capita
income, its total personal income was decreased. To illustrate this point, if a
municipality's per capita income is twice .the size of the regional per capita
income, its total personal income wealth is doubled; conversely, if a municipality’s
per capita income is half the regional level, its total personal income is halved.
Each municipality's weighted share of the region's personal income wealth is also
its share of the prospective housing need of the region. For example, if a munici-
pality's share of total personal income after weighting is 10%Z of the total income
of the region, then it would receive 107 of the prospective housing need.
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Municipal allocations of prospective housing needs were computed for each
of the four indexes and averaged to obtain a single prospective need allocation.
The results of this index-averaging method for allocating prospective housing
need is shown in column 4 of Appendix C.

3. Development Limit/ Redistribution of Unallocated Units . A
development limit concept was employed as a corrective adjustment to the
allocation process to eliminate situations where the methodology

allocated additional low-and moderate-income units to municipalities

with inadequate vacant developable land to accommodate these housing needs . 20
For each municipality, an '"unadjusted housing allocation" was computed to
isolate that part of the combined present and prospective allocations in
excess of the 1970 housing need specifically originating in the municipality
itself. This information is shown in column 5 of Appendix A. This

"unadjusted housing allocation" was then compared with the development

limit computed for the municipality to determine whether the develop-

ment limit would be adequate to accommodate these housing needs.

_ The basis for computing the development limit is the amount of
vacant developable land in a municipality at a density of development of
4 dwelling units per dcre.2l In those cases where the development limit
exceeded the "unadjusted housing allocation", the development limit was
termed “adequate' and the allocation accepted. However, when the develop-
ment limit was found to be less than the '"unadjusted housing allocation",
the allocation was reduced to the development limit figure and the
resulting unallocated units were redistributed to other municipalities
within the region which had adequate developable land.

20. The development limit concept has been used by Rahenkamp, Sachs, Wells
and Associates, Inc. Their report, "Pennsylvania Housing Need and
Allocation Model," Philadelphia, October 1, 1971 (p.22), has
provided the example for this modification to the plan.

21, The formula for computing the development limit is as follows:

DL = VDL x D where, DL = development limit (units)
VDL = vacant developable land (acres)
D = housing density = 4 dwelling
units per acre

The use of 4 dwelling units per acre on 100 percent of the vacant
developable land in a municipality should not be taken by the reader as
a 'suggestion that all municipalities should provide low-and moderate-
income housing opportunities in this one specific manner. Higher
densities on less land would also be appropriate.
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To illustate this process, the following example is provided, which
continues the illustrative example from p. 135.

A 4
3 Allocation of .2 5 ' 8
Prospective Unadjusted
Housing Need Housing Development Units Not
Municipality Difference*® (1970-1990) Allocation Limit Allocated
A +10 80 90  (430)-Adequate O
B ~15 150 150 (568)-Adequate 0
C ~25 300 300 (260) 40
D +30 70 100 (294)—-Adequate 0
Region Total 0 600 640 40

*Refer to example on p.l5.

The "unadjusted housing allocation" (that part of the combined
present and prospective allocations in excess of the 1970 housing need
originating in the municipality itself) was computed for each of the
illustrative municipalities. For municipalities A and D, the "unadjusted
housing allocation'" is the sum of the prospective allocation and the
"difference"” column (their additional shares of 1970 need). For munici-
palities B and C, the "unadjusted housing allocation" is equal to the
prospective allocation only. These are the only units added in the allo-
cation process for these two municipalities, since their shares of the
1970 housing need were reduced in the regional allocation of 1970 (present)
housing need. These reductions are shown as negative numbers in column
3 and are treated as zeroes here. By comparing the "unadjusted housing
allocations" with the respective development limits, municipalities A, B
and D can be seen to have adequate land to accommodate their allocations.
However, municipality C can only accommodate 260 of the 300 units, and
40 units are therefore not allocated to it. These 40 units are redistri-
buted below to those municipalities in the region with adequate land to
accommodate them (in this case, municipalities A, B and D).

The total number of units not allocated in each region were redistribu-
ted to all municipalities in the region whose "unadjusted housing allocations"
had not reached their development limits. The redistribution was performed in
same proportion as the first "unadjusted housing allocation.'22

22.In three regions, a second redistribution was required because certain
municipalities were found to exceed their development limits after the
first redistribution. This second redistribution is not shown in the
illustrative example.
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The continuation of the illustrative example shows the redistribution
‘process, as follows:

8
Units Not 9
z Allocated Redistri- 10
Allocation Based on bution Adjusted
o . Based On The the Develop- Of Units Housing
Municipality Development Limit ment Limit Not Allocated Allocation
A 90 - 10 100
B 150 - 18 168
c 260 40 - 260
D 100 - 12 112

Region Total 600 40 40 640

The redistribution of the 40 units not allocated to municipality C,
due to its inadequate development limit, is shown in column 9, above.23.
These units were then added to the allocation based on the development
limit (column 7) to yield an adjusted housing allocation (column 10) for each

municipality.

23 For example, municipality A's share i1s 10 units, based on the ratio of its
allocation-due to the development limit to the remainder in column 7 after
municipality C's allocation has been taken out, i.e., 90/340 x 40 units not

allocated = 10 units.



4. Resulting Allocation

Each municipality's resulting allocation consists of its adjusted
allocation of regional housing needs based on its development limit
(column 10) and its indigenous share of existing (1970) regional need
(column 11).

The final use of the illustrative example shows the calculation of
the resulting allocation, as follows:

1 2 10 u 12
Indigenous
Share
1970 Adjusted of 1970
Housing Allocation Housing Housing Resulting
Municipality Needs of 1970 Needs Allocation Needs Allocation
A _ 10 20 100 10 110
B 20 5 168 5 173
c 40 15 260 15 275
D 50 80 112 S0 162
Region Total 120 120 640 80 720

The resulting allocation (column 12) for each municipality is the sum
of the adjusted housing allocation (column 10) and the indigenous share of
the region's 1970 housing need (column 11). For municipalities A and D,
whose regional shares of the 1970 housing need are greater than the needs
specifically located in the municipalities themselves, the indigenous
share is equal to the 1970 housing need in the municipality (columm 1).

The indigenous shares for municipalities B and C are equal to the allocated
1970 housing need (column 2); these shares are less than the 1970 (present)
housing need originating within these municipalities themselves.

For the purposes of this housing allocation plan, certain municipal-
ities received numerical reductions in their housing need burden because of
the methodology used to equitably allocate the 1970 (present) housing need
(see p. 15). This result should not be taken to imply that these municipal-
ities should be given less consideration or priority in terms of qualifying
for federal, state or other housing assistance programs. For such housing
assistance purposes, a more appropriate reference on housing needs is
An Analysis of Low—and Moderate-~Income Housing Need in New Jersey.

Column 12 shows the resulting municipal allocations. The regional
total of 720 units equals the sum of this illustrative region's 1970
housing need and prospective need (1970-1990).



-21-

III. COMPLIANCE AND COORDINATION WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING OBJECTIVES

Under the mandate of Executive Order No. 46, the provision of
needed housing opportunities in accordance with this allocation plan
has been considered within the context of the statewide planning objec-
tives formulated by the Division of State and Regional Planning in a
separate plan, the State Development Guide Plan. Accordingly, all
municipalities in the State have been looked at in terms of the policy
objectives for the State's future growth and development as contained
in the Guide Plan, to determine whether, in any cases, municipal
action to meet its housing allocation might be inconsistent with the
Guide Plan and should be deferred.

It should be understood that two categories of housing need were
isolated in the housing allocation methodology: (1) those needs indig-
enous to the municipality and also part of its share of existing (1970)
regional needs, and (2) those needs resulting from a distribution of
regional existing and prospective needs. As explained in previous
sections of this report, each municipality's indigenous share of 1970
housing need exists and is an immediate need. Attending to such needs
would be remedial rather than growth-oriented and should be addressed
immediately by every municipality regardless of any future growth policy.

On thé other hand, each municipality's allocation of 1970 housing
need in excess of the need origirating in the municipality itself, as well
as its allocation of the regional prospective need, represent potential
municipal growth and, as such, should be evaluated in terms of the
recommended land use classifications identified by the Guide Plan.

In this 1light, the provision of housing opportunities, as set forth
in this housing allocation plan, should be deferred in those municipalities
where any additional growth or development is being discouraged by state
policy as repr-sented by the Guide Plan. In all other municipalities which
are designate n the Guide Plan as partially developed and containing areas
which are suizable for future growth, municipal action to provide these
needed housing opportunities should be immediate. The State Development
Guide Plan, its use classifications and the coordination of these
classifications with the implementation of this plan are explained below.

The State Development Guide Plan can be viewed as a framework within
which state government can make choices among competing and worthy needs -
the need for jobs, clean air, adequate housing, prime farmland, improved
transit systems and recreational open space. In this regard, the Guide
Plan suggests the balance which should be sought between conservation and
development in the State. It indicates where further development should
be encouraged, and where major efforts to preserve essential naturai
resources, recreational space and agricultural lands should be focused.
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More specifically, the State Development Guide Plam identifies areas
in the State where certain general uses should predominate and recommends
appropriate policies. These major use categories are:

Growth Areas - Areas marked by existing development and existing
infrastructure which can accommodate further growth without
endangering vital natural resources, incurring massive new public
investments, or contributing to inefficient uses of energy or
land resources.

These growth areas contain major transportation facilities and
energy supplies and are the location of many of New Jersey's
residences, major businesses and industrial facilities. Major
investments have been made to provide public facilities and
services to support this development. As a result, these areas
are particularly suitable for development because of their
accessibility to employment and services. Properly channeled,
this growth could result in more amenable and energy-efficient
patterns of development. Accordingly, it is within the growth
areas that much of the State's investment in development-
encouraging facilities and services should be made.

Limited Growth Areas — Areas not yet intensively developed nor
of major environmental significance which may grow at a moderate
pace and may serve as a reserve for future development.

The limited growth areas do not contain major concentrations of
development or critical natural resources or prime agricultural
lands. Sizable areas remain which have not been developed in
the past primarily because other portions of the State have been
more accessible to markets and population centers. For these’
areas, only a minimum level of public investment is recommended
in order that these areas continue to develop and grow at their
own moderate pace.

Open Space Areas - Areas of unique natural character and of
statewide significance which should be preserved in their
present state in order to satisfy growing demands for outdoor
recreation, water supply and other uses which are necessary
for, but not compatible with, further urban expansion.

These areas include plans for the expansion of publicly owned

and managed lands - the Skylands, the Pinelands and the Delaware
Water Gap. Each of these scenic areas also contain abundant
water resources. Accordingly, they provide both wilderness
recreation opportunities and essential water resources to support
a growing population.
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Agricultural Areas - Areas characterized by suitable soils and
active agricultural use justifying its value as a limited
natural resource.

In these areas, development is relatively sparse, and
extensive water and sewer systems and other public
facilities are lacking. These areas also contain the
most favorable soils for productive agriculture, and
accordingly, development is considered inappropriate
and. should be discouraged by the State.

Each municipality in the State was classified pursuant to these
categories. Once the classification of municipalities was completed it
was then possible to address the issue of municipal compliance with this
housing allocation plan.

Those municipalities which are suitable for and will be experiencing
some growth as 1dentified by the State Development Guide Plan (i.e., growth
and limited growth areas) are expected to take immediate action with respect
to thelr allocations. The Guide Plan has defined these areas as those where
most of the development in the State is located and where such development
should occur now and in the future. In these cases, there would be no need
to defer or to exclude from that development the provision of needed housing
opportunities for low-and moderate~income households.

On the other hand, those municipalities which may be exclusively
categorized as open space or prime agricultural areas may defer action in
complying with their adjusted housing allocations until some future date
or perhaps indefinitely.24 However, it is important to understand that a
municipality will lose its deferred status if it actually experiences growt
or elects to pursue policies which encourage growth. For example, a ‘
municipality would be encouraging growth if it actively seeks ratables or
jobs or manifests other characteristics which could be considered as having
a growth orientation, such as zoning for commercial and industrial ratables.
Where a municipality is experiencing or encouraging growth, a share of that
growth (as quantified in this report) should be for low-and moderate-income
housing. '

In summary, an application of the above procedures indicates that
there are 498 municipalities in New Jersey which can be classified in the 95
immediate category and 23 municipalities which are in the deferred category.
There are 86 municipalities with development limits of zero which therefore
receive no adjusted allocations. They did not require classification according
to the Guide Plan; their compliance includes only their shares of the 1970
(present) housing need. Appendix B indicates those municipalities which are in

the deferred category.

24, It should be noted that there is no deferral of the indigenous
portion of the 1970 (present) housing needs. These require

immediate municipal action in compliance with this report. .
25. It should be noted that these 23 municipalities have heen categorized

as exclusively open space or prime agricultural areas. A numb?r of
other municipalities, which are predominantly open space or agrlcu%—
tural, were not included in the deferred category since they contain
sufficient growth or limited growth areas to accommodate their allo—

cations.
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IV. IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGIES: PROVISION QF NEEDED HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES

This part of the report discusses how municipalities can go about
meeting their housing allocations.26 First, the discussion centers on
inclusionary strategies municipalities can pursue toward the goal of expanded
housing opportunities by reducing housing costs and increasing production of
lower cost housing.27 Second, there is a description of implementation
techniques that may be used by municipalities to effect inclusionary strategies.
Third, there is a brief explanation of currently available federal, state and
local assistance programs for new housing construction.

A. Inclusionary Strategies

Strategies directed to reducing housing costs and increasing the pro-
duction of lower cost housing via zoning and land use regulations are briefly
presented below. Since municipal development regulations affect important
housing cost components, these strategies are organized to address: (1) cost
of land, (2) cost of land improvements, (3) cost of materials and labor, and
(4) pre-development administrative costs and post development carrying charges.

Cost of Land Strategy: Higher Density Housing?84 If land can be used for
higher density housing, the per dwelling unit cost of the land is reduced. The
higher the density of housing, the lower the per unit cost »f land. For
example, an acre of land costing $10,000 with a higher development density, such
as four dwelling units to the acre has a per unit land cost of $2,500
(810,000 ¢+ 4 = $2,500). This is one~fourth the per unit land cost of the same
parcel if developed at a lower density, such as one unit to the acre, i.e.,
having a per unit land cost of $10,000 ($10,000 + 1 = $10,000). It is desirable,
therefore, to allow as high a density as possible, consistent with other objectives.
This savings in per unit land costs could theoretically result in lower sales
prices or rental costs to the consumer.

26. This discussion is based, in large part, on the report, Housing Handbook
for New Jersey Municipalities, Housing Demonstration Program, Division
of Housing and Urban Renewal, 1976 and the "701" Housing Element {(draft)
prepared by the Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey
Department of Community Affairs, 1977.

27. Inclusionary as used here means any municipal policy, program or
regulatory effort to increase opportunities for the production of
less costly housing for a greater variety of income groups, i.e.,
low-moderate~and middle income households.

28. Housing Handbook for New Jersey Municipalities, op. cit., p. 5; see
Chapters 3 and 4 of that report for a more extensive discussion of the
zoning map and land costs, especially p. 10.
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There are severe restrictions on the amount of land zoned for higher
density development in the State.29 If properly implemented, an expanded supply
of land developable at higher densities can be affected, thereby increasing
the potential for housing production - at lower cost. However, the designa-
tion of land for higher density housing will not of itself bring about lower
cost housing. 1In fact, if the land is delineated on the zoning map at a speci-
fic higher density, often the reverse will occur because the potential for
increased profit will create inflated land prices, and lower cost housing will
be priced out. Alternatives for avoiding this situation are discussed in the
implementation techniques section. ‘

Cost of Land Improvements Strategy: Design Efficiency, Reducing Ex-
cessive Amenities/Facilities Requirements3Y- The pattern in which development
takes place directly affects the cost of ancillary roads and utilities. It
has been demonstrated that substantial savings in on-site and off-site_ improve-
ment costs can be achieved through clustering and planned development. The
cost of land improvements, which represents an amount about equal to the-cost of
the land itself, bears a direct relationship to the specifications in subdivision
and related ordinances for streets, walks, curbs, utilities, etc. Such specifi-
cations should be re-examined to remove unnecessarily costly requirements and
to insure that they contain only those requirements needed to protect public
health and safety.

It has become customary for ordinances to require certain amenities or -
facilities to be provided by a developer when higher density housing is built.
Some municipalities require dedication of open space, and the deyeloper him~
self often provides recreational facilities and other amenities as part of
development. The costs accruing to these practices are of course passed on
to the consumer and must be balanced against the objective of getting lower
cost housing.

Cost of Materials/Labor Strategy: Reducing Excessive Requirements 32 -
Many municipal ordinances quire large minimum floor areas for dwelling units;

even when multi-family hc 3 is allowed by ordinance, large minimum room
sizes are required. Thes: :quirements often are excessive and do not reflect
a realistic concern for pu :c health and safety. Unreasonable requirements

in this regard only increase the cost of housing via greater materials and
labor costs.

29 Land Use Regulations: The Residential Land Supply, op. cit, pp. 10A, 25, 26.

30. Housing Handbook for New Jersey Municipalities, op. cit, p. 5-6.

31. Real Estate Research Corporation, The Costs of Sprawl (Washington, D.C.:
Superintendent of Documents, April, 1974).

32. Housing Handbook for New Jersey Municipalities, op. cit, pp.6,32-33. In the past,
a proliferation of building codes,as well as outmoded requirements, contri-
buted to raising the cost of residential construction. In New Jersey, the
implementation of the recently adopted Uniform Statewide Construction Code
should result in housing cost savings.
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In line with using strategies to reduce materials and labor costs, a
municipality might consider allowing the construction of mobile homes or other
forms of prefabricated housing. Recent changes in design, standards, regula-
tion, patterns of development and financing warrant serious consideration of
mobile homes to supply a portion of a municipality's need for lower cost
housing.

The State of New Jersey in 1972 adopted a mobile home construction code,
administered by the Department of Community Affairs, which has since been up-
dated. Federal legislation further tightened construction and safety standards
for mobile homes. These standards cover plumbing, frame and body construction,
heating and electrical systems. The New Jersey Health Code sets minimum stan-
dards for mobile home parks, and developers must submit plans to the State Depart-
ment of Health for approval before construction may begin. Health and safety
standards that can be incorporated into local regulatory ordinances have been
published by the Environmental Health Service of the U.S. Public Health Service.

The price of mobile homes ranges from $5,000 to $15,000 for single-wides
to $8,000 to $25,000 for double-wides. The average cost of a mobile home in New
Jersey is $10,000 for a standard model (1976). Financing (similar to an auto-
mobile lean) is available through banks at about 12 percent for a term of up to
15 years. Mobile homes are also eligible for Federal Housing Administration (FHA),
Farmer's Home Administration (FmHA) and Veteran's Administration (VA) loan insur-
ance and guarantee programs. To date, most mobile homes have been sold by mobile
home park developers to be placed on a site for which the mobile home owner pays
a monthly rental charge that includes taxes, fees and usually water and sewerage
charges. Site rentals vary, depending on location in the State and the services
and facilities offered. ’

It is clear from even a cursory look at the cost of mobile homes and site
rentals that this form of housing may be within reach of moderate-income families
but not low—income families without some kind of subsidy. Mobile homes are now
eligible for federal housing assistance payment programs and FmHA financing. Also,
experiments are going on in southern Jersey with non-profit and limited-dividend
corporation ownership of mobile home communities to accommodate low-income families.
Most of the mobile home communities are in southern Jersey, the shore area and cen-
tral Jersey. Mobile home parks have usually needed a variance to be developed,

- however, recently some communities have begun to include provisioms for them in
their master plans and ordinances. Plainsboro (Middlesex County), for example, in
its Master Plan designates a 25-acre parcel of land for 150 to 200 single-unit
modular homes. In Spotswood (Middlesex County), the zoning ordinance, as adopted

in 1973, creates 'M" zones in which mobile home parks are a permitted use and made
subject to site plan review. Borough-owned land was auctioned for such a develop-
ment, and an adult community of 367 homes is under way. The attractive nature of
recently built mobile home communities suggests the possibility that they might be
included in a planned development or mobile subdivision, with mobile homes cluster-
ed on private lots or in a condominium arrangement, using federal or other subsidy
for low-income families. The East Windsor Township (Mercer County) ordinance makes
mobile homes a permitted use in planned developments. Besides this type of housing,
other forms of lower cost housing might be allowed via inclusionary ordinances,e.g.,
modular units or other types of prefabricated dwellings. As with mobile homes,

these forms of lower cost housing would have to meet all required code standards

to insure public health and safety.
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Other Strategies: Reducing Administrative and Carrying Charge Costs33-
Very often responsibility for administering land-use controls is divided among
several municipal agencies, requiring the applicant to go back and forth from
one agency to another before development proposals are approved. Criteria
for approval may be vague, resulting in delays which increase the applicant's
costs. To avoid such delays and to provide equitable treatment of applicants,
administration should, whenever possible, be vested in a single public agency,
and the system of approvals should be clearly spelled out. With construction
costs constantly rising, extended delays can raise the final cost of the
housing built. The Municipal Land Use Law, which became effective August 1,
1976, addresses some of these problems by simplifying the process of develop-
ment approval. For example, a request for a use variance involving a site
plan can now be handled by a single agency, whereas past practice required two
agencies, i.e., planring board and board of adjustment, to grant approval.

Although muni.:.palities do not have the power to influence many of the
costs associated with uverhead, they can directly affect the amount of taxes
to be paid by a development once it is built. Tax abatement (total or partial)
may be granted by municipalities for qualified low-and moderate-income units.
A common practice for a municipality has been to require a small percentage of
the total rent receipts of a qualified development in lieu of taxes, e.g., 15
percent of rent receipts. And to the extent that excessive amenities and
facilities are required by municipal ordinances, the carrying charges of resi-
dential developments will be inflated after development is complete. Municipal
actions to reduce taxes or qualified developments and carrying charges can
lower housing costs and increase housing opportunities for a greater variety
of income groups.

B. Implementing Inclusionary Stratqgies35

In the past, opportunities for lower cost housing, e.g., multi-family
units, in developing =reas of New Jersey typically were affected through use
of variances or rez g of selected sites. A use variance is granted by a
municipal Board of .:ustment for a use not permitted in a district in which
it is sought, provided there are "special reasons for granting the variance"
and that it can be granted '"without substantial detriment to the public good"
and will not impair the intent and purpose of the zone plan and zoning ordin-
ance."35 1t is through the use variance that most of the multi-family housing
in suburban New Jersey has been provided in the past.36 While many such

33, Ibid., p. 6.

34, Ibid., pp. 7-10. _

35, Subsection 57d and Section 8 of the Municipal Land Use Law, P.L. 1975,
c. 291 (¢.40:550-1 et seq.), effective August 1, 1976.

36. See Multi-family Housing and Suburban Municipalities, draft document,
New Jersey County and Municipal Study Commission, October 1973, Chapter

7, especially Table 7-5.
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variances appear to be legally invalid, they have survived for lack of a
challenge. Likewise, site-specific zoning, sometimes referred to as '"spot-
zoning", 1s a device by which specific sites for residential or multi-

family uses are rezoned in response to individual development proposals and
may be declared illegal by the courts if found to be an unreasonable exercise
of zoning power. However, use variances and site-specific zoning can be
effective ways to implement inclusionary strategies, at least in the short-
term, if applied in a manner consistent with a housing policy which clearly
reflects a municipality's willingness to receive proposals for lower costs
housing.

Today, the Municipal Land Use Law allows a zoning ordinance to imple-
ment the housing policy of a municipal master plan by providing for specific
implementative mechanisms and land regulations required to effectuate. that
policy. Described below are some basic zoning and land use tools that can
help a municipality implement its inclusionary strategies and progress toward
meeting housing.allodations and in-place housing needs.

Incentive Zoning -~ This technique offers a developer economic incen-—
tives through the relaxation of various restrictions of an ordinance in ex-
change for certain public benefits, such as lower cost housing or open space.
A major incentive would be in the form of a density bonus -~ that is, an
increase in overall housing density in return for the provision of a certain
number of lower cost units. This can be an important component of an inclu-
sionary ordinance to increase the economic feasibility of lower-cost units,
while avoiding a charge of "taking' property without just compensation.

Mandatory Requirement ~ One of the provisions of an inclusionary
ordinance may be the requirement that developers include a minimum amount,
i.e., number or percentage, of subsidized or lower cost housing in their
developments. The requirement may or may not be accompanied by a density
bonus or other incentives. There are various ways in which this mandatory
requirement may be satisfied. Some ordinances require that the below-market
units be subsidized by government subsidy programs and exempt the developer
if government funds are not available. Others allow the requirement to be
met with or without government subsidy. Still others consider the require-
ment met if the developer makes land available to a public housing authority
or non-profit housing sponsor for housing to be built by them with government
funds.

Conditional Use37- The conditional use technique, in the framework of
conventional zoning with mapped districts, has been widely used to permit
churches, schools, country clubs, etc. in residential districts. The zoning
ordinance authorizes a particular use under predetermined stated conditionms,
in zoned areas where that use would not otherwise be permitted. Although
the conditional use concept has been utilized previously in terms of particu-
lar uses, the concept is broad enough to accommodate a mixture of housing types
and other uses as well. Such conditional use in a low-density residential

37. See Section 54 and Section 3 of the Municipal Land Use Law.
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district might be multi-family lower cost housing or a multi-family develop-
ment that includes a percentage of lower cost housing, with or without an
added density bonus. Criteria for the granting of such conditional uses
should be clearly spelled out.

Mapped Special District — This is similar to conventional mapped
districts but withmore detailed goals. For example, a special district might
be created to mix townhouses and apartments and/or to require a percentage of
low-and moderate- income housing. Or a district could be created to provide
maximum flexibility for obtaining a range of multi-family housing based on
broad design characteristics, with each proposal examined as it arises for
its merits and compatibility with adjacent residential areas. (This technique
differs from site-specific or "spot' zoning in that it is not respomsive to
existing development proposals).

Planned Development (PD)38-The American Society of Planning Officials
defines Planned Development as:

"..a land development project comprehensively planned as an
entity via a unitary site plan which permits flexibility in
building sites, mixtures of housing types and land uses,
usable open spaces, and the preservation of significant
natural features...A site plan review process, guided by a
combination of specific design standards and performance
criteria, replaces the self-executing ordinance. Adminis-
trative discretion and negotiation are increased as well as

opportunities for development incentives. "

Planned Development differs from conventional districting in that it regulates
use of whole tracts rather than individual lots. This concept is well-suited
to implement an inclusionary strategy: it can accommodate a mix of housing
types; it may be mapped or unmappedor itmay include density bonus incentives
in exchange for lower-—income housing and/or mandatory requirements for low-
and moderate-income units.39

28. See Subsection 52d, Subsection 29.1b and ¢ and Sectiom 3.3 of the
_ Municipal Land Use Law.

39. The differences between PD and conditional use under the new Municipal
Land Use Law are essentially as follows: PD must include residential
clusters with common open space. This open space can be either main-
tained by an association or dedicated to the municipality. The plan-
ning board must also make certain specific fundings required by the
statute before approving a PD. PD also permits the timing of develop-
ment within a particular PD. There are no such requirements for a
conditional use. '
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In choosing an appropriate implementation mechanism for those listed
above, communities should bear in mind the warning of many zoning authorities
that mapping of districts for multi-family housing may jeopardize the possi-
bility of lower cost housing in those districts. If only a limited number
of sites are zoned for multi-family uses, market pressures will tend to drive
up the price of such raw land and make those sites too expensive for lower
cost housing. Under such conditions, high cost housing might be likely to be
built where lower cost housing or a mix of housing types were desired.

The techniques for implementing inclusionary zoning strategies des-
cribed above provide a reasonable choice of tools and provide sufficient
flexibility in their application for municipalities that wish to increase
housing opportunities. Regardless. of their individual circumstances, munici-
pal planning and elected officials can begin to investigate these techniques
as a first step in addressing housing allocations and in-place housing needs.
These techniques can increase the chances for expanded housing production of
lower cost housing. Applied properly, they can assist in carrying out long-
term municipal housing policies. The next section describes what further
steps a municipality can take to encourage or to make the comstruction of
lower cost housing not merely a possibility, but a reality.

C. Housing Assistance Programs

Municipal planning officials, elected officials and the public may
seek to, and can, improve the possibilities for construction of desired
housing beyond selecting inclusionary zoning and land use strategies and
implementation techniques.40 They can require or encourage housing develop-
ers. and sponsors to provide lower cost housing consistent with inclusionary
policies through one or more of the several federal, state and local programs
that provide financial assistance for new housing construction - primarily
housing that benefits low-and moderate-income households.

Brief descriptions of these programs are provided below. It should be
noted, again, that while such programs may be utilized in conjunction with or
subsequent to inclusionary zoning and land use practices, they are just as
applicable in meeting in-place housing needs of municipalities. In this sense,
they are appropriate for central cities, older urban suburbs and small urban
municipalities, e.g., boroughs, that received little or no adjusted allocation
figures in this report but who, nonetheless, have large or burdensome in-place
housing needs.

40. In the Mount Laurel case, op. cit, it was noted that, "Courts do not build
housing nor do municipalities'", but the Court did acknowledge and suggest that
municipalities pursue "additional action' encouraging fulfillment of fair-
share housing responsibilities, besides appropriate zoning ordinance amend-
ments. Indeed, the Court went so far as to suggest that a municipality had
a moral obligation to establish a local housing authority to meet selected
residential housing needs, p. 192.
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1. Federal Programs 41

The Housing and Community Development Act (HCDA) of 1974, as amended,
is the basis for most federal housing assistance efforts. Two sections of the
Act provide funding and administration of financial assistance programs directed
to increasing housing opportunities. They are: Title I, Community Development
and Title II, Housing Assistance and Related Programs.

Community Development (Title I) - This part of the HCDA replaced pre-
vious federal programs, e.g., model cities, urban renewal, rehabilitation
homes, etc. by a consolidated program of block grants from the federal govern-
ment to qualified municipalities. These grants are intended to give municipal
officials flexibility and freedom to design a more closely related community
development and housing program. Two activities eligible for Title I funds
include:

1. The acquisition of real property, e.g., blighted, deter-
iorated, deteriorating, underdeveloped, or inappropriately
developed land, etc., and

2, The acquisition, construction, reconstruction, or imnstalla-
tion of public works, facilities and site or other improve-
ments.

Inasmuch as funding aecquisition of land suggests the possibility of a
community's acquiring, in advance, sites for lower cost housing, there is an
important relationship to municipal inclusionary policies. Likewise the possi-
bility to finance public works infrastructure, e.g., sewers, water lines,
utilities, streets, etc. and ancillary facilities for lower cost housing could
be a direct action available to municipalities.

Housing Assistance and Related Programs (Title II) - While there are
various direct federal housing assistance programs, a major program of

the HCDA of 1974 was a rental sub51d§ program - Section 8 ~ which ,
replaced previous. federal programs that flnanced housing production through
direct federal loans and mortgage interest payments. It is now the primary
vehicle for federal housing assistance.

Section 8 -~ This program provides rental housing assistance payments
to owners of residences for eligible households. Housing assistance can extend
to owners of new, existing and substantially rehabilitated housing including
mobile homes. The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) administers
this program which sets the amount of housing assistance to owners as the diff-
erence between ''fair-market" rents and what the eligible household can actually
afford. For very low-income families, as defined by HUD, it is the difference
between "fair-market" rents and 15 percent of the monthly income and for other
lower—income families the difference between 'fair-market" rents and 15 to 25

41 . See the Housing Handbook For New Jersey Municipalities, op. cit,, for detailed
explanations of these selected federal housing assistance programs, pp. 17-24.
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percent of their monthly income. While the municipality can require or encour-
age a developer to utilize this assistance in a development, all administrative
aspects of the Section 8 program are the responsibility of HUD and the owner;
however, the owner may contract with a local public housing agency or other
administrative entity to have these services performed.

A variety of financing arrangements for new construction can be used in
tandem with Section 8 housing assistance payments by a developer seeking this
arrangement with HUD. These include: conventional loans from traditional len-
ders, direct federal loans under other assistance programs, e.g., Section 202
direct loan programs for housing elderly or handicapped persons; other federally
insured loans, e.g., public housing, state housing finance agency loan and loans
for development through tax-exempt lands or other obligations. Used togethey a
combination of the Section 8 housing assistance payment and other programs can
further reduce the housing costs to households provide developers with economic
incentives to build such housing and, in turn, programs toward fulfilling munici-
pal inclusionary policies. Some other major federal housing assistance programs
that a developer may utilize are briefly described below.

Public Housing - This is the traditional public housing program under
which local housing authorities sell bonds to pay for construction of multi-
family units, and the federal government pays the principal and interest on those
bonds, thereby reducing financing costs of housing by the local authority. More-
over, the federal govermment subsidizes the operating costs of this housing by
paying the difference between annual operating costs and 25 percent of tenantd
income. This allows reduction of rents below actual costs so that lower income
tenants will not have to pay over 25 percent of their income for rent. .

Section 202 Housing - This is a direct loan program for housing elderly
or handicapped persons. It provides long-term, permanent financing by the
federal government for the construction of this type of housing by non-profit
sponsors. Since these federal loans are made at interest rates more favorable
than market conditions, housing financing costs can be reduced. Moreover, this
arrangement can be combined with the Section 8 rental subsidies previocusly
described to further reduce housing costs to occupants and encourage non-profit
organizations to sponsor such housing.

Section 235 - This program provides a subsidy to assist moderate-income
households to purchase newly constructed, rehabilitated or existing family
units. By combining a variable interest rate reduction subsidy with an extended
loan term, lower downpayment, and an interest deductibility subsidy for home-
owners, housing costs can be effectively reduced. In new subdivisions, no more
than 40 percent of units may be subsidized. The subdivisions are available for
rehabilitated housing and new townhouses, cooperatives, condominiums, as well as
conventional single-family detached homes. The developer or housing sponsor of
a subdivision would have to contact HUD offices (Newark or Camden) to determine
the eligibility of their particular development.
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Section 236 - This program provides a subsidy similar to 235 but it
applies to rental units. It can cover up to 100 percent of a mortgage loan
to non-profit housing sponsors, and, when combined with a state housing
finance agency mortgage, can reduce the interest rate to as low as 1 percent.

Farmers Home Administration (FmHA) - This agency makes loans in
rural areas to private, public, and non-profit agencies to finance homes.
Funds may be used to build and rehabilitate rural homes and related facili-
ties. The agency's program emphasis is on new construction of modest
character. These include:

-Aid for construction of rental or cooperatively owned housing
for elderly and low/moderate-income families with long-term
loans at subsidized interest rates;

-Building site loans to non-profit organizations to buy, develop
and sell home sites on a non-profit basis; and

-Self-help loans to groups of low-income rural families who work
together on construction of their homes to reduce cash cost.

FmHA also makes loans to public or private non-profit organizations for
‘the acquisition and development of land or building sites to be subdivided and
sold to families, non-profit organizations, public agencies, and cooperatives
that are eligible for any other federal subsidy programs. For the municipal-
ities in rural areas in the State, these programs, if encouraged, could increase oppor-
tunities for desired housing to meet their housing allocation and/or in-place
needs.

2. State Programs42

The State initiates, sponsors or supports many varied efforts to improve
housing conditions throughout New Jersey. These efforts range from direct housing
construction financing to indirect housing technical advisory services, from
meeting immediate shelter needs to long-range planning for these needs, and from
eliminating housing problems in selected municipalities and neighborhoods to
effecting solutions on a statewide basis. The programs aimed at increasing new
housing production are emphasized and briefly described, and there are also brief
descriptions of state programs suitable for redevelopment and preservation efforts
to meet in-place housing needs.

New Jersey Housing Finance Agency (HFA) - This is the major state program
used to increase the production of lower cost housing in New Jersey. HFA achieves
this by selling tax-exempt revenue bonds and using the proceeds to make low in-
terest loans to limited-dividend and non-profit sponsors for the construction or

42. Tor detailed explanations of these programs see "701" Housing Element, op.
cit., Part II.
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rehabilitation of housing for rent or cooperative ownership by low-and moderate-
income families. Loans cover construction and long-term permanent financing of
housing and related facilities. Non-profit groups may borrow up to 100 percent
of development costs, and limited-dividend sponsors may borrow up to 90 percent.
After preliminary applications and site selections have been approved by the
Agency, more detailed planning for development can begin. Non-profit sponsors
are eligible for pre-construction development loans (''seed-money" loans) to
cover the initial architectural, legal and consultant work and can include money
for land options. These pre-construction loans are paid back when permanent
mortgage financing is made available. Typically, a proposed project will be a
high-rise elevator building for senior citizens, a garden apartment structure
for families or townhouses for either families or the elderly. To service the
tenants, the Agency can finance the construction of schools, stores, community
meeting facilities, day-care centers, etc. Before the Agency can proceed with
the processing of an application, a resolution of need for low-and moderate-
income housing must be approved by the local governing body. Zoning variances
are frequently required, and municipalities are asked to accept annual payments
in lieu of taxes. In the past the Agency frequently used federal Section 236
mortgage loan interest payments in many of its projects and it also now
employs the Section 8 rental subsidy program in its developments to further
reduce the cost of housing to occupants.

In addition to the production of new housing, the Agency more recently
has encouraged and initiated rehabilitation of existing housing units to improve
the environment immediately surrounding some of its new housing developments,
thereby removing a potentially blighting influence.

New Jersey Mortgage Finance Agency — This agency was created to increase
the availability of mortgage and home improvement loans to residents of the State.
Originally the Agency sold tax-exempt bonds and placed the proceeds with lending
institutions who, in turn, made mortgage loans at ''below-market' rates. Today,
MFA administers a Neighborhood Loan Program (NLP) which encourages homeownership
in wviable urban areas. The NLP is a cooperative effort of federal, state and
local government and private industry whereby the Agency sells tax-exempt bonds and
creates a pool of funds with the proceeds to purchase mortgage loans originated
by lenders who have entered into commitments to originate and sell {LP loans
to the Agency. While the primary emphasis for this program is to encourage the
purchase of existing housing, the program can provide permanent financing for
new residential construction and, as such, may be applicable to urban municipal-
ities which have received adjusted zoning and land use allocations. In most
urban areas of the State, construction of new one-to-four family units is at a
standstill for many reasons, including the high cost of land. TIf land costs
were reduced through use of city-owned parcels of land, written down through the
urban renewal process, the Agency would consider purchasing mortgages for develop-
ment of one or two-family buildings or townhouse-condominium type units. Such
developments could be built in conjunction with federal housing subsidies for
low-and moderate-income housing or could be market housing on an "infill" or
larger scale basis. Such an effort could expand housing opportunities and even-
tually increase the tax base of the municipalities involved.
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Housing Demonstration Program - This program, administered by the Depart-
ment of Community Affairs, allows state government to test solutions for eradica-
ting urban deterioration and meet the need for new housing for low-and moderate-
income families. Although the current emphasis is on neighborhood preservation,

a Housing Handbook For New Jersey Municipalities has been funded and published

by the program and is a practicable resource for municipal planning officials,
elected officials and public interests in effecting inclusionary housing policies.
In addition, two demonstrations (South Brumswick, Princeton Borough/Township),
which sought to identify new inclusionary zoning, land use and development strat-
egies for increasing housing opportunities, are especially relevant to municipal
planners and consultants faced with suggesting inclusionary land use alternatives.

However, the primary direction of the Housing Demonstration Program currently
is neighborhood preservation, and as such, may be particularly applicable in those
municipalities with burdensome in-place housing, who now choose to pursue a course
of urban revitalization short of new construction. This program has funded pilot
neighborhood preservation demonstrations in twelve New Jersey cities which, when
completed, will assist over 15,000 dwelling units. Recently, a statewide neigh-
borhood preservation grant program was initiated for municipalities throughout
the State eligible to apply for funds. The goal in this latest effort is to pro-
vide a more comprehensive form of neighborhood assistance, e.g., repair loans,
public improvement, technical assistance and related consumer services, but suffi-
ciently concentrated in selected neighborhoods to have the greatest possible
beneficial impact. Although the first series of applications has already been
received for the modest funds that this program can provide, it is one more
resource a municipality may investigate when developing local housing policies.

Related State Programs - In addition to the state programs which directly
increase housing opportunities, there are several other state resources that can
provide indirect forms of assistance in meeting housing allocations, in-place
housing needs and other housing problems. Practically all of them are administered
by the Department of Community Affairs and include:

-The New Jersey Mortgage Finance Agency's Home Improvement Loan Program,
for homeowners and landlord/tenants, which uses a combination of agency,
private, federal, state, county and local funds.

-The State/Local Cooperative Housing Inspection Program which promotes
efficient, regular housing inspection programs under the New Jersey
Hotel and Multiple Dwelling Law, that also provides for the regulation
of construction and maintenance of this ofrm of housing.

~The Uniform Construction Code activities which promulate regulations to
achieve quality new housing and, as a result, insure less costly main-
tenance and the preservation of housing stock in the future.

~The Division on Aging's program of technical assistance and informational
and advisory services designed to meet the housing needs of the non-
institutionalized elderly, with emphasis on low-and moderate-income
persons.
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-The Division of Housing and Urban Renewal's management, ‘
technical assistance and advisorz services directly related
to housing, including: advice on limited-dividend and nom-profit
housing corporations, advice on local housing authorities and re-
development agencies, administration of relocation assistance pay-
ments to displaced families or persons and administration of a
rental/housing assistance effort for existing units in cooperation
with the federal government.

3. Municipal Programs43

Tax Abatement - Mentioned previously, this is the most common form of
municipal subsidy for low-and moderate-income housing. Public housing is by
federal law exempt from paying local property taxes and pays instead an amount
equal to 10 percent of the yearly gross shelter rents. Tax abatement has often
been granted by municipalities for New Jersey Housing Finance Agency development
and housing assisted by federal programs. These local efforts to reduce pro-
perty taxes are passed on to the occupants of assisted housing in the form of
lower housing costs.

Land Acquisition - It was previously suggested that a municipality might
acquire sites with a federal community development grant or with regular munici-
pal funds and transfer such sites at reduced or no cost to another public entity
for development of lower cost housing. 44 -

4, Other Assistance Devices - Besides govermmentally sponsored housing
assistance programs and efforts, there are other devices available to housing
developers and sponsors to cut housing costs. These include:

Leasehold Mortgage Financing - This is a method by which a ground lease
permits land to continue under the ownership of one party while another retains
the right to use the property and own the improvements placed on it. Under such
an arrangement, a housing developer would pay ground rent for use of the land
and obtain a leasehold mortgage to build housing on it, based on the independent
value resulting from the operating income of that housing.

Several advantages accrue to a developer in this type of arrangement.
The developer needs to borrow only the funds required to construct the project.
If the landowner agrees to allow his land to serve as additional security for
the mortgage, the developer may be able to get a larger lean and be able to
provide a more extensive project. 1In addition, for profit-making and limited-
dividend developers, ground rent payments are fully deductible for tax purposes,
while under outright purchase of land, only the interest portion is deductible.
Again, these savings can be translated into lower housing costs for occupants.

43, Housing Handbook For New Jersey Municipalities, op. cit., pp. 26~-28.

44 . The Township of Parsippany-Troy Hills and Borough of Somerville are
now in the process of attempting to effect this type of arrangement
for lower cost housing sponsors.
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Internal Subsidy - Here a developer provides his own, or "internal"
subsidy, by taking advantage of economies of scale, higher density and skewed
rents and prices to produce a development that includes moderately prices units.
In an inclusionary ordinance, required low-and moderate-income housing units
might be provided if the developer is given sufficient incentives, e.g., density
bonuses, to do so. It is possible to allow the developer to use the increased
land value which occurs when approval is granted for higher density development
on land that already has been purchased under low-density zoning.

As discussed under land costs, the developer, under these conditions,
will be able to build more units at a given land cost so his per unit land costs
as well as other per unit costs,will be substantially reduced. While this allows
the developer a larger profit from his development as a whole, or a result of
municipal action allowing higher densities, etc., some of this profit presumably
can be captured and applied as a subsidy for lower-cost units. This can only
occur if the developer does not have to pay inflated prices for land. Thus,
it is important, if a municipality seeks this type of internal subsidy, that
higher density areas not be designated or mapped.45

45. For a detailed discussion of this approach, see The Princeton Housing
Proposal: A Strategy to Achieve Balanced Housing Without Government
Subsidy, Housing Demonstration Program, Division of Housing and Urban
Renewal, Department of Community Affairs, May, 1977.
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V. CONCLUSION

This report has presented a revised statewide housing allocation plan
for New Jersey. This plan responds to the directive of Executive Order No. 46
and is based on a review and modification of the preliminary draft housing
allocation plan which was prepared for public discussion in November of 1976
under the mandate of Executive Order No. 35.

This plan has been designed to provide each municipality in the State
with guidelines for the proper evaluation of its housing programs and land
use regulations. These guidelines are presented in this plan by an enumera-
tion of existing (1970) and prospective housing needs (1970-1990) of low-and
moderate-income households in New Jersey and by a regional allocation of
these needs to each municipality.

The adjusted allocations, i.e., those needs in excess of 1970 (present)
housing need originating in a municipality, have been evaluated in terms of
state planning objectives as formulated by the Division of State and Regional
Planning in the preliminary State Development Guide Plan. The recommendations
for land use as set forth in the Guide Plan were employed to suggest that the
implementation of the adjusted housing allocation be deferred in those
municipalities where such growth should not be encouraged because of the need
to preserve these areas as prime farmland and open space.

This report has also presented a discussion on how each municipality
can provide the housing opportunities to meet its allocation. More
specifically, this report addresses: (1) inclusionary strategies which
municipalities can pursue to move toward the goal of expanding housing
opportunities by reducing housing costs and increasing development possibilities
for lower cost housing; (2) implementation techniques that may be used by
municipalities to effect inclusionary strategies; and (3) federal, state and
local assistance programs currently available for new housing construction.

It has not been the intention of this report to imply or suggest that
there can be a standard response equally applicable to all municipalities.
There are wide differences among municipalities in terms of housing composition,
location, land availability, recent efforts to accommodate housing needs, and
local circumstances, Obviously, each municipality will need to devise specific
solutions best suited to its own situation, but each should strive to provide
a favorable climate for the construction of low-and moderate-income housing.
Moreover, it would appear that regardless of the size of the housing goal
allocated to each municipality, every municipality has the obligation to seek
to remove exclusionary practices which act as artificial barriers to the
achievement of equal opportunity for all income groups. It is hoped that this
report will facilitate initiatives in this regard.
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Region
Region
Region
Region
Region

N -

Atlantic County
Cape May County
Cumberland County
-Hunterdon County
Mercer County

Bergen County

Essex County

Hudson County
Middlesex County

APPENDIX A

Resulting Housing Allocation

Region
Region
Region
Region
Region

Morris County

6 ~ Monmouth County
7 - Ocean County
8 ~ Salem County
9 -~ Sussex County
‘10~ Warren County

Passaic County
Somerset County

Union County

Region 12

Burlington County

Camden County

Gloucester County

Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, May, 1978.
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RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 1 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
indi-
Atlantic Allocation Unad- g:n;us
COUNTY 2; Plt'?- ;i‘ustled A”?- Adjusted Share of
ective - ousi ng cation Housin 1970 1ti
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri~- Allo- s ngsing Rzﬁﬂzijng
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ = Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ . Col. 3 + | ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col + i
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & = | Limi U " ol. 7 Col. 1 or Col. 10
. ol., b = mit Limit Cot. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 e Col. 1
Absecon 123 161 38 116 154 Adequate 154 9 163 123 286
Atlantic City 2,161 1,916 (~245) 773 773 Adequate 773 44 817 1,916 2,733
Brigantine 170 216 46 276 322 Adequate 322 18 340 170 510
Buena 119 91 - (-28) 107 107 Adequate 107 6 113 91 204
Buena Vista 165 111 (-54) 231 231 Adequate 231 13 244 111 155
Corbin 8 9 1 23 24 Adequate 24 1 25 8 33
Egg Harbor City 136 122 (-14) 444 444 Adequate 444 25 469 122 591
Egg Harbor Twp. 374 294 (-80) 1,133 1,133 Adequate 1,133 64 1,197 294 1,491
Estell Manor 19 16 (-3 195 195 Adequate 195 11 206 16 222
Folsom 60 46 (-14) 91 91 Adequate 91 5 96 46 142
Galloway 218 232 14 735 749 Adequate 749 43 792 218 1,010
Hamilton 223 194 (-29) 798 798 Adequate 798 45 843 194 1,037
Hammonton 261 314 53 357 410 Adequate 410 23 433 261 694
Linwood 99 151 52 423 475 Adequate 475 27 502 99 601
Longport 17 44 27 48 75 0 0 75 0 0 17 17
Margate City 147 364 217 490 707 308 308 399 0 308 147 455
Mullica 141 95 (-46) 306 306 Adequate 306 17 323 95 418
Northfield 184 213 29 357 386 Adequate 386 22 408 184 592

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative nurbers in lolumn 3 are treated as zeroes.
A —urjcipality's share of 1370 Housing Yeeds originating within the ~unicipality itself,

A-1



REGION )

Atlantic
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Pleasantville
Port Republic
Somers Point

Ventor City
Weymouth

TOTAL

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 ' 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
Indl-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation Hous ing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- - Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Hous ing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need catlon Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
HousIng Hous ing Col. 2 = (1970- Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 = Units not Col. 7 + Col, 1t or Col. 10
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col, & = | Limlt Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 #==e Col. 11
545 416 (~129) 519 519 Adequate 519 30 549 416 965
92 20 (-72) 47 47 Adequate 47 3 50 20 70
189 263 74 567 641 Adequate 641 37 - 678 189 867
190 361 171 295 466 Adequate 466 27 493 190 683
41 33 (-8) 70 70 Adequate 70 4 74 33 107
5,682 5,682 +722 8,401 9,123 8,649 474 474 9,123 4,960 14,083
-722

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Yeeds originating within the municipality itself,

A-2



RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 2 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
‘ indi-
Cape May Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY . of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 " Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col, 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Aliocated Col. 9 Col, 2 === Col. N
Avalon 28 38 10 230 240 236 236 4 0 236 28 %4
Cape May 104 122 18 310 328 Adequate 328 190 518 104 622
Cape May Pt. 3 23 20 3 23 Adequate 23 . 1 24 3 27
Dennis 86 63 (-23) 365 365 Adequate 365 211 576 : 63 . 639
Lower 402 341 (-61) 752 752 Adequate 752 . 436 1,188 341 1,529
Middle 296 230 (-66) 795 795 | Adequate 795 461 1,256 230 1,486
North Wildwood| 110 158 48 397 445 244 244 201 0 244 110 354
Ocean City 294 375 81 737 818 288 288 530 0 288 294 582
Sea Isle City 51 55 4 134 138 Adequate 138 80 218 51 269
Stone Harbor 27 55 28 147 175 52 52 123 0 52 27 79
Upper 90 82 (-8) 440 440 Adequate 440 255 695 82 777
West Cdpe May 43 28 (-15) 29 29 Adequate 29 17 46 28 74
West Wildwood 6 10 4 9 13 Adequate 13 8 21 6 27
Wildwood 165 136 (~-29) 519 519 92 92 427 0 92 136 228
Wildwood Crest 77 103 26 543 569 120 120 449 0 120 77 197
Woodbine 70 35 (-35) 129 129 Adequate 129 75 204 35 239
TOTAL 1,852 1,854 +239 5,539 5,778 3,012 1,734 1,734 5,778 1,615 7,393
—-239

tncludes dilapidated,overcrowded and reeded vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,

A-3



|REGION 3
!

Cumberland
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Bridgeton
Commercial
Deerfield

Downe
Fairfield
Greenwich

Hopewell
Lawrence
Maurice River

Millville
Shiloh
Stow Creek

Upper Deer-
field

Vineland

TOTAL

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
tndi-
Altocation Unad- genous
of Pro-~ justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cattion Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri~ Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col., 1 or Col, 10 +
Need ¢ Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col., 2 == Col, 11
815 721 (-94) 558 558 Adequate 558 558 721 1,279
153 127 (-26) 179 179 Adequate 179 179 127 306
80 75 (=5) 197 197 Adequate 197 197 75 272
67 63 (-4) 242 242 Adequate 242 242 63 305
220 156 (-64) 531 531 Adequate 531 531 156 687
22 34 12 99 111 Adequate 111 111 22 133
84 118 34 168 202 Adequate 202 202 84 286
90 72 (~18) 334 334 Adequate 334 334 72 406
110 123 13 921 934 Adequate 934 934 110 1,044
571 775 204 1,346 1,550 Adequate 1,550 1,550 571 2,121
14 20 6 34 40 |Adequate 40 40 14 54
23 36 13 43 56 Adequate 56 56 23 79
243 216 (~27) 375 375 Adequate 375 375 216 591
1,583 1,541 (-42) 4,132 4,132 Adequate 4,132 4,132 1,541 5,673
4,075 4,077 +282 9,159 9,441 '9,441 9,441 3,795 13,236
~282

includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes,

A municipality's share of 19370 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,

A-4



REGION 4

————————

Hunterdon

COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Alexandria
Bethlehem
Bloomsbury

Califon
Clinton Town
Clinton Twp.

Delaware
East Amwell
Flemington

Franklin
Frenchtown
Glen Gardner

Hampton
High Bridge
Holland

Kingwood
Lambertville
Lebanon

RESULTING HOUS ING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation DIff- Housing Allo- ‘Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence cation Develop~- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. ) Col. b4 =% |Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 #o Col. 11
46 44 (-2) 118 118 Adequate 118 2 120 44 164
40 31 (-9) 76 76 Adequate 76 1 77 31 108
24 20 (~4) 79 79 Adequate 79 1 80 20 100
33 19 (~-14) 61 61 0 0 61 0 0 19 19
56 40 (-16) 59 59 Adequate 59 1 60 40 100
69 — 98 29 371 400 Adequate 400 6 406 69 475
65 72 7 187 194 Adequate 194 ) 3 197 65 262
59 56 (~3) 200 200 Adequate 200 3 203 56 259
99 103 4 163 167 Adequate 167 2 169 99 268
41 47 -6 178 184 Adequate 184 3 187 41 228
37 34 (-3 36 36 Adequate 36 . 1 37 34 71
25 18 -~7) 10 10 Adequate 10 0 10 18 28
31 29 -2) 20 20 Adequate 20 Q 20 29 49
82 57 (-25) 42 42 Adequate 42 1 43 57 100
70 76 6 239 24% Adequate 245 4 249 70 319
54 53 {-1) 151 151 Adequate 151 2 153 53 206
142 103 (-39) 89 89 Adequate 89 1 90 103 193
30 20 (-10) 51 51 Adequate 51 1 52 20 72

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A ruricipality's share of 1970 Housirg “eeds originatina within the municipality itself,

A-5



i
i
|

MUNICIPALITY

REGION 4

Hunterdon
COUNTY

Lebanon Twp.
Milford
Raritan

Readington
Stockton
Tewksbury

Union
West Amwell

TOTAL

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L S 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
Indi=-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- ‘Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Hous ing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col, 2 = (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 #=: Col. 11
85 92 7 179 186 Adequate 186 3 189 85 274
32 28 (=4) 49 49 o] 0 0 0 28 28
113 141 28 952 980 Adequate 980 14 994 113 1,107
177 159 (~18) 441 441 Adequate 441 6 447 159 606
11 15 4 15 19 Adequate 19 0 19 11 30
28 65 37 229 266 Adequate 266 4 270 28 : 298
29 38 9 104 113 Adequate 113 2 115 29 144
27 47 20 94 114 Adequate 94 1 95 27 122
1,505 1,505 +157 4,193 4,350 4,220 61 62 4,282 1,348 5,630
-157

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A muricipality's share of 1970 Housirg Needs originating within the municipality itself,

A-6



RESULTING HOUS ING
REGION 5 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 LI 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 - 12
. ’ Indi-~
Mercer Allocation Unad- i ‘genous
COUNTY ’ of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
] spective Housi ng cation Hous ing 1970 ~ Resultin
: Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo~ Housing Allo~
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 == Col. N
East Windsor 210 348 138 1,759 1,897 Adequate 1,897 184 2,081 210 2,291
Ewing 728 884 156 1,941 2,097 Adequate 2,097 204 2,301 728 3,029
Hami Iton 1,950 2,139 189 3,789 3,978 Adequate 3,978 387 4,365 i,950 6,315
Hightstown 159 174 15 158 173 Adequate 173 17 190 159 49
Hopewell Boro 42 66 24 75 99 Adequate 99 10 109 42 151
Hopewell Twp. 140 255 ) 115 1,897 2,012 Adequate 2,012 196 2,208 140 2,348
Lawrence 1 329 Lhy 118 3,088 3,206 Adequate - 3,206 31 3,517 329 3,846
Pennington 33 © 61 28 88 116 Adequate 116 11 127 33 160
Princeton Boro 220 283 63 L61 524 52 52 472 0 52 220 272
Princeton Twp. 181 366 185 1,136 1,321 Adequate 1,321 128 1,449 181 1,630
Trenton L,165 3,037 (-1,128) 1,155 1,155 0 0 1,155 0 0 3,037 © 3,037
Washington 71 91 20 L69 489 Adequate 489 47 536 71 607
West Windsor 92 169 77 1,280 1,357 Adequate 1,357 132 1,489 92 1,581
TOTAL 8,320 8,320 +1,1288 17,296 18,421 Adequate 16,796 1,627 1,627 18,424 7.192 25,616
-1,12

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A ~unicipality's share of 1970 Housing Yeeds originating within the municipality itself

A~-7



REG 10N 6

Monmouth
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Allenhurst
Allentown
Asbury Park

Atlantic
Highlands

Avon-by-the
Sea

Belmar

Bradley Beach
Brielle
Colts Neck

Deal
Eatontown
Englishtown

Fair Haven
Farmingdale
Freehold Boro

Freehold Twp.
Highlands
Holmdel

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous Ing Allo- ~Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~  Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous Ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + |ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col, 1 or Col., 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b === | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 == Col. 11
15 32 17 40 57 24 24 33 0 24 15 39
39 41 2 28 30 Adequate 30 4 34 39 73
875 582 (-293) 104 104 Adequate 104 14 118 582 700
115 142 27 179 206 0 0 206 0 0 115 115
59 78 19 39 58 16 16 42 0 16 59 75
148 186 38 147 185 28 28 157 0 28 148 176
143 160 17 43 60 36 36 24 0 36 143 179
76 110 34 220 254 Adequate 254 35 289 76 365
51 128 77 475 552 Adequate 552 76 628 51 679
34 65 31 118 149 Adequate 149 21 170 34 204
358 335 (-23) 1,130 1,130 Adequate 1,130 156 1,286 335 1,621
41 28 (~13) 180 180 Adequate 180 25 205 28 233
96 152 56 151 207 164 164 43 0 164 9 260
38 29 -9 38 38 Adequate 38 5 43 29 72
331 287 (-44) 389 389 Adequate, 389 54 443 287 730
166 - 295 129 1,566 1,695 Adequate 1,695 235 1,930 166 2,096
168 129 (~39) 167 167 0 0 167 0 0 129 129
47 126 79 1,076 1,155 Adequate 1,155 160 1,315 47 1,362

lncludes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in lolumn 3 are treated as zeroes. ) . .
A nuricipalityls share of 1970 Housing Needs originatina within the municipality itself,

A-8



RESULTING HOUSING

REgloN 8 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
: Indi-

Monmouth Allocation Unad-~ genous

COUNTY of Pro- Jjusted Allo~ Adjusted Share of

spective Hous! ng catlion Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff= Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing  Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop= Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
. Housing Housing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col., 10 +

MUNICIPALITY Need -~ Need Col. 1 1990) Col, & = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 = Col. 11
Howell 643 509 (-134) 1,829 1,829 Adequate 1,829 254 2,083 509 2,592
Interlaken 2 31 29 42 71 40 40 31 0 40 2 42
Keansburg 421 257 (-164) 118 118 0 0 118 0 0 257 257
Keyport 253 202 (-51) 183 183 Q 4] 183 0 0 ‘ 202 202
Little Silver 68 148 80 178 258 Adequate 258 36 294 68 - 362
Loch Arbour 4 11 7 8 15 12 12 3 12 4 16
Long Branch 1,189 ‘960 (-229) 606 606 0 0 606 0 0 960 960
Manalapan 173 281 108 970 1,078 Adequate 1,078 149 1,227 173 1,400
Manasquan 87 165 78 206 284 0 0 284 0 0 87 87
Marlboro 157 250 93 762 855 Adequate 855 118 973 157 1,130
Matawan 237 239 2 231 233 0 0 233 0 0 237 237
Matawan Twp. 500 386 (-114) 443 443 Adequate 443 61 504 386 890
Middletown 1,199 1,229 30 1,718 1,748 Adequate 1,748 243 1,991 1,199 3,190
Millstone 78 61 (-17) 421 421 Adequate 421 58 479 61 540
Monmouth Beach| 35 61 26 44 70 Adequate 70 10 80 35 115
Neptune 787 745 (~42) 1,311 1,311 Adequate 1,311 182 1,493 745 2,238
Neptune City 218 165 (-53) 199 199 196 196 3 0 196 165 361
Tinton Falls 206 127 (-79) 559 559 Adequate 559 77 636 127 763

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,

A-9



RESULTING HOUS ING

REGION 6 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 .
Indl-
Monmouth Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation . Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation DIff- Hous ing Alto- Based on - Units Not Redistrl- Allo~ Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need catlon Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col, 2 (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. | 1990} Col. & ¥ | Limlt Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =+ Col. N
Ocean 234 483 249 735 984 Adequaté 984 136 1,120 234 1,354
Oceanport 139 125 (=14) 533 533 Adequate 533 74 607 125 732
Hazlet 589 455 (-134) 421 421 Adequate 421 58 479 455 934
Red Bank 466 427 (=39) 276 276 264 264 12 0 264 427 - 691
Roosevelt 19 21 2 34 36 Adequate 36 5 41 19 60
Rumson 78 186 108 407 515 Adequate 515 71 586 78 664
Sea Bright 53 56 3 147 150 Adequate 150 21 171 53 224
Sea Girt 29 77 49 130 179 100 100 79 0 100 28 : 128
Shrewsbury 44 82 38 263 301 Adequate 301 42 343 44 387
Shrewsbury Twp 43 35 (-8) 6 6 Adequate 6 1 7 35 42
South Belmar 55 48 -7 25 25 Adequate 24 1 0 24 48 72
Spring. Lake 44 109 65 149 214 Adequate 92 122 0 92 44 136
Spring Lake
Heights 95 156 61 126 187 0 0 187 0 0 95 95
Union Beach 314 158 (~156) 75 75 0 0 75 0 0 158 158
Upper Freehol 64 66 2 348 350 Adequate 350 48 398 64 462
Wall 382 458 76 1,008 1,084 Adequate 1,084 150 1,234 382 1,616
West Long 114 145 31 183 214 Adequate 214 30 244 114 358
Branch
TOTAL 11,818 11,819 +1,663 20,784 22,447 19,838 2,609 2,609 22,447 10,156 32,603
i -1,663

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,

el Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
et A municipality's share of 1970 Housing MNeeds originating within the municipality itself.
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RESULTING HOUSING
.REGION 7 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCAT)ON » ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 o 5 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
Indi-~
Ocean Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1870 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo~ . Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need - cation Develop~ . Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col., 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. § - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need ¢ Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 "= | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 =vx Col. 11
Barnegat Light 7 37 30 163 193 0 0 193 0 0
Bay Head 16 48 32 164 196 0 0 196 0 0 lé uzy
Beach Haven 33 77 Ly 527 571 0 0 571 0 0 33 33
Beachwood o 133 (-6) 267 267 Adeguate 267 70 13
7 138
Berkeley 280 307 27 1413 1440 Adequate 1440 379 1318 22330. 213579553
Brick gL 1023 82 3435 , 3517 Adequate 3517 ‘ 927 LkbLl 9l 5385
Dover 1116 1361 245 6006 6251 Adequate 6251 1645 896 11
Eagleswood 25 29 4 54 58 0 0 58 0 ! 90 ;g 905;
Harvey Cedars 5 26 21 53 7k 0 0 74 0 0 5 . 5
Island Heights 27 55 28 93 ' 121 Adequate 121 32 153 2
; 7 130
Jackson 51k 462 (-52) 3547 3547 Adequate 3547 93h 4481 462 4g43
Lacey 156 174 15 2081 2096 Adequate 2096 ) 552 2648 159 2§07
Lakehurst 128 73 (-55) 80 80 Adequate 80 21 101
Lakewood 1421 8Lt (-577) 2566 2566, Adequate 2566 676 3242 317+L3+ uéég
Lavallette 39 67 28 180 203 0 0 208 0 0 39 39
Little Eqg
Harbor 528 115 (~413) 366 866 Adequate 866 228 1094 14
Long Beach Lg 243 198 443 6l 0 0 6l41 0 0 ug '223
Manchester 293 ‘ 300 7 2098 2105 Adequate 2105 554 2659 293 29572

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A =unicipality's share of 1970 Housing “eeds originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION 7

Ocean
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Mantoloking
Ocean
Ocean Gate

Pine Beach
Plumsted
Point Pleasant

Point Pleasant
Beach
Seaside Heights)
Seaside Park

Ship Bottom
South Toms
River

Stafford

Surf City
Tuckerton
Barnegat

TOTAL

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION

'RESULTING HOUSING

-ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
) Indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- Jjusted Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Houst ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- - Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Cot. 1 or Col, 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & =% | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =o: Col. N
L 11 7 734 7 0 0 741 0 0 4 L
58 113 55 747 802 Adequate - 802 211 1013 58 1071
43 50 7 35 42 Adequate L2 1 53 43 96
33 4o 16 106 122 Adequate 122 6 128 33 161
170 121 (~45) 539 539 Adequate 539 142 681 121 802
427 - 523 96 2492 2583 1072 1072 1516 0 1972 L27 1499
120 187 67 624 691 0 o] 691 0 0 120 120
57 49 (-8) 820 820 0 0 820 0 0 43 g
Ly 88 L7 279 326 0 ] 326 0 0 i 1
25 39 14 240 254 0 0 254 0 0 25 25
207 95 (-112) 157 157 0 0 157 0 0 95 g5
117 165 48 1266 1314 Adequate 1314 346 1660 117 1777
23 110 87 120 207 0 0 207 0 0 23 23
63 117 5l 430 L84 Adequate L84 127 611 63. 674
L3 54 11 197 203 0 0 208 0 0 43 43
7153 7150 +1272 32820 34052 27231 6861 6861 34092 5880 39972
-1272 '

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A ruricipality's share of 1970 Housirg MNeeds originating within the municipality itself.

A~-12



RESULTING HOUSING

REGION 8 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
. indi~
Salem Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- . justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Hous Ing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col, 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & **{Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 #=x Col., N
Alloway 75 67 -8 200 200 Adequate 200 200 67 267
Elmer 34 46 12 203 215 Adequate 215 215 34 249
‘Elsinboro 33 38 5 68 73 Adequate 73 73 33 106
Lower Alloways
Creek 32 39 7 457 464 Adequate 464 464 32 496
Mannington 43 51 8 157 165 Adequate 165 165 43 208
Oldmans 50 54 4 321 325 Adequate 325 325 50 375
Penns Grove 206 169 -37 240 240 Adequate 240 240 169 409
Pennsville 316 373 57 847 904 Adequate 904 904 316 1,220
Pilesgrove 70 69 ~1 145 145 Adequate . 145 145 69 214
Pitesgrove 165 119 -46 322 322 Adequate 322 . 322 119 441
Quinton 85 68 =17 211 211 Adequate 211 211 68 279
Salem 301 227 =74 204 204 Adequate 204 204 227 431
Carneys Point 146 196 50 301 351 Adequate 351 351 146 497
Upper Pitts- '
grove 62 73 11 141 152 Adequate 152 152 62 214
Woodstown 66 93 27 330 357 Adequate 357 357 66 423
TOTAL 1,684 1,682 +181 4,147 4,328 4,328 : 4,328 1,501 5,829
-181

Includes diltapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. »
A municipality’s share of 1970 Housing MNeeds originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION 9

Sussex

COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Andover
Andover Twp.
Branchville

Byram
Frankford
Franklin

Fredon
Green
Hamburg

Hampton
Hardyston
Hopatcong

Lafayette
Montague
Newton

Ogdensburg
Sandyston
Sparta

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION

RESULTING HOUSING

ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION . ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad- ) genous
of Pro- Jjusted Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Hous ing 1970 Resuiting
Allocation Diff- Housing Atlo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous Ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + [ ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col, 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & =% | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 ==t Col. 11
27 20 -7 182 182 Adequate 182 15 197 20 217
69 69 0 250 250 Adequate 250 20 270 69 339
13 26 13 118 131 124 124 7 124 13 137
116 102 (~14) 189 189 Adequate 189 15 204 102 306
‘73 62 (~11) 266 266 Adequate 266 22 288 62 350
119 114 (-5) 233 233 Adequate 233 19 252 114 366
22 35 13 137 150 Adequate 150 12 162 22 184
25 33 8 118 126 Adequate 126 10 136 25 161
43 46 3 73 76 Adequate 76 6 82 43 125
51 51 0 164 164 Adequate 164 13 177 51 228
124 85 (-39 179 179 Adequate 179 15 194 85 279
255 228 (-27) 265 265 Adequate 265 22 287 228 515
33 29 (-4) 97 97 Adequate 97 8 105 29 134
30 32 2 108 110 Adequate 110 9 119 30 149
234 201 (-33) 376 376 Adequate 376 31 407 201 608
45 51 6 113 119 0 0 119 0 45 45
35 38 3 69 72 Adequate 72 6 78 35 113
153 264 111 504 615 Adequate 615 50 665 153 818

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, pnly.
Negative numbers in (olumn 3 are treated as zeroes. o i )
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,

A-14



RESULTING HOUSING

REGION 9 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ‘ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
indi-
Sussex Allocation Unad- , genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Hous ing 1970 " Resulting
Allocatlion Diff- Housing Allo-~ - Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo~ Housing Allo-~
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop-~ Develop=- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - ' (1970- Col. 3 + |ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. &4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 e Col. 11
Stanhope 84 66 (~-18) 89 89 Adequate 89 7 96 66 162
Stillwater 62 66 4 172 176 Adequate - 176 14 190 62 252
Sussex 68 59 -9 281 281 16 16 265 16 59 75
Vernon 134 146 12 711 723 Adequate 723 58 781 134 915
Walpack 13 14 1 142 ‘ 143 Adequate 143 12 155 13 168
Wantage ‘116 109 -7) 337 337 Adequate 337 27 364 109 473
TOTAL 1,944 1,946 +174° 5,173 5,349 4,958 391 : 391 5,349 1,770 7,119
-174 .

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality’s share of 1970 Housing teeds originating within the municipality itself.

A-15



RESULTING HOUSING
REGION - 10 UNADJUSTED HOUSING. ALLOCATION ‘ ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
' 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1" 12
indi-
Warren Allocation Unad~- : genaus
COUNTY of Pro- justed _Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng . cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Hous ing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop~- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Hous ing tol. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ‘ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & ==¢ | Limit “Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 #==¢ Col. 11
Allamuchy 30 32 2 91 93 Adequate 93 93 30 123
Alpha 69 72 : 3 73 ’ 76 Adequate 76 76 69 145
Belvidere 60 69 9 237 246 Adequate 246 246 60 306
Blairstown 53 61 8 308 316 Adequate 316 316 53 369
Franklin 46 49 3 82 85 Adequate 85 85 46 131
Frelinghuysen 26 27 1 163 164 Adequate 164 164 26 190
Greenwich 36 37 1 68 69 Adequate 69 69 36 105
Hackettstown 223 : 216 =7 551 551 Adequate 551 1 552 216 768
Hardwick 14 17 3 89 92 Adequate 92 92 14 106
Harmony 45 53 8 151 159 Adequate 159 159 45 " 204
Hope 23 33 10 65 75 Adequate 75 75 23 98
Independence 55 48 -7) 94 94 Adequate 94 94 48 142
Knowlton 36 49 13 185 198 Adequate 198 - 198 36 234
Liberty 28 34 6 100 ’ 106 Adequate 106 106 28 134
Lopatcong 75 81 6 244 250 Adequate . 250 250 75 325
Mansfield .75 80 5 323 328 Adequate 328 1 329 75 404
Oxford 48 43 (-5) 55 55 Adequate 55 55 43 98
Pahaquarry 1 3 2 1 3 0 ' 0 3 0 1 1

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing MNeeds originating within the municipality itself,
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RESULTING HOUSING

-102

REGION 10 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
] 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
fndi-~
Warren Allocation Unad-~ genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo~- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1870 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo~
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop~- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b #= | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 = Col. 11
Phillipsburg 459 481 22 623 645 Adequate 645 1 646 459 1,105
Pohatcong 114 97 (~-17) 120 120 Adequate 120 120 97 217
Washington 213 162 (-51) 183 183 Adequate 183 183 162 345
Washington Twp 88 87 -1 218 218 Adequate 218 218 87 305
White 74 60 (~14) 254 254 Adequate 254 254 60 314
TOTAL 1,891 1,891 +102 4,278 4,380 4,377 3 3 4,380 1,789 6,169

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION 11

Bergen
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Allendale
Alpine
Bergenfield

Bogota
Carlstadt
Cliffside Park

Closter
Cresskill
Demarest

Dumont

Elmwood Park

East Ruther-
ford

Edgewater
Emerson
Englewood

Englewood
Cliffs
Falr Lawn
Fairview .

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Biff- Hous ing Allo~ Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo-~ Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need _cation Develop~  Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous Ing Col. 2 (1970- Col, 3 + | ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. | 1950) Col. & #=v | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Cot, 9 Col, 2 iwinx Col. 11
72 166 94 140 234 ' Adequate © 234 89 323 72 395
14 38 24 79 103 Adequate 103 39 142 14 156 .
849 1,042 193 339 532 124 124 408 0 124 849 973
201 263 62 255 317 24 24 293 0 24 201 225
225 264 39 784 823 Adequate 823 312 1,135 225 1,360
490 531 41 196 237 84 84 153 0 84 490 574
122 251 129 165 294 Adequate 294 111 405 122 5927
117 202 85 202 287 Adequate 287 108 395 117 512
88 184 96 84 180 Adequate 180 68 248 88 336
368 521 153 194 347 104 104 243 0 104 368 472
643 728 85 408 493 308 308 185 0 308 643 95} .
296 298 2 272 274 Adequate 274 103 377 296 673
185 186 1 124 125 Adequate 125 47 172 185 357
161 215 54 194 248 112 112 136 0 112 161 273
934 847 (-87) 570 570 448 448 122 0 448 847 1,295
69 162 93 686 779 488 488 291 0 488 69 557
684 1,185 501 790 1,291 428 428 863 0 428 684 1.112
338 388 50 140 190 72 72 118 ] 72 138 *410

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

R Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zer9e§. ) o . )
e A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION 11

Bergen
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Fort Lee
Franklin Lakes
Garfield

Glen Rock
Hackensack
Harrington Pk.

Hasbrouck Hts.
Haworth
Hillsdale

Hohokus
Leonia
Little Ferry

Lodi
Lyndhurst
Mahwah

Maywood
Midland Park
Montvale

RESULTING HOUS ING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng - catton Hous ing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Alilo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. &4 == | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 #+ Col. N
1,185 1,266 81 1,229 1,310 504 504 806 0 504 1,185 1,689
67 199 132 886 1,018 Adequate 1,018 386 1,403 67 1,470
1,097 1,105 8 283 291 188 188 103 0 188 1,097 1,285
162 377 215 438 653 260 260 393 0 260 162 422
1,627 1,396 (-231) 1,601 1,601 592 592 1,009 0 592 1,396 1,988
64 130 66 78 144 Adequate 144 55 199 64 263
317 449 132 424 556 292 292 264 0 292 317 609
38 104 66 98 164 136 136 28 0 136 38 174
178 320 142 242 384 Adequate 384 8 392 178 570
42 131 89 148 . 237 Adequate 237 90 327 42 369
178 306 128 213 341 100 100 241 0 100 178 278
256 325 69 228 297 292 292 5 0 292 256 548
980 852 (~128) 236 236 Adequate 236 44 280 852 1,132
669 741 72 782 854 Adequate 854 323 1,177 669 1,846
171 303 132 557 689 Adequate 689 260 949 171 . 1,120
249 365 116 187 303 60 60 243 0 60 249 309
161 249 88 107 195 104 104 91 0 104 161 265
117 210 93 - 780 873 Adequate 873 330 1,203 117 1,320

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. . ] ]
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs orliginating within the municipality itself.
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. RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
' Indi-
Bergen , Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro~ ' justed - Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation ' Hous Ing 1970 Resuiting
. Allocation DIff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need : cation Develop- Develop= Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing col, 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col, § =~ Units not Col. 7 + Col, 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 #= [ Limit Limit Col, 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 #=x Col. "
Moonachie 74 96 22 660 682 212 V 212 470 0 212 74 286
New Milford . 537 644 107 261 368 156 156 212 0 156 537 693
No., Arlington 508 638 130 195 325 Adequate 325 123 448 508 956
Northvale 103 136 33 344 377 360 360 17 0 360 . 103 463
Norwood 65 116 51 318 . 369 Adequate 369 139 508 65 573
Oakland ‘ 226 382 156 479 635 Adequate 635 240 875 226 1,101
0ld Tappan 50 101 51 203 254 Adequate 254 96 350 50 400
Oradell 113 256 143 257 400 272 272 128 0 272 113 385
Palisades Pk. 421 485 64 175 239 156 156 83 0 156 | 421 577
Paramus 481 759 278 1,322 1,600 Adequate 1,600 605 2,205 481 2,686
Park Ridge 151 240 89 141 230 Adequate 230 87 317 151 468
Ramsey . 206 363 157 659 816 Adequate 816 309 1,125 206 1,331
Ridgefield 306 386 80 470 550 208 208 342 0 208 306 514
Ridgefield Pk, 478 499 21 151 172 Adequate 172 65 237 478 715
Ridgewood 417 826 409 729 1,138 940 940 198 0 940 417 1,357
River Edge 259 414 155 255 410 96 96 314 0 96 259 355
River Vale 134 229 95 206 301 Adequate 301 114 415 134 549
Rochelle Park 136 209 73 299 372 168 168 168 0 168 136 304

tncludes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. ) . . :
A municipality's share of 1970 rnousing Needs originating within the municipality itself,
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. RESULTING HOUS ING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Indi-
Bergen Allocation Unad~ genous
COUNTY - of Pro- justed Allo~ Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
. Allocation DIff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need . catlon Develop- Develop= Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col, 10 +-
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b “= | Limlt Limlt Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 == Col, 11
Rockleigh 2 5 3 174 177 | 136 136 41 0 136 2 138
Rutherford 513 703 190 363 553 Adequate 553 183 736 513 1,249
Saddle Brook 339 440 101 1,148 1,249 488 488 761 0 488 339 827
Saddle River 13 75 62 181 243 Adequate 243 92 335 13 348
So, Hackensacld 88 79 (-9) 205 205 84 84 121 0 -84 79 163
Teaneck 812 - 1,312 500 693 1,193 136 136 1,057 0 136 812 948
Tenafly 218 465 247 367 614 168 168 446 0 168 218 386
Teterboro 0 1 1 106 107 8 8 99 0 8 0 8
Upper Saddle 84 206 122 583 705 Adequate 705 266 971 84 1,055
River
Waldwick 227 325 98 151 249  [Adequate 249 94 343 227 370
Wallington 87 387 300 330 630 132 132 498 0 132 87 219
Washington 162 - 269 107 112 219 Adequate 219 83 302 162 464
Westwood 239 349 110 209 319 Adequate 319 121 440 239 679
Woodcliff Lake 96 143 47 247 294 Adequate 294 111 405 96 501
Wood-Ridge 134 258 124 91 215 112 112 103 0 112 |} 134 246
Wycoff 177 447 270 388 658 Adequate 658 249 907 177 1,084
TOTAL 21,270 28,542 +7,727 26,611 34,338 14,697 11,089 5,363 28,598 20,815 49,413
=455

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing YNeeds originating within the municipality itself,
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] ’ i RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION - ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ) ALLOCATION
| 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Indi-
Essex ‘ Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- Jjusted " Allo~ Adjusted Share of
spectlive Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- - Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-~
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous Ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 = Col. 11
Belleville 1,000 1,148 148 313 461 0 0 461 0 0 1,000 1,000
Bloomfield 1,413 1,817 404 578 982 0 , 0 982 [¢] Q 1,413 1,413
Caldwell 208 305 97 125 222 Adequate 222 82 304 208 512
Cedar Grove 200 369 169 306 475 Adequate 475 180 655 200 855
East Orange 3,702 2,952 (-750) 654 654 0 0 654 0 0 2,952 2,952
Essex Fells 11 71 60 113 173 . Adequate 173 23 196 11 207
Fairfield 117 178 61 1,547 1,608 Adequate 1,608 . 608 2,216 117 2,333
Glen Ridge 113 242 129 - 139 268 0 0 268 0 0 113 113
Irvington 2,230 2,400 170 397 ' 567 0 0 567 0 0 2,230 2,230
Livingston 332 804 472 1,525 1,997 Adequate 1,997 755 2,752 332 3,084
Maplewood 426 791 365 717 1,082 0 . 0 1,082 ] 0 426 426
Miliburn | 271 686 415 1,254 1,669 Adequate 1,669 159 1,828 271 2,099
Montclair 1,358 - 1,495 137 613 750 0 0 750 0 0 1,358 1,358
Newark 23,257 12,823 (-10,434) 1,312 1,312 0 0 1,312 0 0 12,823 12,823
North Caldwell] 61 156 95 182 277 Adequate 277 104 381 61 442
Nutley 761 1,041 280 630 910 0 . 0 910" 0 0 761 761
Orange 1,671 1,244 (-427) 205 205 0 : 0 205 . 0 0 1,244 1,244
Roseland 47 123 76 409 485 Adequate 485 184 669 47 716

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A =unicipality's share of 1970 rousing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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REGION 11

Essex
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

South Orange
Verona
West Caldwell

West Orange

TOTAL

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION

RESULTING HOUSING

ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing . Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri~ Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col. 2 (1970- Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. &4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =~ Col. 11
271 524 253 585 838 0 0 838 0 0 271 271
310 487 177 283 460 304 304 156 0 304 310 614
147 333 186 592 778 Adequate 778 294 1,072 147 1,219
944 1,371 427 1,382 1,809 Adequate 1,809 684 2,493 944 3,437
38,850 31,360 +4,121 13,861 17,982 9,493 8,185 3,073 12,870 27,239 40,109
-11,611

includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zerces.
A municipality'!s share of 1970 Housing Keeds originating within the municipality itself,
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RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 o2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
) Indi~-
Hudson Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY K of Pro- justed . Allo~ Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng catlon Housing 1970 Resulting
‘Allocation Diff~- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - {1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Cot. 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col, 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. | 1990) Col. & == | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =i Col. 11
Bayonne 2,656 2,548 (-108) 1,030 © 1,030 0 0 1,030 0 0 2,548 2,548
East Newark 68 64 (-4) 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 © 64 64
Guttenberg 244 235 -9) 54 54 0 0 54 0 0 235 235
Harrison 497 407 (-90) 67 67 0 0 67 0 0 407 407
Hoboken 2,477 1,556 (-921) 291 291 0 0 291 0 0 1,556 1,356
Jersey City 12,274 9,256 (-3,018) 1,530 1,530 0 0 1,530 0 0 9,256 9,256
Kearny 1,113 1,293 180 906 " 1,086 0 0 1,086 0 0 1,113 1,113
North Bergen 1,870 1,759 (-111) T 891 891 0 0 891 0 0 1,759 1,759
Secaucus 279 361 82 1,517 1,599 0 0 1,599 0 0 279 279
Union City 3,446 2,128 (-1,318) 426 426 0 [0} 426 0 0 2,128 2,128
Weehawken 522 508 (-14) 211 211 0 0 211 0 0 508 508
West New York 2,508 1,493 (-1,015) 296 296 0 0 296 0 0 1,493 1,493
TOTAL 27,954 21,608 +262 7,227 7,489 0 0 7,489 0 0 - 21,346 21,346
) -6,608 ’

lncludes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zerces. )
A municipality's share of 1970 rousing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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) RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION -ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION _ ALLOCATION
1 2 3 IR 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Indi-
Middlesex Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo=- Adjusted Share of
spective Houst ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- - Based on Units Not Redistiri~ Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop~- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col. 1 or Col: 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Reed Col. 1 1990) Col. b ] Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Cot. 9 Col. 2 wx Col. 11
Carteret 701 715 14 342 356 0 0 356 [¢] 4] 701 701
Cranbury 72 69 (~3) 443 443 Adequate - 443 167 610 69 679
Dunellen 203 230 27 122 149 0 o] 149 1] 0 203 203
East Brunswick 380 913 533 1,428 1,961 Adequate 1,961 742 2,703 380 3,083
Edison 1,656 1,933 277 4,347 4,624 Adequate 4,624 1,748 6,372 1,656 8,028
Helmetta 34 30 (-4) 10 10 0 0 10 0 0 30 30
Highland Park 457 532 75 226 301 0 0 301 ’ 0 0 457 457
Jamesburg 189 139 (-50) 73 . 73 Adequate 73 28 101 139 240
0l1d Bridge 983 1,350 367 2,319 2,686 Adequate 2,686 1,015 3,701 983 4,684
Metuchen 390 494 104 232 336 0 0 336 0 0 390 390
Middlesex 388 483 50 407 457 0 0 457 0 0 388 388
Milltown o117 208 91 75 166 0 0 166 0 ¢] 117 117
Monroe 221 289 68 1,459 1,527 Adequate 1,527 577 2,104 221 2,325
New Brunswick 1,755 1,321 (~434) 698 698 0 0 698 0 0 1,321 1,321
North Brun- 350 507 157 753 910 Adequate 910 344 1,254 350 1,604
swick

Perth Amboy 1,566 1,352 (-214) 483 483 0 0 483 0 0 1,352 1,352
Piscataway 1,067 1,052 (-15) 3,082 3,082 Adequate 3,082 1,165 4,247 1,052 5,299
Plainsboro 60 55 (-5) 413 413 Adequate 413 156 569 55 624

Includes dilapidated,overcfowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. . . .
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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RESULTING HOUSING

REGION 11 - UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION - ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Indi-
Middlesex Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Hous! ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous Ing Allo- * Based on Units Not Redistyl~ Allo- Hous Ing Allo~
1970 of 1970 erence Need catlon Develop~- Develop= Allocated butfon of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 = (1970~ Col. 3 + |ment ment Col, § - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1t or Col, 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need ~ Col. 1 1990) Col. b4 ¢ | Limit - Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 #==: Col. A
Sayreville 805 925 120 980 1,100 Adequate 1,100 416 1,516 805 2,321
South Amboy 313 292 (~21) 266 266 Adequate : 266 100 366 292 658
South BrunswicH 348 392 44 2,035 2,079 Adequate 2,079 786 2,865 348 3,213
South Plain-
field 537 562 25 1,762 1,787 Adequate 1,787 676 2,463 537 3,000
South River 392 492 100 116 U216 Adequate 216 82 298 392 690
Spotswood 276 208 (~68) 124 124 Adequate 124 46 170 208 378
Woodbridge 2,395 2,771 376 3,176 . 3,552 3,200 3,200 352 0 3,200 2,395 5,595
TOTAL 15,655 17,269 +2,428 25,371 27,799 21,291 3,308 8,048 32,539 14,841
"814 ’ ’ ’ . 47,380

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 nousing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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|

REGION i]
Morris
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Boonton
Boonton Twp.
Butler

Chatham
Chatham Twp.
Chester

Chester Twp.
Denville
Dover

East Hanover
Florham Park
Hanover

Harding
Jefferson
Kinnelon

Lincoln Park
Madison
Mendham

RES

ULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION "ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 k) b S 6 7 8 9 10 1M 12
indi-
Allocation Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- * Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Hous ing Col. 2 -~ (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col, 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated  Col. 9 Col. 2 === Col. 11
285 297 12 141 153 Adequate 153 60 213 285 498
65 95 30 506 536 Adequate 536 202 738 65 803
195 212 17 113 130 Adequate 130 50 180 195 375
140 . 311 171 168 339 312 312 27 0 312 140 452
88 258 170 421 591 Adequate 591 224 815 88 903
28 41 13 113 126 Adequate 126 47 173 28 201
55 118 63 816 879 Adequate 879 332 1,211 55 1.266
343 415 72 620 692 Adequate 692 262 954 143 1’297
574 494 (-80) 159 159 72 72 87 0 72 494 566
114 203 89 1,071 1,160 Adequate 1,160 439 1,599 114 1.713
87 206 119 998 1,117 Adequate 1,117 422 1,539 87 1,626
160 297 137 728 865 Adequate 865 327 1,192 160 1:352
36 101 65 584 649 Adequate 649 246 895 36 931
439 445 6 1,268 1,274 Adequate 1,274 482 1,756 439 2,195
96 202 106 841 947 Adequate 947 358 1,305 96 1,401
225 256 31 315 346 Adequate 346 131 477 225 702
343 490 147 336 483 44 44 439 0 A 343 187
44 99 55 318 373 Adequate 373 141 514 44 558

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. )
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing MNeeds originating within the municipality itself.

A-27



RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
‘ indi-
Morris Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY ’ of Pro- justed Allo~ Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1870 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Hous ing Alto-
1970 - of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1| 1990) Col. b ¢ | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col., 2 = Col. 1
Mendham 48 105 57 745 802 Adequate 802 303 1,105 48 1,153
Mine Hill 98 104 6 124 130 Adequate 130 50 180 98 278
Montville 225 313 88 779 867 Adequate 867 328 1,195 225 1,420
Morris 198 509 311 1,313 1,624 Adequate 1,624 614 2,238 198 2,436
Morris Plains T 137 160 23 478 501 Adequate 501 190 691 137 828
Morristown 709 662 (-47) 820 820 148 148 672 0 148 662 810
Mountain Lakes 39 119 80 165 245 Adequate 245 93 338 39 377
Mount Arlingtof 75 - . 113 38 59 97 Adequate 9y 37 134 75 209
Mount Olive 197 294 97 1,377 1,474 Adequate 1,474 557 2,031 197 2,228
Netcong ) 76 89 13 28 41 Adequate 41 16 57 76 133
Parsippany- .

Troy Hills 959 1,657 698 2,240 2,938 Adequate 2,938 ) 1,110 4,048 959 5,007
Passaic 109 211 102 591 693 Adequate 693 262 955 109 1,064
Pequannock 258 384 126 351 477 Adequate 477 181 658 258 916
Randolph 236 417 181 1,152 1,333 Adequate 1,333 504 1,837 236 2,073
Riverdale 73 82 9 99 : 108 Adequate 108 41 149 73 222
Rockaway 203 194 (-9) 221 . 221 Adequate 221 84 305 194 499
Rockaway Twp. 436 533 97 1,611 1,708 Adequate 1,708 646 2,354 436 2,790
Roxbury 347 460 113 1,007 1,120 Adequate 1,120 423 1,543 347 1,890

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant unigs, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. )
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,
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: RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 11 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION

1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 1" 12
’ Indi-
Morris Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY : of Pro- justed Allo=- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need catlon Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col, 2.- (1970~ Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. &4 “= | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 #==x Col. 11
Victory Gardend 61 29 (-32) 6 6 0 0 6 0 0 29 29
Washington 152 213 61 1,473 1,534 Adequate 1,534 580 2,114 152 2,266
Wharton 176 177 1 142 143 0 0 143 0 0 176 176
T
OTAL 8,129 11,365 +3:f2§ 24,297 27,701 25,751 1,374 9,742 36,069 8,272 44,341

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, oniy.
Megative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A ruricipalityls share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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: RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 19 _ UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 ' 5 6 7 8 9 . 10 1 12
Indi-
Passaic Allocation Unad~- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col, 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need v Col. 1} 1990) Col. b = J Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated  Col. 9 Col, 2 ¢ Col. 1
Bloomingdale 214 229 . 15 178 193 Adequate 193 73 266 214 480
Clifton 2,015 2,844 829 1,470 2,299 Adequate 2,299 869 3,168 2,015 5,183
Haledon 199 257 58 88 146 Adequate 146 ) 55 201 195 400
Hawthorne 444 666 222 266 488 0 ’ 0 488 0 0 444 444
Little Falls 271 394 123 206 329 Adequate 329 125 454 271 725
North Haledon 131 226 95 234 329, Adequate 329 125 454 131 585
Passaic 3,197 1,988 (~1,209) 414 414 Adequate 414 157 571 1,988 2,559
Paterson 8,009 4,966 (-3,043) 769 769 0 0 769 0 0 4,966 4,966
Pompton Lakes 245 325 80 198 278 Adequate 278 105 383 245 628
Prospect Park 169 186 17 34 51 0 0 51 0 1] 169 169
Ringwood 235 298 63 411 474 Adequate 474 180 654 235 889
Totowa 209 321 112 485 597 Adequate 597 . 226 823 209 1,032
Wanaque 300 242 (-58) 221 221 Adequate 221 84 - 305 242 547
Wayne 815 1,348 533 4,208 . 4,741 Adequate 4,741 1,792 6,533 815 7,348
West Milford 404 552 148 1,499 1,647 Adequate 1,647 622 2,269 404 2,673
West Paterson 294 366 72 420 492 Adequate 492 186 678 294 972
TOTAL 17,151 15,208 +2,367 11,101 13,468 12,160 1,308 4,599 16,759 12,841 :
-4,310 ’ ’ 29,600
L]

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the ~unicipality itself,
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RESULTING HOUSING

REGION 1] UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
' 1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
Indi-

Somerset Allocation Unad- : genous

COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo~ Adjusted Share of

spective Housi ng _cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo~ Based on Units Not Redistri~ Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col, 2 - (1970- Col, 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +

MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. 4 »=% | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 %= Col. 1%
Bedminister 27 85 58 899 957 Adequate 957 362 1,319 27 1,346
Bernards 94 319 225 747 - 972 Adequate 972 367 1,339 94 1,433
Bernardsville 88 207 119 238 357 Adequate 357 135 492 88 580
Bound Brook 334 351 17 127 144 Adequate 144 55 199 334 533
Branchburg 12 168 44 748 792 Adequate 792 300 1,092 124 1,216
Bridgewater 510 806 296 1,525 1,821 Adequate 1,821 688 2,509 510 3,019
Far Hills 14 25 11 49 60 Adequate 60 23 83 14 97
Franklin 805 863 58 2,552 2,610 Adequate 2,610 986 3,596 805 4,401
Green Brook 77 120 43 215 258 Adequate 258 98 356 77 433
Hillsborough 216 295 79 1,467 1,546 [ Adequate 1,546 584 2,130 216 2,346
Manville 390 384 (-6) 156 156 Adequate 156 59 215 384 599
Millstone 17 18 1 22 23 Adequate 23 8 31 17 48
Montgomery 67 144 77 1,290 1,367 Adequate 1,367 517 1,884 67 1,951
No. Plainfield 546 773 227 248 475 128 128 347 0 128 546 674
Peapack Glad— 31 60 29 88 117 Adequate 117 44 161 31 192

stone

Raritan 207 219 12 202 214 Adequate 214 80 294 207 501
Rocky Hill 18 27 9 45 54 Adequate 54 21 75 18 93
Somerville 421 466 45 453 498 272 272 226 0 272 421 693

includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes. _
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing teeds originating within the municipality itself.
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REGION 11

Somerset

COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

South Bound
Brook

Warren

Watchung

TOTAL

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
indi-
Allocation " Unad- genous
of Pro- justed Alto- Adjusted Share of
_spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop~ .Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col, 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col., b %= {Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 = Col. 11
167 143 (-24) 36 36 Adequate 36 4 40 143 183
134 247 113 509 622 Adequate 622 235 857 134 991
57 134 77 449 526 [Adequate 526 199 725 57 782
4,344 5,854 +1’548 12,065 13,605 12,632 573 4,765 17,797 4,314 22.111
-3 ’

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.

Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroces.
A ~uricipality's share of 1970 Housirng 'eeds originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION

RESULTING HOUSING

Union

COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Berkeley Hts.
Clark
Cranford

Elizabeth
Fanwood
Garwood

Hillside
Kenilworth
Linden

Mountainside
New Providence
Plainfield

Rahway
Roselle
Roselle Park

Scotch Plains
Springfield
Summi t

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 : 9 10 1 12
Indi~
Allocation Unad- genaus
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri-~ Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop~ Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1" 1950) Col. b = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 ==~ Col. 11
139 339 200 561 761 Adequate 761 288 1,049 139 1,188
300 534 234 258 492 Adequate 492 140 632 300 "932
497 797 300 671 971 428 428 543 0 428 497 925
5,375 3,567 (-1,408) 1,147 1,147 852 852 295 0 852 3.967 1
115 248 133 154 287 32 32 255 0 32 115 4’?4?
137 169 32 86 118. 48 48 70 0 48 137 185
467 721 254 307 561 76 76 485 0 76 467 543
244 269 25 387 412 240 240 172 0 240 244 484
1,265 1,369 104 1,364 1,468 1,664 1,464 4 0 1,464 1.265 2.729
73 221 148 335 483 468 468 15 (¢ 468 73 541
180 383 203 443 646 Adequate 646 94 740 180 920
1,862 1,551 (-311) 400 400 Adequate 400 152 552 1.551 2103
879 956 77 451 528 420 420 108 0 420 879 1,299
740 740 0 338 338 232 232 106 0 232 740 "972
337 494 157 235 392 24 24 368 0 24 337 361
360 627 267 377 644 Adequate 644 244 888 360 1.248
275 539 264 635 899 Adequate 899 69 968 275 1,243
516 789, 273 745 1,018 888 888 130 0 888 516 1404

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A muricipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself,
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MUNICIPALITY

Union

Westfield

Winfield
TOTAL

~Region Total

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 ) S 6 7 8 9 10 i 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad=~ genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need catlon Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous Ing Hous ing “Col. 2 - (1970~ Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 = Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col., 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 \990) Col. 4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =+ Col. 11
1,055 1,757 702 858 1,560 1,016 1,016 544 0 1,016 1,055 2,071
509 1,002 493 715 1,208 1,048 1,048 160 0 1,048 509 1,557
76 72 (-4) 11 11 0 0 11 0 0 72 72
15,401 17,544 ff'??? 10,478 14,344 |14,620 11,078 3,266 987 12,065 13,678 25,743
’
148,754 148,750 +25,713 131,011 156,726. 120,027 36,592 36,577 156,697 123,346 260,143
-25,719

Includes dilapidated,ovércrowded and needed vacant units, only,
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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‘ . ) RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 12 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUS{NG ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12
indi-
Burlington Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed - Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo~
1970 of 13970 erence Need . cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col, 9 Col, 2 == Col, 11
Bass River 25 29 4 742 746 Adequate 746 77 823 25 848
Beverly 109 83 (-26) 76 76 Adequate 76 8 84 83 167
Bordentown 111 138 27 108 135 0 0 135 0 Q 111 111
Bordentown Twp 191 196 5 458 463 Adequate 463 48 511 191 702
Burlington 351 350 (-1) 246 246 Adequate 246 25 271 350 621
Burlington Twp 262 277 15 883 898. Adequate 898 92 990 262 1,252
Chesterfield 33 55 22 241 263 Adequate 263 27 290 33 323
Cinnaminson 239 367 128 913 1,041 Adequate 1,041 107 1,148 239 1,387
Delanco 79 117 38 268 306 Adequate 306 31 337 79 416
Delran 141 274 133 473 606 Adequate 606 62 668 141 809
Eastampton 72 68 (-4) 135 135 Adequate 135 14 149 68 217
Edgewater Park 114 193 79 254 333 Adequate 333 34 367 114 481
Evesham 205 339 134 1,642 1,776 Adequate 1,776 182 1,958 205 2,163
Fieldsboro 23 17 (~6) 72 72 Adequate 72 7 79 17 96
Florence 222 243 21 425 446 Adequate 446 46 - 492 222 714
Hainesport 95 82 (-13) 389 389 Adequate 389 40 429 1 82 511
Lumberton 98 110 12 264 276 Adequate 276 28 304 98 402
Mansfield . 81 66 (-15) 338 338 Adequate 338 35 373 66 439

includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column .3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing Needs originatinag within the municipality itseif.
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RESULTING HOUSING

REGION 12 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
; tndi-
Burlington Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng cation Hous ing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- - Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col, 2 (1970- Col. 3 + |ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. & = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 s=w: Col. 11
Maple Shade 504 476 (-28) 458 458 Adequate 458 47 505 476 987
Medford Lakes 119 215 96 160 256 Adequate 256 26 282 119 401
Medford 71 113 42 1,060 1,102 Adequate 1,102 113 1,215 71 1,286
Moorestown 249 409 160 1,625 1,785 Adequate 1,785 183 1,968 249 2,217
Mount Holly 452 352 (=100) 315 315 Adequate 315 32 347 352 699
Mount Laurel 185 254 69 1,074 1,143 Adequate 1,143 117 1,260 185 1,445
New Hanover 276 105 (-171) 358 358 Adequate 358 37 395 105 500
North Hanover 360 223 (-137) 227 227 Adequate 227 23 250 223 473
Palmyra 173 195 22 144 166 Adequate 166 17 183 173 356
Pemberton 40 45 5 34 39 Adequate 39 4 43 40 83
‘Pemberton Twp. 746 532 (-214) 903 903 Adequate 903 93 996 532 1,528
Riverside 276 244 (-32) 146 146 Adequate 146 15 161 244 405
Riverton 55 94 39 288 327 60 60 267 0 60 55 115
Shamong 40 37 (-3) 266 266 Adequate 266 27 293 37 330
Southampton 146 129 (-17) 629 629 Adequate 629 65 694 129 823
Springfield 73 60 (-13) 286 286 Adequate 286 29 315 60 375
Tabernacle 70 53 (=17) 536 536 Adequate 53¢ 55 591 53 644
Washington 26 23 (=3) 566 566 Adequate 566 58 624 23 647

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.

A municipality's share of 1970 Housirng “eeds originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION _ 12

e ————e ettt

Burlington
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Westampton
Willingboro
Woodland

Wrightstown

TOTAL

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION " ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Indl-
Allocation Unad~- genous
of Pro- justed Allo~ Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff~ Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistii- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous Ing Hous ing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. § - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. b == jLImit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 == Col, 11
79 61 (-18) 237 237 Adequate 237 26 261 61 322
862 905 < 43 969 1,012 Adequate 1,012 104 1,116 862 1,978
20 25 5 731 736 Adequate 736 76 812 20 "832
132 75 (~57) &4 44 Adequate 44 4 48 75 123
7,405 7,629 +1,ggg 18,983 20,082 19,680 402 2,012 21,692 6,530 28,223

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,

Negative nurbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A nunicipality's share of 1970 Housing Yeeds originating within the municipality itself,
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REGION 12

Camden
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Audubon
Audubon Park
Barrington

Bellmawr
Berlin
Berlin Twp.

Brooklawn
Camden
Cherry Hill

Chesilhurst
Clementon
Collingswood

Gibbsboro
Gloucester
Gloucester Twy

Haddon
Haddonfield
Haddon Height{

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION

RESULTING HOUSING

ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Indi-
Allocation Unad~ g:n;us
2; P:?- iustrd All?- Adjusted Share of
. ective ousl ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo- :
1970_ of 1870 erence Need cation Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housnzg Housing Col. 2 (1970~ Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col. L = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 = Col. 11
238 318 80 283 363 180 180 183 0 180 238 418
14 43 29 16 45 0 0 45 0 0 14 14
205 234 29 234 263 Adequate 263 27 290 205 495
521 400 (-121) 681 681 Adequate 681 70 751 400 1,151
118 124 6 463 469 Adequate 469 48 517 118 635
170 138 (-32) 134 134 Adequate 134 14 148 138 286
94 83 (-11) 92 92 Adequate 92 9 101 83 184
4,602 3,003 (-1,599) 1,191 1,191 4] 0 1,191 0 0 3,003 3,003
544 1,573 1,029 6,730 7,759 Adequate 7,759 797 8,556 544 9,100
21 20 (-1) 46 46 Adequate 46 5 51 20 71
140 133 (~7) 208 208 Adequate 208 21 229 133 362
401 581 180 459 639 112 112 527 0 112 401 513
53 59 6 60 66 Adequate 66 7 73 53 126
508 406 (-102) 323 323 0 0 323 ] 0 406 406
597 636 39 1,094 1,133 Adequate 1,133 116 1,249 597 1,846
267 547 280 685 965 540 540 425 Q 540 267 807
149 371 222 341 563 64 64 499 0 64 149 213
190 266 76 604 680 184 184 496 0 184 190 374

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only,

Negative numbers in (olumn 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing 'ieeds originating within the municipality itself,
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: RESULTING HOUS ING
REGION 12 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION , ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 1n 12
Indi-
Camden. Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY ’ of Pro- justed ~ Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housi ng cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Hous ing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Alto- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNJCIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1} 1990) Col. b =% | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 =#x Lol. 11
Hi-Nella 41 42 1 42 43 |Adequate 43 4 47 41 88
Laurel Springs 106 68 (-38) 153 153 92 92 61 0 92 68 160
Lawnside 115 70 (-45) 202 202  |Adequate 202 21 223 70 293
Lindenwold 423 339 (-84) 441 441 Adequate 441 45 486 339 825
Magnolia 227 151 (=76) 142 142 Adequate 162 15 157 151 308
Merchantville 109 138 29 128 157 0 0 157 0 0 109 109
Mt. Ephraim 171 161 (-10) 123 123 |adequate 123 13 136 161 297
Oaklyn 100 153 53 106 159 112 112 47 0 112 100 212
Pennsauken 818 983 165 2,510 2,575 |Adequate 2,575 ' 264 2,839 818 3,657
Pine Hill 219 128 (-91) 140 140  |Adequate 140 14 154 128 282
Pine Valley 0 2 2 2 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0
Runnemede 306 279 (-27) 308 308  {Adequate 308 32 340 279 619
Somerdale 202 166 (-36) 209 209 Adequate 209 21 230 166 396
Stratford 168 241 73 336 409  lAdequate 410 42 452 168 620
Tavistock 0 Q 0 a 0 . 4 0 0 0 0 0
Voorhees 135 146 11 1,049 1,060 Adequate 1,060 109 1,169 135 1,304
Waterford 90 102 12 367 379  |Adequate 379 39 418 90 508
Winslow 209 256 47 1,440 1,487  |Adequate 1,487 153 1,640 209 1,849
Woodlynne 94 92 (~2) 48 48  ladequate 48 5 53 92 145
TOTAL 12,365 12,452 +2,369 21,290 23,659 . 19,702 3,958 1,891 21,593 10,083 31,676
=2,282 .

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A nwnicipality's share of 1970 Housirg Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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: RESULTING HOUSING
REGION 12 UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUS ING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
Indi-
Gloucester Allocation Unad- genous
COUNTY of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housing -  cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff- Housing Allo- Based on Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need catfon Develop~ Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Hous ing Hous ing Col. 2 = (1970- Col. 3 + [ment - ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col. 10 +
MUNICIPALITY Need * Need Col. 1 1990) Col., &4 = | Limit .Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col, 2 == Col. N
Clayton 192 136 (-56) 346 346 Adequate 346 36 382 136 518
Deptford 862 559 (-303) 1,557 1,557 Adequate 1,557 160 1,717 599 2,276
East Greenwicl 69 86 17 254 - 271 Adequate 271 28 299 69 368
Elk 95 74 (~21) 306 306 Adequate 306 31 337 74 411
Franklin 288 234 (-54) 1,414 1,414 Adequate 1,414 145 1,559 234 1,793
Glassboro 356 316 (-40) 517 517 Adequate 517 53 570 316 886
Greenwich 128 138 10 685 695 Adequate 695 71 766 128 894
Harrison 58 69 11 180 191 Adequate 191 20 21} 58 269
Logan 50 48 (-2) 188 188 Adequate 188 19 207 48 255
Mantua 263 230 (-33) 680 680 Adequate 680 70 750 230 980
Monroe 435 391 (~44) 1,654 1,654 Adequate 1,654 170 1,824 391 2,215
National Park 141 91 (-50) 67 67 Adequate 67 7 74 91 165
Newfield 50 41 (-9) 127 127 Adequate 127 13 140 41 181
Paulsboro 321 222 (-99) 271 : 271 Adequate 271 28 299 222 521
Pitman 211 295 84 321 405 Adequate 405 42 447 211 658
South Harriso 23 30 7 126 133 Adequate - 133 14 147 23 170
Swedesboro 51 69 18 65 83 Adequate 33 .9 92 51 143
Washington 203 377 174 1,153 1,327 Adequate 1,327 136 1,463 203 1,666

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housirg Needs originating within the municipality itself.
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REGION 12

Gloucester
COUNTY

MUNICIPALITY

Wenonah
West Deptford
Westville

Woodbury

Woodbury Hts.
Woolwich

TOTAL

Region Total

RESULTING HOUSING

UNADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ADJUSTED HOUSING ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
: indi-
Allocation Unad=- genous
of Pro- justed Allo- Adjusted Share of
spective Housl ng .cation Housing 1970 Resulting
Allocation Diff=- Housing Allo-~ - Based on . Units Not Redistri- Allo- Housing Allo-
1970 of 1970 erence Need ’ cation Develop- Develop- Allocated bution of cation Needs cation
Housing Housing Col. 2 - (1970- Col. 3 + | ment ment Col. 5 - Units not Col. 7 + Col. 1 or Col,
Need * Need Col. ! 1990) Col. b4 = | Limit Limit Col. 7 Allocated Col. 9 Col. 2 == Col,
28 63 35 110 145 Adequate 146 15 16l 28 189
339 335 (~4) 1,689 - 1,689 Adequate 1,689 173 1,862 335 2,197
125 157 32 315 347 Adequate 347 36 383 125 508
369 361 (-8) 1,539 1,539 636 636 903 0 636 361 997
68 87 19 610 629 Adequate 629 65 694 68 762
26 29 3 156 159 Adequate 159 16 175 26 201
4,751 4,438 +410 14,330 14,740 13,838 903 1,357 15.195 4,028
-723 4 19,223
24,521 24,519 +3,878 54,603 58,481 51,240 5,263 5,260 58,480 20,641 79,122
~3,880

Includes dilapidated,overcrowded and needed vacant units, only.
Negative numbers in Column 3 are treated as zeroes.
A municipality's share of 1970 Housing YNeeds originating within the municipality itself.
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APPENDIX B

MUNICIPALITIES WITH DEFERRED ALLOCATIONS

As mentioned in the text of this report, there are several
municipalities exclusively categorized as open space or prime
agricultural areas in the State Development Guide Plan. These
municipalities may defer action in complying with adjusted housing
allocations until some future date or perhaps indefinitely.
However, it is important to understand that a municipality will
lose its deferred status if it actually experiences growth or
elects to pursue policies which encourage growth. It should be
noted that there is no deferral of the indigenous portion of the
1970 present housing needs. These require immediate municipal
action in compliance with this report.

The municipalities which have been categorized as open space
or prime agricultural areas are:

Region 4 - Delaware Township, Frenchtown Borough¥,
‘ Kingwood Township, Milford Borough¥*,
Stockton Borough%.

Region 6 — Allentown Borough*, Roosevelt Borough¥.
Region 8 - Alloway Township, Elmer Borough#*,
Mannington Township, Pittsgrove Township,
Upper Pittsgrove Township, Woodstown Borough¥*.
Region 9 -~ Lafayette Township, Montague Township,

Sandyston Township, Walpack Township.
Region 11- Ringwood Borough, West Milford Township.

Region 12— Bass River Township, Washington Township (Burlington Co.)
Newfield Borough#*, South Harrison Township.

*These are smaller, more developed municipalities which lie within
larger open space or prime agricultural areas. In these instances
compliance with housing allocations, consistent with current
municipal development limits, is appropriate.

Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey Department of Community
Affairs, May, 1978.
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APPENDIX C

Initial Housing Allocation Rumbers

Region 1 - Atlantic County A Region 6 ~ Monmouth County
Region 2 - Cape May County Region 7 - Ocean County
Region 3 - Cumberland County Region & - Salem County
Region 4 - Hunterdonm County Region 9 - Sussex County
Region 5 - Mercer County Region 10 - Warren County
Region 11
Bergen County Morris County
Essex County Passaic County
Hudson County Somerset County
Middlesex County Union County
Region 12

Burlington County
Camden County
Gloucester County

Note:
1) Numbers will not precisely add up to regional totals due to rounding and averaging of allocation shares;
error is ingignificant - less than one percent.
2) These allocation numbers differ slightly from those in the original report (1976) due to modification of prospective

housing needs to eliminate population in group quarters and due to updating of employment and non-residential
ratables growth data. Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, May, 1978.



Region 1 - ATLANTIC COUNTY

_UNADJUSTED
ALLDCATIONS

AC3ECQ CITY

PRESENT VACANT LAID EMPLOYMENHT
161. 345. 0.

RATABLES
152.

I HCOME WEALTH

PROSP.
116.

TOTAL -

INADJUSTED
FINAL ALLOCATION
277,

“ATLAHTICCITY

19167 5. 0.

15786,

2683,

BRIGAITINE CITY. 216. 27. 520, 3G5. 276. 592,

DUEHS 50R0 76G. o 151, 157, _ 183, . e
= mUmRR ST TN 7 625, T T T . 136. 231, 352,

Zonntn STy ¢ 63. 17 . 3. 23. 32.

EGG HARBSL CITV L2 150, 124 . n5n. by, 566,
—EEG AN T TP T T T T TR 1575% 17535 3T, 3%, 1133, L2, :

ESTELL LAU0R CITY 1c. 762, 1c. 10, 5o, 195, 211,

FOLSOI 80RO 46. 159. T, 145, £90. 91, 137. —
—OALLCTAY TR - VEYA TR 385 . 333, 257, 735. 957.

SAGITLTRY TP 156, 2325, . 543, 253, 798, 993

GALLONTON TGN 335, L1, q. nak. 332, 357, 671. e
—EHIICOTCITY 15T, 15, 1a93C. 2357, a4, 523, 574,

LCHGPORT 80RO 4y, 3. 2. 44, 152. 53, az.

HARGATE CITY 3Gk, 3. o h4ne. 171. 1373, o ka8n, e _bE2, R e

GULLICATTIE T Tt In T T Tisna, T e 55, 155, 302, 501,

NOATHFIELD CITY 213, . 235. 5e3. 589, 357, 573,

PLEASANTVILLE CITY 51%. . 30, 1122, LLS, L78. 519, 933.

PORT REPGBLIT CTTY 20, 119. 7. 23. 40. 7. £7.

SOMERS POINT CITY 283, 2. 1215. £29. L1G 557. 233,

VEITHOR CITY 361. - 2i. o, k1o, _ 751. . 293, v . ..BBE -
TIEYRORTTIR T T T TRy, 207,77 i7. 33, 25. 79, 193,

TOTAL : . -

AEGI0N 1 582, 2hra, ©o05t: 2517, {411, ghit, . 1hngz, .




Region 2 - CAPE MAY COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
At Lt 0O C 2T 1 ONS
’ UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT  RATABLES [INCCME WEALTF  PRCSP. TOTAL  FINAL ALLOCATICH
A\'I'_A_]_‘f:'__l RCL 'nl_RT 10 119' ‘uzn' 701_ 239- 2AH_
CAPE MAY CITY 122. 26. 384. 515. Z16. 210. 4324
CAPE MAY POINT BORD 23, 1. 1. 2. 9, 3. 26.
DENNLS—TwP 63 1225, 13, 7C~ 153+ 365+ 428+
LOWER TwWP 341. 1207. 538. 575. €50. 152, 1054.
MIDDLE TwpP 230. 1372, 572. 472, 765, 765, 1025.
—HGRTH—ALLEW33D-C1TY 158+ 10+ 826w —— 33— 335, 357, 555+
OCEAN CITY 375. 12. 623. 800. 1514. 737. 1112.
SEA ISLE CITY 554 12. 195. 180. 15C. 134, 185.
STQME HAD'EGQ Rﬂﬂ‘g_ 58 o 2 3913 1]-.0 11.2_ 141 2{'12
UPPER TWP 82. 1210. 124. 165. 258. 440. 522.
WEST CAPE MAY BORO 28. 16. 30. 11. 5. 29. 57.
—WEST #5000 BORO- 10 e 16+ 9, 4o Ge 15.
WILCWOOD CITY 136. 4. 1108. 727, 236. 519. 654.
WILDWO3D CREST BIRO 103. Se 678. 1051. 43¢, 43, 646,
—WOODBINE BORD 35 419. 0 26 72 129 l64
TOTAL ‘ _
—REGION-2 o 18524 554 bt S4le—— 7353,



Region 3 - CUMBERLAND COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATI!IOHNS ;
. : U UNADJIUSTED
PRESENT VACAHT LAND EMPLOYIENT RATABLES INCOIE WEALTH PROSP. TOTAL FINAL ALLOCATION
SRIDGETON CITY 721. 79, a. 710, 1Lk1, 558, 1279,
COiERCIAL TWP 127, 505, N 30. 122 179 308
DEERFIELD TUP 75. L6L, G68. 120. _ 137. . 197. 272.
DOLHE TWP . 3. 699. 153, ‘53, Gl1. 252, 304,
FAIAFTELD THP 315G, f97. a2 226 315 531 527,
GRZENWICH TUP 34, 217. g0, LG, [ 29. 133.
HOPEWELL TWP 1135. 275.. 52. 0. 3L7. 1C8. 286.
AVDENCE THP 12. 158 Z83 g8 123 335 1 G
DACRICE RIVES TUP 122, : 2083, 127%, a7. 222. 921, 1044,
GILLVILLD STy 775. 1228, 0. 2241, 1816, 1356, 2121,
_SHILCH_ZCRD. S 4 4 . SO 50 . She 3L, S - S
STz S 3€E. 23. 0. 1. &s. 45. I.
UPFZ2 SIERFIELD TP 216. 322. 0. 737. b2, 375. 591.
YEZLAS CITY 1541, 1232 £226 L7580 3799, 5132, 5673~
TCTAL oo . .
REGlOi! 3 : L075. 9164, 9184, 5164, ) 9164. _ 9164, _ 13239,
c-3



Region 4 - Hunterdon County

UNADJUSTED .
LY - . .
ALLOCATIOHNS ‘ ) - _ - _ . - UNADJUSTED
PRISENT VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT  RATABLES !ICOME V'EALTH  PROSP. TOTAL  FIRAL ALLOCATIOH
ALZXANDRIA TUP L, 2G5. - 50, 38, . 1300 118. . ig2.
SCTULEHEL TP 31, 107 9+ 35~ £5 FE+ 07
2L.00::33u2Y EORC 20, 3. 210. - 51. S t7e, T . 8a,
CALIFDN 30RD 1o, 3. - 172, 25, 57, 51. 8C."
AL Bik tahi Biruia 1544 s iy & QO L Ca-x oy
SLINTDL TR, oo, ' 313. gco. 227, 285, 371, uGo.
DELAUARE TUP 72, 375. 41, 23. 247, 127, z5¢,
ST T T S5+ ratain 75+ 376 54 260 256
. FLEIINGTC 5000 103, . 3. 379, 207, 1€3. 266.
FRANVLIN TUF 47 . 223, 110, 205, 152, 1723, 225,
SERENCUATONL SO0 Bh Ay L 2~ £6- 26~ Yairs
i GLEi! CARDIER BORO is, 14, e. 16. 20. 10, 28,
| HAIRPTON 30RO 24, a, 0. 19. 51. 29, L9,
S-SR GE-BERE 57 25 9+ 58 e o pm
HOLLAID TUP 7E. 14k, 550, 202. 169. 239, 315.
R1uGcer TUP 53. 500, 3. 7€. 126. 151. 204,
—AHBERTHILLE -CITY 123; £~ F7 TEh 55+ o0 100—-
LEBAIID! ZORO. 25, 2. c1. s7. 5e. ‘51, 71.
LEBANDIH TUP. 92. 255. 157. 3G, 207. 179. 271,
—HEFORE-BORD 253 i £ 155+ L3in —t9 77

T RARITAN THP 141, 488, 1338, 1010. - h71. 952. 1083,
. READILIGTC! Tup’ 159, Gk1. 323, 337. hGl. LTS ' 600,
—EFOCKTON—BORO — 54 &3 €3 243 —27 15+ 28
TEWKSBuRY THP 65. 25C, ’
uHi10il THP 33. i78. 32

- &

(=]
. .
Ll ]
[y =]
L= <]
.

w
[N %=
LN ]
o .
=N
(&3
o
* .
|l 2
Lo e
M T
. o

—HESTARHEEE—THR e T+ fr——— 217 e - TH1+
t TOTAL :
YREGION & : 1505, L187. . 4187. k187, - 5187, 4187, 5692.

C-4



Region 5 - MERCER COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATIONS

UNADJUSTED
Emrs:r.ll !vaca'lr 4 ° =4 '_ . + ~ A A >
EAST UIHDSOR TUP 348, 1510, 27138. 2123, 725, 1758, 2107.
CUING TP . 33k, . - 638. 3382¢C. 203¢C. 2019. - 1941, 825.
HALILTGH TGP 2139 S ¥ S TS T 3715 3578+ 3389+ - - 5928+ - s
HIGHTSTOV BORO 174, ok, a. 2606 301. . 155. 352,
HCPEUELL 53RO co. - 35. 0. i1k, 153. 75. 141,
HOPEWFLL TUP 255 L 23— 1346 —1662+ 188 Y527
LAWRENCE TP us7. 2342, 5341, 3352. ’ 1315.. - 3083.. 3538.
PENNINGTON 30RO 61. ’ 36. g. 83. 233, 88. 148,
PRINCETON. BORO 253~ 5+ 325 ~62H poai L 3v0 U3 T
PRINCETON TuP. . 380, 339, : 0. 36C. 3246, 113%. 1502.
TRENTOI CITY 3037. Q. . 1555. 30G4. 1155, 4192,
WASUIUGTOL TUR i~ 1253 315< 356 s €97 5% T
UEST WINDSOR TUP 159. 21535, 1120. 1349, 497. 1280, 1450,
TOTAL .
RECI0M .5 . e e 3320 e e e 17285 - 17 2B G2 1 P 206 Tt o T 25TCI6T
C-5
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Region 6 - MONMOUTH COUNTY (cont'd)

w .. ... UNADJUSTED
¥l g AT

- otmeerme g o ceme oageers - HNABJUSTED

PRESENT VACANT LAND ENPLOYMENT ~ RATABLES INCOME WEALTH ~ PROSP. TOTAL
4 & Stk T 1 DY

77 £e ”212-

anAL Au.ocnm

SHREWSBURY TwWP. 3s. 4. C. O. 19. : 6.

SOUTH BELMAR BORO 48, l. 19. 34, 47. 254 ¢

SPRING LAKE BURQ 109. 4. 131. 67. . 394. - 149,

SPRING LAKE HEIGHTS 156. Ce 135, 154. 174. 126

FINFINFALES BORG— 27~ O 3B% e 2% ~559%s d
UNTION BEACH BORQ 158, Ce Q. 172. ) 128, R T '
UPPER FREEHOLD TWP 66, 122¢. 0. S8, 73. " 348,

“HAEE—THP — iy § g ——— L} 5t 350% oi2s 1255 1+6€8s

WEST LONG BRANCH 30R 145. 98. Q. 326, 3G3. 183"

FOFAL—

REGION & 1i818. 20784, 2078 4. 20784 23784 20784« 32602



Region 7 - OCEAN COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
A3 E——F—1—8-N—5
: UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLCYMENT  RATASLES INCOME WEALTR  PROSP, TOTAL  FINAL ALLDCATICM

FARNEGAT-IOHT—BORE 3= G %15 - 43 9t 163 260
3AY HEAD B0RJ 48. C. 59. 89. 506. 1€4. 212.
3EACH HAVEN BUROD 7. c. 1171. 633. 304. 527. 604.
FEACHWEIO~3073 138 +535 176+ 290 533+ 265 w055
BERKELEY TWP 307. 2645, 457. 1735. g15. 1413, 17z0.
IRICK TwP 1023. 126¢€. 3762. 4JS7. 4534 3435. 445E.

STV 97V S —YY P S 'S DU 0 A ST 9 S CEPE
EAGLESWAOND TwWP ‘ 29. Ce 46, 86 ' 33. 54 €3,
HARVEY CECARS BORG 26. C. 36, 89. 86. 53, 79.

—ISAND-HE{SHTS—480 55 13 +3+ 59 s 3+ - 1485
JACKSIN T4P 462. 5458. 4794. 1567. 1569. 3547, 40CS.
LACEY TWp 174. 5665. 861, 126S. €32, 2¢81. 2256.

—EAKERURST—RO-G 135 5F+ I¥ 100+ I a) |0 -~ 1-£3+
LAKE4COD TwP 844 . 1440 2568. 3356, 3193. 2566. 3410.
LAVALLETTE BIRO 67. c. 184. 232. 302. 180. 247.

T E EGS-HARBAR—TW—— 115 2858, I+ 187 419 Bebs— — G684,
LONG BEACH TdP 243. ¢. "293. 838. 641 443, 686.
4ANCHESTER THP 300. 4364, 1652. 1526 €48 ZCS8. 2358,

~MANFOLIK4NG -BORI — Lie N e 2160 FE P T340 - - 145,
DCEAN GATE BORO 113. 28. 34. 37. 42. 35. 148,
DCEAN Twp 50. 2034. 134. 252. 565. 747. 7¢7.

—O FNE-BEACH-BORZ— - - = - —— - 435 & 364 €3 3494 F06s -} 5 G e e
PLUMSTED TWP 121. L484. 191, 113. 366. 539. 660.
POINT PLEASANT BEACK 523. C. 1338. 392. 265, 624. 1146.

—POINT—PLEASANT-33RGF———— 1 8 14 493 — 588 tueas 1212492+ 2680
SEASIDE HEIGHTS 8dRO 49. c. 1813. 1258. 293, 820. 8€9.
SEASIDE PARK 30RO 88 . C. 607, 384, 157 279. 368,

—SHEP—BHTTOM—SOR0 39 &= i61= “955 303 248y - e 2 e -~
SOUTH TCHMS RIVER HOR 95. Ce 82. 259, 289 . 157« 2%2.
STAFFORD TwWP 165, 2281. 1586. 176. 422. 12¢6. 1431.

—SURF—CET¥B00 to Cs 1995 26t et ¥ o B 1265 229
TUCKERTCN BORD 117. 422. 8Ll 244, Z4le 4390, 547.
BARNEGAT TWP Sk 0. 214. 262. ll. 157. 2¢1.
TOTAL
REGION 7 7152. 3282¢C. 32420Q. 323420, 32823, 32320. 39972.



Region 8 ~ SALEM COUNTY

. UNADJUSTED
ALLSC AT LI UGS

T UNADJUSTED

ALLOLILY T PRESZNT VACANLT LAND 2HPLOYISNT fATang = s . . e ~pra - bt .
ALLEUAY TUP - \ IPLOYHENT  RATABLES  11ICOPE EALTY R0SP. TOTAL _ FUHAL ALLOCATICH
£Li “ i e .S E 207,
TLZ12330 TP o w2t Sk, Tan. 25¢.
Lous LAYS CREIX oy 1l i i1l 130,
:;’T"“'j_l_,ﬁ e —— 5' o e 7C., 7.
QLOLALS TUP . Sh a5, 1%3. 208.
PIi3 GROVE BORG 1. 4T3, h16. 133. 375. .
PIIUSYILLE TUP 35 Cegb3oc o T Taza T TR T 55,
PILTCANOYD TP . 2771, 1054, 1223,
PITTZRNOYC TP o7, 22t 2i5.
SULITY TP o it T W47,
SALEL CITY 227, 278.

: 432,

CARNEYS POINT TWP 185.
UPPER PITTSGROVE TiP 73.
ONNTTON BORO 93
TOTAL '
REGION 2 _ . .. .- 2gew. - U wasal T gina. 5148,
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Region 10 - WARREN COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
AL 1 90 C AT 1L 0O NS _
' UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT - RATABLES  INCCME wEALTH PRCSP. TCTAL FINAL ALLOCATICA
AAMYC Y- TWR 32« 195 B — 1 D - B3 G j-23
ALPHA BGRD 72. Se C. 109. 143, 13. 14€,
3ELVIDEREZ TYOWN 69 . 2G. 519. 244 155, 237. 306.
SLAIRST N TP e Bl — 5304 252 331 Lies 208 1£S,
FRAANKLI Y TaP 43, 184, Ja 57 E€. 82. 131,
FRELINGRHLUYSE'l TwP 27 263. 239. b7, 73. 1€3, 160,
LOREENRISH TuP o o3 e 32 C 36 131 58 el LB,
JACKETTSTZAN T3dN 216. 9l 95C. aQ2. 551 551. T67.
4ARDAICK TaP i7. 251, 59. (VI 34, 8g., 1C5.
—AARUANY—T A 53 346~ T4+ -2~ -3 154~ 2G4 -
AQPE TaAP 33, 191. C. 26, 4S. 65, S8.
INDEPEHDENCE TwP 48. 201 G. 45, . 12¢. S4. l42.
AMOALTON TaR . RS X 3313 2584 - 52 31 168 233
LIBERTY TwP 34, L42. 184. 13. 51. 109. 124,
LOPATCONG TwP 8l. 116, 412. 115. 272, 244, 325.
CMANSELELD TWR . B80e . 351 402 21% 250 323 03 e
OXFIRD Twp 43, 96, Oe 4l. 3Z. 55. c8.
PAHAQUARRY TWP 3. Ceo (Vi 0. 3. l. 4.
2 HLLL LR SBURG—TOMWN e o —— 43t - 48« 121. —356—r—9 2oy 6 83 {0 B e -
POHATCONG TP 97 ‘185, Qe 90. . <J¢€. 120. 217.
AASHINGTCN BORQ. 162, 41. [ 325, 3¢e€. 183. - 345,
—AA NG T T APy e — B Ty 268. 162+ +73-. ¢ 6-3-4 18- JR ¥ o OO
AHLITE TWP : 60, 31Q0. 34, 557, 115. 254. 314,
STOTAL — e e e e e e e e e —_— e —
REGIUN L9 1891. 4276, 427¢€. 22176, 4276, 42768, &167.
C-11



Region 11 - BERGEN COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATI JINS

PRESENT  VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT

RATAJLES

INCOYE WEALTH PROSP. TOTAL

UNADJUSTED

FINAL ALLOCATIOA

ALLENDALE 33RD 166. 171. 15. 36. 299. 140, 306.
AEPINE-BIRG - morm L = & e Lk T S s I T P T9+ - e = AT -
BERGENF I ELD BORD 1342. 15. 85, 352, 9J%. 339. 1381.
30613T4 39RJ 263, - 3. 755. 544 209, - 255. 518.

EARESTADT IR G 2By ——————4 I35 54075 2330+ 59— F84-% F4 g oo
CLIFFSIDE PARK BJRQ 531. 1. 149. 273. 352. 156. 127.

CLOSTER 8330 251. 139. 2. 149, 3. 165. 416.
SRES SKAABIRD e - D2 ey Ry g 2054 229 202+ B
DEMAREST 831D 184, 52. 0. 22. 2al. B4. 268.
JUMINT B3RD 521. 13. 226. 3l. 457. 194. 715.
ELMWOOD PARK L e L e 2 I L T - TR s L Ot = 1= r- JRSPRT
SAST RUTHIRIJRD 3a9) 293. 131, e 752. 20%. 272. 570.
EDGENATER 3JRD L. 36. Je 309, lal. 124. 310.

EMEISON- OG- - . - 215. 1B 29340 = 2054 =203 g s ] Qg e e B - - -
ENGLEADID Z1TY 347, 54. 261. 727. 1233, 570. 1417.

ENGLEWJ3D CLIFFS BOR 162, 59. 10le. 1196, 4T4. 686. 8494

SARR—EARH-BIRG -~ - - 11d5 e — 524 733, - 8l5s— - e ] S o
FAIRVIEA dURD 388. 9. 0. 270. 23). 140. 527.

FORT LEE BIRD 1266, 6l. 1673, 265, 2216, 1229. 2495.

FRANKEAN--LAKES ‘BORD - -~ 1994~ = — 857 4——= = el T35u - = 419, == o mmmimm 533 fomn o e § By~ —m e m | )@ g ¢ <o
GARFIELD CITY 1105. 23. e 484. a2s. 283. 1388.

SLEN RJIZK 30RO 377, 3l. 823. 217, 632, 438. 815,
~4ACKENSACK-CETY - - 1396, 4 T L & O s 1 o T T ERE T 1-Y:) G P T 11 PURRIRER
HARRINGT Q%N PARK BOR? 13). 38. 40. 44, L7l. 78. - 208,
AASBROJZK HEIGHTS 83 443, 35, 815. 339. 5J3. 424, v 872.

~AAWIRTH -BIRD === = e = L0& e e LB g ~300-=- - 8L R 1 2 L ey | T 1

HILLSDALE BORD 320. 47, 315, 151, 434, 242. 562.
HOHOKUS B30 131. 48, 118. 45. 33l 148. 279,
~LEONEA-BORD - ormom o e = =3 06grmm e == ek e e 3ROy 9 1 I T e, L JEP
LITTLE FERRY BORD 325, 35. 214. 399, 264, 228, 554.
LI0I 8133 352. 34, 0. 367, 593, 236, 1088.

“LFNDHURS F—FAP—— mocommme - Thl g -+ - 20Bgom—m o <1094.  -- 1328, - 524, 782 —~15234 - -
AAHWAH TwPp 303, 731. 190. 329. 377, 557. 360.

MAYWIJD 30R7 365, 7. 155. 246, : 34le 187, 553.

—MEDLANDI—PARK-BORD -~ —— - === 249 ym= =+ = o p P s = s 1203, —rrm e R Ly = o e L O g e e 3By e mm e e
4ONTVALE B8ORO 210. 235. L914. 691, 231, 780. 991.

MOONACHLE 33RD %%. 26. 1354, 1290. 30 660. 156.

—NEWMELFIRD-BARD ~—-—— =644 e 4 — 269+ B Tt 0 D L At 1 P
NORTH ARLINGTON BORD 338, 112. 0. 163, 5)5. 195, 833,

633, 113, 344. 481,

NORTHVALFE 30RD 136. 43. 582.

C-12




Region 11 - BERGEN COUNTY (cont'd)

UNADJUSTED
—e A D G—A-T- O NG

C-13

. UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLCVMENT  RATASLES INCOME WEALTH  PROSP. TOTAL  FINAL ALLOCATICA
~NOR@W39)- 3013 t15. YL e e 752, 234, - = - “il. - 3i8. - oo =434,
JAKLAND H0RJ 382. 349, 755. 428. 333, 479. 8el.
ILD TAPPAN BJRO 101. 309. 152. 139. 153, 203. 304.
-IRADSLL—80RD — - - T 1 L iy B F e B - TR L B e &
PALISADES PARK BJIRO +35. 19. e 530, 351. 175. 660.
PARAMUS BORD 759. 289. 994, 51148, 590. 1322, 2081.
~PARK-RIDGE-BIRD -~ - 24). 89 75.- 1ot. 297. 141, 381.
R4MSEY 30173 303, 2558, 1277. blée. 435. 659. 1022.
JDGIFIZLI BIRD 335, 25, 640. 370. 343, 470. 856.
RIDGEFIELD PARK TP 499. 38. 2. 132, 386. 151. 650.
RIDGEWIIDTWP~— = = - 925, ~ o CQIsc oo 38 ), -285y T T 2133, - R s e CLL P
RIVER EDS3E 8IRJ 414, 12. 305. 190. 513. 255. 669.°
RIVER VALE TaP 227, 99. 184. 1882 303. 206. 435,
ROCHELLE PARX TuWP 299. 20, 509. 477, 133. 299. 507.
ROCKLEIGH 3IRO 5. 16. 354. 324. b 174. 180.
“RUTHERSORD™BORG ™"~ "= =793, ~= ~ gy 29% T T 40k —voTs 3635 168
SADDLE 3ROIK TsP 442, 59. 3075. 1393, 366. 1148. 1588.
SADDLE IVER BJRD 75. 231. 45. 9. 430, 181. 256.
S QUTHTATKENSATK: TWP ™ = =73, = == g e g s T4 -5y 2653 — 2845
TEANECK TWP 1312, lo. 235, 445, 2025. 693, 2005.
TENAFLY 3033 465, 20, J. 214, 1237, 367, 332.
~TETE®339 U 3IRD i. 1. . 9224 R P S 106F -1107.
JIPPER SACDLE &IVER 236, 137, 1181, 54, 407, 583. 789.
WALDAWIZK 3039 325. 4l. 674 14d3. - 312, 151. 476,
AALL INSTON-BORY 387. S lbe= e - 7004 347. e D259yt B30 e 14T
AASHINGTON TP 269. 92. 2. 37. 313. 112. 381.
AESTWTJ) BOIRJ 349, 58. 146, 3L0. 321. 209. 558.
—WBO0DCLTFF-LAKE-3IRO ©o1434-- — ———158%—————— 2024 - - 258, = <3715 2473 e 391, -
AO0D-RIDIGE B3RO 258. 13. 0. 118. 233. 1. 349,
AYCKOFF TWP +47. 271. 276. 216. 719, 388. 335.



Region 11 - ESSEX COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
—t G AT D -N—§
UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLCYMENT RATABLES INCOME WEALTH PROSP. TOTAL FINAL ALLOCATICH

BELLEVIL LS-TOWN - T 1le8, 7 T T 0, ToaAG, T g T T e BB e s Ryl T e
BLODMFIZ LD TJwy 1317, Je Je 374. 1435, 516, ' 2365,

CALDWSELL 33012 325, - 37. J. 19. 53%5. 125. i 431,

"CEDAR GRAVE TWF 3869. 151, - tads, “323,- e " 348, B T 1l o3 4 S

EAST Qa4NGE CITY 2952, Je Ja old. 2006, 654, 3606,

SSSEX FILLS BORD Tl 2%, 55 12 364. 113. 1854
EATRFIECO3ORD s Y28, 0 B 0 3425, 0t tLe9Ls T o IS e L G T T s me e L PG g e e e
SLEN RIDJGE BIRJ 242, De 25. 33, 439, 139, 361.

[RVINSTON TOAN 2437, Je Oe 199, 13d33. 357. 2797,
LIVINGSTINTHP— - - - = =304, — -~ e -2 Leee 7 ietes - e % A I - 1525% ZIRG T T e
JAPLEW.IDD THP ’ 791. : Je 1294. 235. 1239. 717. 1508.

MILLBURY TP 585, 223 973. 607, 3212. 1254, 1940.

AQNTCLATR T4y 19495, AR P v C 0. - 125, ceoe o 2327 B - B e e 2 T e -
NEWARK ZITY 12323, : Je Je Lur2. 41154 1312. 14135.

NIRTH CZALJDAELL 4030 155. 285. Je 32, 41l 182. 338.

NUTLEY T O4Y : 1241, - Y L139. 453, T Y13 530 T 16T

JRANGE TITY 124%. Je V. 160. ) &3 205. 1449.

ROSELAND 5239 123, 443. 519. 4560, 143. 409. 531l.

SOUTH "JRANGE VILL B 2 e T { T T2IB.T T lw2B. U TTTTIS@5T T O T 110947 o

VERGHA 3330 437. 3r. 169. 237, 7L3. 283. 770.

AEST CALDAZLL 37130 333, 3l7. LGel. 533, 495, 592. 325.
AEST-OXANGE ~TOWN -~ - 137w o T T 2235, 706. T cpB2le T 1382, ot st 21754y



Region 11 - HUDSON COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
e~ S (RS- I VO S
. UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLCYMENT RATABLES INCOME WEALTH PROSP. TOTAL FINAL ALLOCATICH
JAYINNE C1TY 2548, Je 431, 2198, 1491. 1230. 3578,
EAST NEWARK BORQ) 64 . Je Q. Oa 32. 8a 72
SUTTEN3B SRS TOuN 235¢ et T 2 Fi B B 2 e o S - L et - - P
AARRISOY TInN 407, e Je 58 <089. 67 474
43BJKEN CITY 1556, de Q. 525, 541. 291. 1848, .
“JERSEY-<1TY *- - R 9256, Je it ¢ PR L3364+ ~ 77— 4283, 1530, — " 1 QT8G, T T e
KEARNY TOAN 1293. Je De 2191, 831, 906. 2199.
VURTH BERGEN TwP 1759, Je (VY 2356. LZ)6. 891. 2650,
“SECAUCJS TOWN" "~ 361, T Qe T T 3515:~ 2324 229, T TSI T 1818y T T
JNION ZITY 2123, Qs 0. 7162, 943, 426 2554,
AEEHAWCEN TA? 5J8. D Je 439, 3545, 21l1. 719.
THESTNHEA“YIRKTIAN " = 4149345 ~- 7 Sy 364, T U TR T T 296 T T T T 1 P 89, - o
c-15



Region 11 - MIDDLESEX COUNTY

'UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATIONS

UNADJUSTED

VACANT LAIID  EMPLOYHEHT RATABLES tlconic VEALTH PROSP. TOTAL

PRESENT FINAL ALLOCATICI
CARTERIT BIR) 715, 3. 3. 959. «lo. 342, 1057.
CRANBURY Tx? 69. 1265, 34, 3%. 79. 443, 512.

S OUNELLEN 8787 23). - 0. 289. 5. 133, 122. 352.
SAST BIUNSAILK Twp 913, 1399. 20l3. L329. 970. 1428, 2341.
EDISON TaP 1433, 2711, 3694. ¥1)5. 1680, 4347, 6280.

“HELMETTA—BIR0~ - -~ 30. - - 0. © 0. - 254 13, e T 40,
HIGHLAND PARK 83RO 532. 2. 290. 150. 463, 226. 757.
JAMESBJRG 3030 139. 48. 122. 53. 1. 3. 212.

T4ADTSON" TAP (0ld Bridge) ~1359. T6229.7 T 1693 514, © 930, 2319. - 3669, -
4ETJCHEN 3IR)D 49%. J. Je 334, 545, 232. 121.
_MIDDLESEX 30D +38. J. 831. 922, 324, 4Q7. 845,

TMILLTOAN 83RO 208. Je de 126. 173, 5. 283,

—MONRGE—FP——— — 289 St 39+ s 6 59 1148
NEW BRUNSWICK CITY 1321. 0. 1314, 799. 671, 698. 2019.
NORTH BIUNSWITK Twp 507. 1223, . 1302. 486, 753, 1259.
PERTH A4BOY CITY 1352, J. 0. 1254. 674, 483, 1835,
PISCATAWAY TwP L1352, 1162, 8044, 2356. 165, 3082. 4134,

—PLAINSBORE— TP — =555 19363 2985 - 2By Ty 413 4685 —
SAYREVILLE BORO 25. 1965, 0. 1298. 639, 980. 1906.
SOUTH avady CITY 292. 48. 620, 2234 173. 266. 558.

—SBYFHBRUNSHEK T WP 392 — 673+ e 1034v—rrm 335 2035 —— 2427,
SOUTH 2LAINFIELD BOR 562. 739. 3761, 2121, 421, 1762. : 2324,
SOUTH IVER BORO 492. 48. 0. 91. 323, 116. 608.

—5PEFSwIID—BIRG— =208, Frg 1525 15 “teds 24 333, -
WODJBRIJGE TWP 2171, 385, 5482. 4320, 2013, 3176. 5948.

C-16
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Region 11 -~ PASSAIC COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
At Lo 2T 1 0O NS
_ UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT RATABLES [INCCME WAEALTH PRCSP. TCOTAL FINAL ALLOCATICH
SLOIMINGDALE 3CR) 223, 437. 3. 70. 157, 176, 4C8.

SLLIFTON CITY 2344, 6520 == - Ga - 2589. - 2637. s L0 At s nite 4314, -
HALEZ TV 313D 257. 77. D, 117. 153. 88. 345,
4AWTASTNE 3J3Y 865, . Je 526. 537. 266, 932,
SLLTTLE FALLS TwP 394, - = 22Byrmem mm Qamm e 2234 - 330, - = -206w— - -~ - - 601.
VORTH 44L32T 873D 226. 452, 174. 584 250, 234. ; 460,
PASSAIC CITY 1933, 222, 0. 432, 1003, 414, 2403.

—PATERSIN CITY 49864 - - i Pt -1 PRI ERIEP § PN DRSPS 7L SUSSS - — 5735,-
POMPTIN LAKES 3URD 325, 25564 © 2. l4l. 394, 198. 523,
PROSPECT PARK BIRY 186. D 2. 49, 85. . 34, 220.

- INGWID) -8R0 2934 ©F383e- — - 100~ o 2Lt v 2308 0 0t 4Ll - 709,
TaTJdA 393D 321. 443, 374, 878. 222. 485, 806.
AANAJJE BORJ 242, 817 a. 122. L+t 221. 462,
WAYNE T4? 1343, 3350, 8065. 3324. 1593, 42C8. 5556,

~ AEST M{tFORD Tap- ©5524 - 4r2de— 1184~ 356, - 328, o 499 ———————2051,

AEST PATERSON BORD 366. 1562, 702, 503, 3L4. 420. : 186.



Region 11 - SOMERSET COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
A4 1. O C AT 1 ONS
UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACANT LAND EMPLOYMENT  RATABLES [INCCME WEALTF  PRCSP. TOTAL  FINAL:ALLCCATICH
BEDMINSTER TaP 85. 2135. 3o6. 215, 23l. 899. 984.
3ERNARDS T4P 319. 1779, R 759, 4324 147. 1066.
BERNARDSVILLE B0RJ 207. 221. 122, 138. ol7. 238. 446.
BOUND—BRODK “BIRT — T “35L. ~ T 3@gToocoT U0, U T1e8y © U U302, B U4 At 478
BRANCHBURG TWP 163. L3879, 562. 389, 16, 748. 916.
BRIDGEAATER TuP 306. 1513. 1577. 2121, 90. 1525. 2331.
“FARHILLUS BIRY —— === = = =2§ ;= o @Sy U o——0i C T <20, - T0.- T 49w ST T4,
FRANKLIN TAP 363, 2183, 3931. 1389. 104. 2552. 3415.
GREEN 3300« TP 120. 154. 322. 239. 144. 215. 335.
—HHESBORBUOH—TWP —~ —— - ——=296 - —— 43I === =I5L, * 43 - 241, S leele —————— 1162,
MANVILLE 8030 384, 124. 0. 273, 2281 156. 540.
MILLSTONE BORO 18. 63. 0. 10. 14. 22. 40.
TMONTGOMERYTWP == = === = 144, - "= 2095, 4545, T 345, == o ——1TT5m ~ tm 290, — m——= 1435 = - -
NORTH PLAINFIELD AOR 773. t5. 0. 234, 742, 248. 1921.
PEAPACK SLADSTONE 30 6d. 133. 99. 59. 61. 86. 148.
—RARTTAN—BIRI- 209, BT T 3T, 28 Tt C123. T T Q0% 420,
20CKY HILL 30R0 27. 34, 93, o, 37. 45. 72,
SOMERVILLE 30RD oo 33. 1110, 315. 356. 453, 919.
~SOUTH B3N "BROOK 43 143, g e s e T T T Ay T e s g
WARREN TwP 241, 1349, 66. 256, 327. 509. 756.
WATCHUNG 3JR0 13%. 110, L1046, 330. 260. 449. 583,
c-19



Region 11 - UNION COUNTY

C-20

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATIONS
. UNADJUSTED
PRESENT VACAHT LAND ENMPLOYLENT RATABLES {COtiE WEALTH PROSP. TOTAL FINAL ALLOCATION

B ERXELErHEI GHTS —THP-———339 20t —4 71— 13%9% =525 56t 90t

CLARK Tw? 534, To. Q. 409. 547, 258« 792.

CRANFIRD TwWP 797, 52. 752. 1J12. 87). 671. 1469.
TTEUTIZRGETH AT o 39Ty e 3 e )T T 295 23925 TT%73 E 2 10 & i

SANADI2 422) 248. 4, 204, 31. 327, 154. 402.

5ARAIT0 373D 169, ba D. 224. iis. 6. 255.
IS IOE T 721, e B 594 g 2% T 307 Y28 e ~
© KENILW2RTH 83R3 2639, 29, 705. a02. 214, 387. 656,

LINDEN ZITY 1369. 176. 0. . 4316, 933, 1364, 2733.
TTAOUNTATSTOS T BORD—~ - 22l 563 35173 483 %9953 335 5553

NEW PRIVIDENTE BIRO 343. 8. 17, 425. 533, 443, 826,

PLAINFIELD CITY 1551. 58. 2. 378. Ll15. 400. 1952,
TRAHRWAY TITY T T s g6 o Gy 239 0TIt 3 102 2 ) ) reQtTa——

ROSELLE 3010 740, 28. 523, 283, 5l5. 338. 1078,

ROSELLE PARK BORO 49%4. 3. 370. 161. 4Qd7. 235, 730.
TTSCOTCH 2LRINS TWP ~~ — 62T~ === —=3195 — "~~~ 0, - 310+~ 84t I Y & o 10053 -

SPRINGFIELD Twe 539, 117. 156, 345, 822. 635, 1174,

SUMMIT ZITy 789, Lul. 70. 868. L9356, 745. 1535.
UNION-T P s — 1757 142% 1659 1649, 858 2615% -

WESTFIELD TOwWN 1002. 126. 432, 390. 1914, 715. 1718.

WINFIELD TwWP 72. Je Q. 0. LE M 1l. 83,

TOTAL

REGION 1L 148750, 1313012. 131012. 131310, L31013. 131010. 2719763,



Region 12 - BURLINGTON COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATIONS
UNADJUSTED

e e DR ESENT TVACANTLAND ~ EMPLCYMENT T RATAILES INCOME WEALTH ——PROSP-TOTAL FINAL-ALLOCATICH——— — - - -
RASS RIVER Tap 25. 2613. 272. 51 35. 142, 771,

3EVERLY CITY 83. s. 100, £l 135, T6. 159.
SORDENT W LTy == == —p3gy~ ——— - Jr- - Ve T A T R s s [ g T s e P g e e e
3ORDENTIAY TwP 196. j6la 532, 450, £13. 458. 654,

SURLINGTIN CITY 352, 62. 2. 331. £34. 246, ' 565,

FORTINSTEN T arp— = 279 = 125 T h596 e 28 —5Gf— —emm— F PAEQ G s e e
CHESTERFIZILY Ta? 55, 4r?. . 357, 3C. 241, 256,

CTNNAMINSIN TaP 357, ' 2l 792, 1265, 134w, 513, 12€C.

TEANET TR - - 117, SE. 43, - 253, - Zzod. - -e- 268 ' R B

JELRA § TaP 274, 263, 3i5. 673, . e3o. : 473, 747,

ZASTAMPTS 4 Tab 64. 322. 26 “5. 144. 125, 2c3.

EAGEAATER PR TH S~ —m— g3, o by g o g T e T T
SVESHAM TaP 339, 1375. 3325. 1135, 624. 1€42. 1581.

FIEL2S3270 8280 17. , 7. 228, 25, 25. 72 £9,

FLORENCE Tap - 243, - 374, . 357, - -43C. - 425, e e 665, I
AATNESPIRT TuP 82, 203, 912, 219, 157, 389. 471,

LUMBERTUN TwWP 110. 341, 0. 481 227, 2¢t4, 373,

SAENSEIELDTwW2— " =~ e T T TSu07 T 276 ¢ 3 1 - T b - B 6L et
WAPLE SHLDIE TwP 476, 1. 176, 267 1¢ls. 458 S24.

4E0FORD LAKES BCRC 113. 4¢. 135, 24, 433. 160. 2173,

WMEDFURD ~TWP ™ *  ~ "t 215, S 20164 1ile. . a2, e 2 S 11 I e T 1 D IR
MODREST 34N TaP 409. 536, 2351, 1748, 1664, 1625. 2034,

AQUNT HOLLY TwP 352, 53. 245. 322. 600. 315, 666.

STOUNT—UATREU THP == ©=7 === 254, = -= 931, =~ - -1609. '~ 942. - “133. 1074. R £ P2 PR
NEW MANOVER TwP 195, 239, 196, 25, 1031, 358, 463,

JORTH HATIOVER Twe 223, 470, 50. 121. i68. 2:7. 451.

PALMYRA 2JRD 195. v¢, d. 142, 37d. 144. 319,

AEMBEATEA—BB2T- VLSRR ¥ P YR S /S g 1 S
PEMBERTON TWP 532. 2324, 295, 263 732, 5C3. 1436,

RIVERSIDE TWP 244, 21. s L10. -~ 451, 146. 350,
* AIVERTCN 30%7 V4. 3. 447, 28. _ 215. 288, 382.

SHAMONG TdP 37. 286, l. 35. 4. 266, 3G62.
S BUTHAMPFIN TP} 29 g e 46834 v - #3854 = © L30e - cooeme o 220 e mmemnm =62 G g e e TBG
SPRINGFIELD TwWP 60. 384, _ 76. 68. 1l6. 2€6. 346,

TABERNACLE TwP 53, 1982, 15, 72, , 14. 536. 5£9.
—AASHENG TEN—FHP— 23+ - T B e 1 T 22 566 58S
WESTAMPTCN TwWP 61, 333, 2390, 152. 142. 237, 258,

WILLING32IRO TWP 935. 12¢é. 622, 670, 2458. 969, 1874.

PRV T SN+ N5 34 S - NG Xc § VAU 179 —
WRIGHTSTCWN BGORO 75. 34. Je 22. S4. 44. 118.

c-21
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Region 12 - GLOUCESTER COUNTY

UNADJUSTED
ALLOCATIAONS

INADJUSTED
PRESENT—VACANTLAND — EMPLOYMENT —— RETADLES— INCCMEWEALTH——PROSP-TOTAL — -FINAL ALLOCATHE——— — - — -
—EHALEAN-BEREG L e A e 23 By =330 8- 15T 346 482« -
NEPTFIRD TWP 559, 1)74. 3434, 748 514, 1557. 2117,
EAST GREENWICH TuP 46 . 478, 296, 9C. 159, 254, 340.
TP - e o Ta. - 1J91. 26, 23, 5 m = Qg o 366 - - ome = B8Bw— oo —
FRANKL{Y Tuo 234, 4581 . 127, 199. 389. 1414, 1648,
SLASSB3C 33RC 3le. 5J1. C. 315. £z3. 517. 833..
—GREEM T -FRE e L 38— 276, Ve 220547 - o e g 3P e 685y s e 8FB g e
HARRISIN Twp £9. 490 53, 51, 120. 180. 249.
LOGAN TwP 48. 462 . J. 235, 34. 188. 236.
A ANTFIA—T WA e e e =230 = e =L b e - 368e = - 3090 —- SN ¥ NS )X Iy DU -¥ & [ R
MCNRIE TwW? 391. 4376, $64. 7C7. 568, 1654, 2045.
NATEONAL PARK BJRC 91. 27. 63, 27. 151 67. 158.
NERF 3853 T LT £ ¥ WRUDTRRRE B P SRS £ TSUDURNN NUNINSS - N S UMVESSR, 1 - 2R S S ¥ S DU —
PAULSBIIT 80RQ 222. 4C. 174. 58C. Z92. 271. 494,
PITMAY YIRD 255, €3, 213, 291, €50, 3z1. €l6.
S0UTH HARRISTY TAP 3, XN Je 1. 4. 126, 156,
—SHERESIAR EgERE - 69, 25. Je 124, 1iG. &5, 134.- SN e
ABSHINGTSH TAP 3717, Lil3. 1576, J12. $Co. 1153, 1530
AENCNAH 30RC &3, 35. 192, 18. 232. 110. 173.
AEST JEPTFORD TwP 335, 691 1949. Jal3. 128. 1689. 2024
AESTVILLE B30 157. 3. 716. 226. 239, 315, . 473,
—ABEBBTRY— I TY— —— = = - 36l - I PR Tiée 4238, e Bl e 1839 - - -19G0. - — e -
A0JDBURY HEIGHTS BOR 87. 42. 1854d. 358, é32a 6l0. €<7.
AOCLAICH TaP 29. 44C. Je ill. 32. 156. 165,
TuTAL ,
REGIIN 12 24521, 5460C. 540)0. 54630, S4éud. 546C0. 76120.
c-23
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APPENDIX D

Housing Allocation Criteria Data

Region 1 = Atlantic County . Region 6 — Monmouth County
Region 2 - Cape May County ) Region 7 — Ocean County
Region 3 - Cumberland County Region 8 - Salem County
Region 4 - Hunterdon County Region 9 - Sussex County
Region 5 — Mercer County ' Region 10- Warren County
Region 11
Bergen County Morris County
Essex County Passaic County
Hudson County Somerset County
Middlesex County Union County
Region 12

Burlington County
Camden County
Gloucester County

Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, May, 1978.



Appendix D

Housing Allocation Criteria Data - Sources of Information

Erployment - Covered Employment Trends in New Jersev by Geographical Areas of the State; New Jersey Department of Labor and Iandustr:,
Division of Planning and Research - Bureau of Operational Statistics and Reports, 1969 - 1976.

dcusing Neeu - An Analvsis of Low-and Moderate- Income Housing Need in New Jersey: New Jersey Department of Community Affairs,
Division of State and Regional Planning, 1975. '

iiousing Units - 1970 Census of Housing.

lrcome Wealth - 1970 Fourtn Count Census Tabulations for New Jersey, Department of Transportation.

Vacant Land - Survey by New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, Division of State and Regional Planning, 1975 - 1976.
Population ~ 1970 Census of Population.

Non-Residential Ratables - Tnirty-First & Thirty Eighth Annual Reports of the Division of Local Government Services,1968 & 1975:
New Jersey Department of Community Affairs.

Division of State and Regional Planning, New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, May, 1978.



COUNTY: ATLANTIC

REGION

MUNICIPALITY

ABSFCOM CITY
ATLANTIC CITY
32IGANTINE CITY
FUENA B3
BUENA VISTA TwP
CORBIN CITY
EGG HARROR
EGG HAK IR

FULSIM 39R3
GALL JWAY Twe
HAMILTON TwWP
FAMMONT IN T IWH
LINWIOD ITY
LONGPIRT 301
MARGATE VY
MULLICA Tw«?
NORTHFIELD CITY

Bt EASANTYILLE CETY
POARY REPUBLIC CITY
SOMERS PIOINT CITY

VENTNOR CETY
WEYMIUTH TP

ATLANTIC

1

ity
TWP.,
ESTELL MANJIR CITY

HIUSING ALLOCATIOQY CRITERTA DATA

1979

L2710 IN-PLACE

1970 — HOYSING AUS ING
PAPULATION  UNITS NEEDS
6994 1938 - 123
47859 22737 2161
6741 2559 170
- --3283 - —10T1 119
4239 1319 165
258 112 8
S 4306 Lhk 3 - 136
9882 3489 374
539 192 19
—1F6T Bl — - - 60
8276 2750 218
6445 2291 223
b ————3728— - 26t
6159 1793 99
1225 519 17
- 10576 - - 4316 147
3391 1130 141
8875 2529 184
e P4 93— 545
586 242 92
7919 3119 189
49385 -— 4282 - 192
998 387 41
175043~ — 67413 - - 5682

Vac ANT
NDEVELIPABLE

Lan?

(ACRES)

915
601
wl3
1423
1>324
L715
- 3453
21251
17924
w322
32)73
38403
fu4eS
EXAY

J

17
20340
469
162
3006
4+8
225
2242

213966+ -

L9a9-15706
EMPLOYMENT
GROWTH

-73
-4)5%5
313
-688
S

R 112 l PUI
1581
14
=2
196
-107¢4

-8t i e

933
-79
403
—45
214

tote— -
[}
1u94

- -6b ——n

i5

15€8-16175
WIN-RESIDENTIAL

( $000)

3838
39770
1384

. ..v.-'ﬁ‘esz [
4084
150

N T [ e —

34316

240
365+ —-
12690

- __.?..5_"*.—.._._... e s

1970

PERSCNAL
RATABLES GROWNTYM " |NCOME WFf ALTH

1$000)

1852¢ -

12014¢
24501
10832
9144
511
15599
22915
3264

- 4036
19360
16333
35734
27162
1J20¢
92247
7085
32882
32003
2661
27946
50465
166°%

565297
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AUUSING ALTUCATIUN LRITERTA UATA

COUNTY: CUMBERLAND

REGION 3 1970 VACANT 1968-15175 1970
1970 IN-PLAGE  DEVELJPASLE  1969-1576 NON-RES IDENT [AL PERSCNAL
e e 4 G HBYSENG————HOUSENG ——EAND ———— EMP LAY MENT—— RATABL ES—GROWTEH ———INCOME—WE ALTH—— — e e
MUNTC [PALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GROWTH {$0001 ($000)
-8R 1DGETON € 1Y 204 35— 687G 5 kB B - 562 o616 e BB € _
COMMERCIAL TA4P 3667 1214 153 3698 255 585 6541
NEERFIELD TW? 2464 L4 89 7995 25 1803 5282
DI ANF }',;:p_-.,_.,,,..-,A_._.__,,-, B T e S T . = S B L S4 - & A S | « - m——
FAIRFIELD Two 4990 1488 220 12015 324 3394 12152
GREENWICH Two 963 326 C 22 3734 25 696 2523
MOPEWELL THP-— -« = o —moe3GF Jmmm o R E e Bl - g PR B G s o o B Qs e - 1339¢ —
LAWRENAE Twp 2329 687 99 13220 14C 1323 4295
YAURICE <1VRR Two 3743 1169 110 30066 %66 1457 8581
4VLLvILL®s CITY - - - 21366 - - FBB T e e 5T - 21165 s — ——1053 e = -33699 - - - 73951 e
SHILJH 30R0 573 187 14 231 22 141 208¢
STOW CRZEK Tab 1050 340 23 1422 -36 166 3407
AP PEY DELREFZLDY ThbP - v ey BB — 23y o - 2R B & R e 0 O = - R - 13081~ 17058 - e e
JINFLAND CITy 47399 14599 1583 29453 2278 71881 146262
EUMBER LAND e} 24 3Tl 3G BFh e - 40T5 — - 157912 3383 - 137796 - - 353616 e

D-3



T HOUSING ALLOCAYION CRITERIX DATA
COUNTY: HUNTERDON
REGION 4 1970 VAC ANT 1968-1915 1970
1370 IN=-PLACE DEVELAPABLE 1969-1976 NCN=RESID® :TIAL PERSONAL
970 HOUSTNG HOUSTNG TAND EMPTIYMENT — RATABLES OWTH ——INCOME WERALTH — ———— —————
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GRIWTH 130006 ($000)
“ACEXANOR A~ TP 2121 650 &6 5303 —52 “11u7 800¢C B
BETHLEHEM TwWv 1385 448 40 3041 -48 1049 522¢
BLCOMSBURY BIR) 879 24917 24 N 84 214 1954 253¢
—CALTFON BORD 970 iR P ot & A i — 2% - T80 R e e PR T T T e e e
CLINTON TOWN 1742 583 56 392 -255 3185 6126
CLINTON YuP. 5119 1440 69 5380 g86cC 7317 17523
“DELAWARE TP~ 3249 T Y YSE T ST TR Y9 L] T T 2884 T T LS00 T
EAST AMWAELL TaP 2568 324 59 3270 98 11920 9508
FLEMINGTECN 3 IR0 3917 1515 99 102 -535 12196 16448
FRANKLUIN TWep— - - o mmmes - =2y 84 T 689 T T T T TR 26T Co144 0 TTTTTTT T 6683 1033% e
FRENCHTUOWN BI3) 1459 504 37 167 -la7 2148 4059
GLEN GARDNER 3JRO 874 262 25 L62 -612 337 1251
THAMPTIN-BIRTY— T AR & 2. 1. St - 7’4 S 5 S B % 2 S § - R 1" 7 : ke 313y T e
HIGH 8RIDGE A1IR0 2606 335 32 3710 -456 1228 655§
HOLLAND TuWpP 3587 1116 70 2338 574 6510 10438
CKINGNOOD TWP T T T T gy T SRR T T Ty T T T T g e gt 24385 T O TT2 T T
LAMBERTVILLE CITY 4359 1510 142 102 -384% 5291 11375
LEBANON 87R3. 885 290 30 134 19 2794 2971
TLEBANON TWP. T T T T F23¥5 " T IISS T T TBS +158 DS % : & &) B 12743 -
MILFIRD BIRO 1230 4l4 32 0 -669 4992 2463
RARITAN TwpP 6934 2069 113 1916 2396 32520 29039
“READINGTCN TW?P - 7688 233> 0 1t U135 41 R § 1. 1-Y S - 2837117 Tt
STOCKTON B8IR) 619 213 il 122 -1 782 165¢C
TEWKSBUY TwW? 2959 952 28 +164 -33 8652 24167
SUNTONTTWP ~ 777 CTTTTT T T3S 0 U550 ¢ B e £ 1+ )- S T2 T 0073 5009 —
WEST AMWELL TAP 2142 693 27 2396 19 -453 13052
—HUNTERDON - 69718 22066 1505—— 61981 — 9459 134833 - 257889 s




COUNTY: MERCER
REGION 5

HURICIPALITY

EAST WINDSOR TWP
EMING TWP
HAMILTOH TUP
HIGHTSTOUH BORO
HOPEWELL BORO
HOPEWCELL TV
LAURENCE TP
PENNINGTON BORO
PRINCETON 30RO,
PREJCETON TiP.

TRENTON CLTY
NG GTOL TLP
CIST OUMbsLh TP
HERCER

1970
POPULATION

11736
32331
79609
S431
2271
10034
19547
2151
12511
13551
Tag7uu
3311
250

304110

1970
HOUSIHG
URITS

4031
10243
24787

2016

761
2955
5178

704

3274

4235
3510

150"

1305

Ju3ys

HOUSING ALLOCATION CRITERIA DATA

1970
IN-PLACE
HOUS I NG

REEDS

210
728
1950
159
b2
140
329
33
228
181
41355
71
92

2320

VACANT

DEVELOPABLE

LAND
(ACRES)

3886
1759
3491
176
97
13621
GL5Y
160
15

=
Q

N
(93]

8
J

L1

unou
SR

L7056

1969-1976
EMPLOYMENT
GROWTH

2925
3256
4749
-2120
=226
254
5747
-1:30
350
-1179
-1524¢C
174

122

12517

1968-1975
HION-RESIDENTIAL
RATABLES GROWTH

($000)

55941
53342
96227
6397
2942
343837
86765
2161
15900
9325
40238

34906

LETG89

18790
PERSONAL
INCOME WEALTH
(sa00)

54681
140622
249186
20992
10638
73923
9160k
15200
62559
225009
213530
15014
34598

12344902



"AOUSTNG ATLOCATIOV CRITERTA UATR

COUNTY: HMINMQUTH
REGION 6

1970 VAD ANT 1968-19175 1970
1970 IN-PLACE DEVELOPABLE 129-1576 NGN-RESIDENT [ AL PERSONAL
- 970 HOUSING — FOUSING  —— CARD —— ENPLIYMERT — RATABLES GROWTH —INCOME WEALTH
i MUNICIPALITY POPULATION UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GA0uTH ($000) {$C00}
L‘“A’ttEWST—B‘T?U——" - To12 38y 15 6™ - =8y 2512 —6¥Y2—
ALLENTJ4N 37%:) 1603 500 39 T3 -317 1159 4974
ASBURY PARK CITY 16533 7023 375 44 ~401 132 341159
M ATOANTIC HIGHTANOS - —— 5102 1T7t8 s 0 B L - T R O3% T -22831
‘ AVON 3Y THE SEA 3310 2163 944 59 4 -331 1689 8507
BELMAR HIRD 5782 - 2238 148 7 ico 7194 L7947
FRADLEY AFRACH BIR7 ) 4163 TUTIIZ29TTTT U143 0 9 ¥ 1549 ~ T B4BE
ARTELLE 1 3R7 3594 1331 76 L70 13 5514 25268
COLTS NFEZK TaAr ) 5319 1543 51 5354 64 6498 3vg2E
T DEAU'BRO 2401 IRt T8 T T T 68 91 - T 1283 I ) 26474
EATONTOWN BN 14619 4336 358 313 2233 37053 43285
ENGLI SHT 4N 4URD 1048 332 41 127 4131 17 24172
STOFAIR AV EN 8T STt T ele2 T IR 96— T T T 41 -22 2349 ’ 43862C
FARMINGDALE 3)RD 1148 346 38 194 -1075% 2615 3738
FREEAILD BORT., 19545 4061 EXNY 120 556 137132 36334
— FREEMILD TWP, — 13185~ - 3559 166 —""""y3b4 1873 : 46320 - o 52809
HAZLET T WP 22239 5488 589 1125 Ik} 14028 54884
HIGHLANDS 3010 3916 1556 168 0 351 4918 Ai4%
— HOLMIEL TWP—— " - - - - - oel1T UTTIS2S %7 —3519 - 11 642597 7 - 29866
HOWELL TdP 21756 6140 643 : 2+325 L5539 ~6574 5¢115
INTERLAKEN AR 1162 365 2 10 -9¢ -1208 14174
—-KEANS3UJRS 800 9720 7 U310 TTTTR21 - -0 e -34 T 3149 17000
KEYPIRT $JR0 7205 2434 253 0 -364 14493 : 20994
LITTLE SILVER BR3N 6010 1736 68 282 Y- -7750 51955
— CDCH ARBIUT VILL - TU395 T T Y3 T4 R | C 3 527 1104
LONG BRANCH CITY 31774 11581 1189 0 Lab 30206 13957¢C
MANALAPA®'l TW? 14049 3392 173 4423 1041 9724 44192
TTUMANASQUAN TBIIRDT T T 4971t ST 1990 0t BT : J 171 11428 : 20871¢
MARLBIR] TwWO 12273 3218 157 2431 291 11373 41092
MATAWAN 30RO, 136 2832 237 0 C21¢ 7152 368312
CMATAWAN THP. 17620 4559 50U 1276 121 123859 §116¢
MIDOLETDw TaP : 24623 14322 L1993 lu2 39 L2E2 33818 PRI
MILLSTIUE TwW? 2935 741 73 1931 1S 31000 oot



ROUSING ALLOCATICT CRITERTA TETA
COUNTY: NINMIUTH

i REGION 6 T T T e e e e = -
_ 1970 VACANT 1968-1615 1970
o 1970 IN=PLACE DEVELOPABLE 1329-1576 NCN-RESIDENTIAL PERSONAL
T T T HOUSTNG T T T HOUSTNG CAND TEMPTIYMENT T RATABLES GROWTH b T
MUNLICIPALLTY ’ POPULATION UNITS NEEDS (ACRES) G TH ($000) —‘tﬂtﬁﬁomﬁﬂ
MONMOUTH BEATH BORTY— ~ 7~ " 20%2 135 35 %4 = T T=10% 962 11482 T T
NEPTUNE CITY 80RO 5502 1992 218 49 136 11398 16139
NEPTUNE THWP, 27863 8933 T8t 753 1952 62634 6337¢€
TCEANPART BIRI ™7 T50% 19172 139 294 3¢ T 251686 TTTT2E00ST T R
JCFAN TwWP 13643 5321 234 19617 tb61l 18460 95144
RED BANK BIRI 1?2847 51956 466 66 =1193 15168 4956%
ROJSEYCLT 370~ - ° ~ 7 T B T 258 19 398~ -~ .7 "o Jo T T T T YT T T T T 44711
RUMSON 33RJ 7421 2241 78 535 2Lt 3686 G61G917
SEA BRIGHT B1RD 1339 614 53 59 244 6598 53112
SFA GIRT 377 - R Y+ & ARy 7o Sl - R - 29 18 - - Ty 2IOT T T T 22308
SHREASBIRY #)n10. 3319 339 34 269 153 14092 : 23318
SHREWSHIRY TaP, 1164 419 43 19 9 0 1628
STMUTH BTLvA? 30R7 1490 - 583 - - 585 : & Ls : “1007 3957
SPRING LaKe 3.2 3396 1319 2 23 113 2006 33282
SPRING LAKE AFLGHTS 1502 1378 95 0 1117 5811 t4674
TINTI!I FALLS 3DRT ™~ T %4929 S =830 T2 T T 3085 T 292 T TR0 98 Y T 23018
UNION g8 4CA 2 IR0 5472 1922 314 0 -1 51711 10788
JPPER FAEFAILD) TwP 2551 194 64 2292 -37 2925 blaz
daLL Tad 1649y 9322 382 72?7 302 42348 61296
WEST—t-(N6 - =_AREH 3% = - 9385 S i o S tie GG - - e Fl g T e S QPR T 7 26706
MCNMIUTH 459371 142513 11318 137131 17552 623223 1757311

D-7



T T e s e HOUSTNG ALLOCATION CRITERIA DAFA e s

COUNTY: OCEAN

REGION 7 - : : e
1970 VACANT 1968-1975% 1970
1970 IN-PLACE DEVELDPABLE 19469-1976 NON-RESIDENTIAL PERSONAL
et - - 1910 - HOUSING HOUSING LAND- - EMPLIYMENT ——RATABLES -GROWTH - INCOME WEALTH -
MUNIC IPALITY POPULATION UNITS NEEDS (ACRES) GROWTH {$000) ($000)
~ “BARNEGAT LIGHT BORD : 554 - 413 : 7 9 219 - o e e} QR o e 2111
BAY HEAD BORO 1083 540 16 o 31 1240 11759
B8EACH HAVEN BORO 1488 858 33 ] 612 8816 1057
~——BEACHWOOD BOROD 4399 ~ 1543 144 B7H 89 - S 27191-— --— - 248t
BERKELEY TwP 7918 3425 280 14525 239 24175 18938
BRICK Twp 35057 11403 941 7129 1966 57993 106531
DOVER Twp 43151 15168 lite 14058 3949 10289 149843
EAGLESWOOD Twp 823 323 25 0 2% 1193 1928
HARVEY CEDARS BCRO 314 285 ] Bl 19 1244 2210
=~ {SLAND HEIGHTS BORO 1397 - - 615 27 56 C G - 1375 - 5904
JACKSON TwP . 18276 5150 514 29972 2595 27416 45767
LACEY TWP 4616 1943 159 31126 4951 17634 12364
-— LAKEHURST BORO - 2641 809 128 311 -36 - - - 1390 3837
LAKEWOOD TwP ' 25223 9413 1421 7935 1342 42593 14329
LAVALLETTE BORO 1509 749 39 J 96 32139 7023
— LITTLE EGG HARBOR Tw 29712 1281 - 528 15694 -2r - - 2605 - - 9734 -
LONG BEACH TwP 2910 2704 45 ;) 153 11681 14200
MANCHESTER TwP 7550 3343 293 23965 863 21269 19717
~MANTOLCK { NG BQRO e 31 127 : 4 ) -5 S 38459 4059
OCEAN GATE BORD 2222 1258 43 153 18 511 970
OCEAN TwpP 1081 559 58 11180 70 3511 13134
- PINE BEACH BORO 1395 548 33 32 13 880 1494
PLUMSTED TuP 4113 1353 170 8149 100 1576 : 8506
POINT PLEASANT BEACH 15968 5828 120 ] 599 12434 6157
——- POINT PLEASANT BORO 4882 2089 427 268 , ’13) 14801 168965
SEASIDE HEIGHTS BORO 1248 547 57 . o . 953 17529 4725
SEASIDE PARK BORD 1432 984 41 ) 317 4928 3647
—-SM{P BOTTOM BORO 1079 433 25 0 84 6896 7039
SOUTH TOMS RIVER BOR 3931 1059 207 b} 43 3695 6714
STAFFORD TwWP 3684 1842 117 12524 - 829 10815 9798
= -SURF CITY BOROD 1129 1224 23 2 . 52 3728 258n
TUCKERTON BORO 1926 1309 53 2316 426 3404 ‘ 5603
BARNEGAT TWP 1539 a07 43 o) 112 3650 7229
OCEAN 238472 19732 7153 130213 17159 418932 762754

D-8



COUNTYz SALEM

HOUSING ALTICATION CTRITERTA DATA

1370

Ry s e ma n

REGION 8 VACANT 1968-197% 1979
1970 IN-PLACE  DEVELJIPABLE 1969-197% -NON-RESTDENTIAL PERSONAL
B 1970 HOUSTING " HOUSING™ ~ = TAND ™~ " EMPLOVMENT — ~ RATABLES GROWTH —— TNCOME-WEALTH-
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS LACRES) GROWTH {$000) 1$000)
T ALUOWAY TwWP i 3 1+ 17 i & & MR o Mk B ¥ V-4 Ty R . ¥ § + stttk . 1 3 o 2l nsssmh CoTTT
ELMER BOROG 1592 533 34 171 295 1335 5596
ELSINBNRD TWP 1204 435 33 2956 -9 354 5153
—LOWER ALLOWAYS CREEK "~ 1400~ ~ ~~"&4&T —- e -l B 74 & e+ - - 1 72 -
MANNINGTDON Twp ' 1913 59) 43 7073 21 2703 6587
OLDMANS TwWP 2088 622 50 5142 23) B753 : 6118
~“~PENNS GROVE BORQ™ ~— -~ ST2T—" ~ 19T - 206 ©OCBDTT T T TT2BS T 3 & o Jas i © § 1] S e
PENNSVILLE TwP 13296 4299 316 5389 -67 431528 : 48463 :
PILESGRQVE TwWP 2706 197 70 4209 -14 2034 12868
~ PITTSGROVE TwP o T 8618 1374 16% 16243 “103° 1879 o 8843
QUINTON TwP 2567 783 85 109292 47 1587 8250
SALEM CITY 7648 2619 301 574 -124 7580 19690
CARNEYS POINT TWP 7016 2253 146 5142 -T42 1305 C2TTT
UPPER PITTSGROVE TwpP 2884 845 62 6352 41 1106 5989
WOUDSTOWN BORO 3137 1072 66 431 433 1908 13766
SALEM 60346 19392 1685 35137 1974 87184 190724



HJUSING ALLOCATIUN CTRITERTA DATA

COUNTY: SUSSEX

REGION 9 1970 VACANT 1968-1575 1970

» 1979 IN-PLACE  DEVELIPABLE  13,3-16T6 NON~RES IDENT 1AL PERSONAL

S — SENG— © —HIUSING = — tAND—————EMPLITMENT———RATABLE S GROWTH I NCOME W ERLTH—— e
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS (ACRES) G InTH ( $000) 1$000)
~—ANDOV-ER B IRG—— — 313 254 27 —268 323 —1889-— 2052
ANDOVER TwWP 3040 353 69 2364 124 5474 10154
BRANCHVILLE 30R0 91l 319 13 31 L34 3123 46117

~-B¥RAM TP e e o X B I A & 1 Al i o e e B B o S A - & (- & et
FRANKFORD TWP 2717 778 73 9799 107 1285 6639
FRANKLIN BORD 4236 1426 119 596 175 7985 11371

- FREDIN-FWP— — e e e PP P e G R s e PP R K P g g s e G e me  ee B b O - Gt
SOEEN TWP 1343 4o € 25 3428 a1 1101 5100
HAMA JQG 39R7) 1820 569 43 126 -20 4058 5690

HAMPTAN TWP 2091 634 51 4694 —— Y e 3G e - 8151 T rm—
AARDY STCN Tw? 3499 160 124 23940 46 5401 9977
HOPATCONG 8310 9052 2852 255 2173 149 2468 26742

LAFAYETTE FHO- = —o e 3292~ - 356 -~ - - 33 - S 2 ¥ O
MONTAGUE Twd 1131 397 30 2123 111 835 2345
NEWT 15 T OWN 7297 2504 234 457 116 10842 22017

- IGBENSBURG BIRG - - e 2822 - 636 - a5 o o g 38 D~ S —
SANDYSTUN TwP 1393 +70 35 2003 -¢ 1181 4356
SPARTA TWwP 10819 3236 153 SLT7 -195 6161 59787

- STANATIPE ~BARF- -+ - = 3O e B - - -84 - - - 66 - T 45— —— =223} = - - BT75Q : BRI
STILLWATER TaP 2158 821 62 3093 16 1164 5518
SUSSEX 30R7 2038 731 63 4 486 2317 648¢

CYERNIN THP e e~ 59 -4 42 136 - <942 m — 3 ——— ——— 40992 - cm e — - 181273 -
WALPACK TP 384 177 13 1470 11 -129 1315
WANTAGE TwWP 4329 1364 116 1676 £5 8038 10880
SUSSE X 17528 24274 1944 7+184 2813 1229¢6 260298

D-10



- HOUSTNG ALLOCATTON CRITERTA DATA

__ COUNTY: WARREN COUNTY

‘REGION 10

1970 VACANT 1968~-16175 1970
1970 IN-PLACE DEVELNPABLE 1363-1976 NON-RESIDENTIAL PERSONAL

- 1970 ROUSTING HOUSTNG T CAND ~— 7 TTEMPLIYMENT T RATABLES GROWYH — " TNCOME WERALTH
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GRIWTH { $200} ($000)

TTATCAMUCHY T THP 1138 TR 30 2753 =TT T TR Rg 2T 3182 -
ALPHA BORD 2829 933 69 479 -335 3480 8l4C
BELVIDERE TUaAN 2641 394 60 +00 324 71785 8551

TBLAIRSTOWN"TARP 2189 195 Dt 1 I -1 A - Iy - ¥ AR §¢ L £ ¢ SR & >4 ; B
FRANKL IN TwpP 1973 633 40 2246 . -3 1810 4714
FRELINGHUYSE®Y TwP 1118 351 26 3699 149 2147 4306

T GREENWICTH TWP — 1482 "~ R34 R 1) CTTTIRZTT O E1LTTSySeeE T o T T T 2R30T T T U SKTE T
HACKETTSTOWN TOWN 9472 2798 223 1252 299 19237 30316
HARDWICK TwWo 548 217 14 36920 a7 0 1880

T HARMINY TP oo o s 219G 680 45 +3562 - o 46 324l b t21¢
HOPE TwP 1140 126 23 2630 -8 821 250¢C
INDEPENDENCE TwP 2057 521 55 2175 -85 1421 7271

TUKNOWLTON TWp——— e e PR 0 629 736 T 3661 T T 161 Tt qggQT o T 4464
LIBERTY TWP 1229 44 4 28 19260 115 408 337¢
LNPATCANG TwWw? 3144 1248 15 Lo42 251 5590 14953

TTMANSEIELD TWP T T s o ey 546 1039 : TS . T a9S86 T T 0 251 : 8918 v T Tt 13T E
OXFIRD TwP 1742 502 48 L1323 -123 1321 449Q
PAHAQUARRY Tap 71 39 1 0 3 ~-681 L7¢

TPHILLIPS3URG TOWN ™~ """ TT8&Y ~~ " 'B226~ 7 T a%9 7 T 48647 TTTTTTT 450 ’ 25408 7 - T 5097¢"
POHATCONG TwW> 3924 1257 li4 2552 -394 2865 11353 -
WASHINGTNN AJRI, 5943 23142 213 565 -351 10382 2015¢

T WASHINGTON TAPC R 3585 U 1T2Y T T8 T T U379l T 181 T5%5360 0 T O 14721
WHITE TwP 2326 779 74 4232 21 17784 6332
WARREN CTUNTY & 7 733879 244356 ’ 1892 33232 2668 131797 235458



HIUSING ALLOCATIZ4 CRITERIA DATA

COUNTY: SERGEN
REGION 11 1970 JACANT ‘
197) IN-PLACE  DEVELUPABLE  1909-1576
R e 1970 - HOUSING - HIUSING-  LAND -~ —— E4PLJY4ENT~ -
MUNICIPALITY PIPULATION  UNITS NEEDS (1CRES) G0a T4
ALLENDALE B 624 1647 12 354 2t
ALSTNE 80D 1344 371 14 230 74
BERGENFIELD 41 33131 14354 349 31 116
ANGITA 4337 - 8125 - - 2ai2 201 6 1932 —
CARLSTAUT HOR) 7947 2621 225 336 746
FLIFFSINE DAK BN 14387 5278 %90 21 204
CrosTea 3920 3604 - - 2497 122 249 S
CRESSKILL 304 ) 7164 20)6 117 L8 360
DEMAREST B)7) 6262 1331 38 L7 -15
- DUMINT BORA iT534 - - 5179 368 26 Iug -
SAST PATERSIY BORD 22149 7228 643 I 315
FAST RUTHIRFIRD 30RD 85 36 2960 296 272 -1412
SOGEWATES a2 - - 4849 - 1345 - 185 75 pte
FUFRSN L IR0 8420 2134 161 23 460
ENGLEAON CITY 26985 5410 934 112 357
ENGLEWIDD CLIFFS BIR 59939 tol2 59 122 1358
FAIR LAAN 4020 31975 11775 6da 17 ical
FAIRVIEW 837 10698 3333 338 18 -287
~FORT LEE B - 30691 - 12918 1135 126 s
FRANKLIN LAKES 6039 7550 1979 et 719 2313
GARFIEL) CITY 19722 13960 1297 ot ~17%6
—SLEN ROCX B0 - S A30M - 3747 - ‘162 65 £12%
HACKENSACK CITY 35911 13364 1621 148 4147
HARRINGTON PARK BORO 4841 1288 64 79 54
—HASBRATE S HEESHTS A0 —= - }365F— — - 4458 - — — ILT - - - 73 - Rt IT
HANOR TH 3320) 3760 1337 38 34 P
HILLSDALE 8130 11768 sre 178 33 431
—HOHOKUS- BORA. - - - 4348— 1304 -~ - 42 - - 100 -~ - —16t
LEONTA 8970 8847 3140 178 25 445
LITTLE FERRY 30RO 9042 3230 256 73 251
L BDERBRE- - = - m o 25213~ - =346l - -~ 943 - 10 —ett—
LYNDHURST Twp 22729 1361 669 w2l 1494
MAHWAH TWP 10539 171 17 260

Joll

1968-19175
NON-RESIDENTIAL

($2300)

5276
2355
21568
TR T T & it
1264207
16678

© i a—— 9089 caw P

12551
1351

s e GG~

37117
46015
1836t
12554
44510
- 13224
49857
16540
e 08 & e
25668
29€46
t32pp-- - -
104897
2702

me—— - zon | GEEREEIE S

4958
9251

e ,_2"27,_ —_— e e

5870
24448

80040
56925

22465 = -

1970
PERSCNAL

RATABSLES GROWTH— ——INCOME WEALT N

($090)

- 3602¢C
13880
11237¢

..__.. .._,_,,.25668

19711
43728
et 46045
321¢€4
32434
56832
70372
25408
2003¢
32724
154072
58922
194078
34763

ot 2154178

66208
117102
- 84724
142115
23768
62830
32938
S644¢
- #7320
517174
32861
673}
65095
46485




COUNTY: BERGEN HOUSING ALLOCATION CRITERTA DATA
REGION 11 1970 VACANT 1968-1975 1970
197 IN-PLALE DEVILIPABLE 1909-15T76 MON~RESIDENTIAL PERSCNAL
St STt 4970 - HOUSTNG MOUSING ~  LAND - EAPLIVMENT  RATABLES GROWTH———INCOME WEALTH —
AUNTCIPALITY PIPULATION  MNITS NEEDS 1ACRES) G10a T4 13300) ($000)
= MAYWOIr-90RI 836 29— 249 —t5———— 212 I 3111 -1 et L. 7 & L ¥ Sy
MIDLAND PARK BORO 8159 2469 161 26 -32 12413 266413
MONTVALE B80R)] 7327 2090 117 488 - 2615 42314 34965
TMOONACHT S BOR— 2937955 T4 5F 1959 Iy
NEW MILFNRD BORO 20201 6394 5371 39 3617 9392 T4834
NORTH ARLINGTON BORO 13096 6336 598 233 ~341 9945 62821
T NORTHRVYACE ORI - 5 135 B ¢ & e 4§ S iSena & > et 1. 2 - » - At & T, K K
NORWZ0D AIRO 4398 1150 65 195 1C23 17360 17543
GAKLAND 83RO 14420 3798 226 136 1231 26196 483868
= LD FAPPAN -G - o = 139 } - e 4 > St 4 s 3 Sate e S S - ) F'-r et - 19019 -
IRADELL BORO 3903 2547 113 : 68 376 11892 55161
JALTSADES PA2E HURD 13351 +31> 21 39 -392 201930 43623
PARAMUS IR} 29495 7541 481 531 1303 190840 110674
PARK RIDGE 823 g§139 2336 151 L35 132 6171 17174
RAMSEY 430 125171 $ol10 2Us 232 L7455 3rr01 60350
“HOGFEELN 83O - -~ 11398 3335~ - - 306 - B ¥ - - & & s L K V-2 ¥.o T 42678
RIDGEFISLD P1IK TWD 14453 4334 415 78 -39} 11109 4799¢
LIDGEW 3 TW? 21541 3236 @17 ¢35 32} 17444 2651176
PIVER Z35% 81) 12850 4111 259 24 417 11€%8 63782
"RIVER VALE T4° s8R3 - - 2272 134 1356 231 11%09 45172
2CHELLT PARY TwWo 6330 2314 136 @2 6995 é9194 23474
<OCKLEIG B8R BIVE] 53 2 34 483 19806 516
HRUTHERFOLD 41D 22202 6331 513 ld4 402 24997 32139
SADDLE 400K TWP 15098 4359 339 122 4201 66892 45551
CSADDLE RIYER @R T T T UTTURAZT 0 T T4 13 +T9 I ¥ 4 T %28 54671
SOUTH AACKFNSALK TWP 2459 183 3o 21 ~473 45156 71580
TEANFCR Twh 42355 13337 Jie 34 391 er2ly 25111¢
TFHASLY 8NP) 14827 © 4618 218 42 - =23 12453 153305
TETERBIRND 41D 14 L3 J 2 -2591) 254131 ls]
UPPER SADDLE RIVER 1944 2)48 34 235 1614 369877 59787
~ WALDWICK "BORD ~— """ ° = 12313 3225 221 35 - 92 11226 38781
AALLLNGTON 8740 132144 1341 87 13 251 21250 11062
WASHINGT(ON Ta? 15717 201l 162 Lol -181 2217 3951¢
WESTWOU3 802) t1135 1467 239 120 199 L8393 193950
WOODCLIFF LAKE B8R0 556 Lees 16 327 21a 15791 hed
nWOD-RIDGE 432 4311 2360 L 3% 28 ~3415 Tiay 243,
“AYCROFF Ty 16039 143} (I 3¢ 17117 13199 G214
HERGEN 3313112 L3943 2121 Lellb 449723 19461221 w2l

e g e e e



AOUSTNG AUCOCATIGN {RITERTX DATA

__COUNTY: ESSEX

REGION 11

1970 VACANT 1968-1%15 1970
1270 IN-PLACE DEVELOPABLE 1369-1976 NON-RES IDENT LAL PERSONAL
T 19710 HOUSING  HOUSING —— LAND EMPLIYVENT —  RATABLES GROWTH " INCOME WERLTH — " -
YUNICIPALITY POPULATION UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GROATH {3000) {3$000)
= BETLEVIUCEE TN T T sy 114 0T 1000 Q =3161 2N - 2 208 e
BLONMFIELD TIWN 52029 13055 1413 0 -920 53480 217262
CALDWELL BORD aT19 3034 208 76 -323 7313 52230
T CEIARTGRAVE TWh T 15582 3658 290 ‘ 31y 552 B §° & 2-1 - Rk 52583 o oo
EAST ORANGE CITY 75471 29327 3792 0 -1304 37360 3035131
ESSEX FELLS BORU 2541 710 11 49 15 720 55016
STFEAIRFITUD BORO T T TR T3 0 TP T Ly T T LS T T Qe T T T 103813 7 Tt T 23186 -
T GLEN RIDGE 13119 8518 2403 113 0 34 2031 75418
(RVINGTICN TTan 59743 23340 2230 0 -6335 12149 210194
CLIVINGSTIN TAP . 3312 0 o T990 T 332 2187 T 2951 Tt 0T 86674 223038
MAPLENDID TwWP 24932 73256 426 0 1763 17467 194997
MILLRBURN TwW? 21307 5314 271 457 1336 37140 485845
CUMANTCLATS  TONNT T T T T T TR0 T 14849 T 1358 SR ¢ A £ 72 S o 8T -~ 770 351968 ¢
YEWARK CITY ' 3324117 L27337 23257 0 ~-513¢€5 65593 6317512
NORTH CALJOAELL 3IRN 6425 1549 61 391 -196 1937 621217
NUTLEY TOWN — - T 32099 0 10343 - e T T o 15956~ © 28349 B 138880 ’ T
CORANGE CTITY 32566 12356 1671 0 -1317 97192 99737
RASELAND AIR) 4453 1218 47 ) v30 791 73136 22424
$IUTH TRANSGS VILLT 0 T T1897TyT T TTs529% 70 T 271 ST T T g T T 149 o 216020
YERONA B80ORQ 15067 4840 310 76 231 12694 108547
WEST CALDWELL BORD 11847 3309 147 057 113193 32628 75108
TTHEST ORANGF T TOWN ST T RITLS T 13623 - 944 1591 T IQET T T TR 3224 T T h 275536 ’ T
£5SEX 923986 311554 38450 83813 13387 647554 39975017
D-1h



ROUSTNG ATLOCATION CRITVERTA DATA

COUNTY: HUDSIN
REGION 11 1970 VACANT 1568-1975 1970
1970 IN-PLACE  DEVELOPABLE  1569-1576 NON-RES IDENT AL PERSCNAL
— 1930 HBUS FNG————HOUS I NG ——EAND—————EMPLIMENT—RATABLE S GROWTH——INCOME—WEALTH— —— — ————— ———
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION . UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GROWTH {$000) 1$000)
-BAYONNE €Ty — 22943 2531t —2656——— B 589 13454t 26420
EAST NEWARK B3JRJ 1922 533 68 0 ~242 -3161 5702
GUTTENSERG TIwWN 5754 2338 244 . 0 -340 5429 22583
~HARRT SUN—TInN 1184 g PG — e eGP o Bt 3540 e RPQ e n ms
HOROKEN CITY 45380 15462 2477 0 -17510 38259 95840
JERSEY CITY 260545 91956 12274 0 -1547¢ 112350 759017
KEARNY T AN~ oo w3 P55~ 12 B4 o o | PG e e o cmm s g g e e e PRI F CERFREE ot e e e
NORTH BERGEN TwWP 47751 17477 1870 0 -31328 144213 213779
SECAUCUS TIAN 13228 3599 279 0 4302 142236 40578 _
UNIUN CITY - 58537 21141 3446 0 —1432 46622 ‘167198 e
AEEHAWKTN TH2 13333 5346 322 0 ~1uGé 29938 62715
WEST NSW YIRK TAWN 40627 14323 2503 0 -1622 22271 145632
AUNSIN 6739266 21l4a0l6 0 5391 EE019¢6 1561787

27454
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COUNTY: PaSSaic
REGION 11

MUNICIPALITY

TBUAOMINGDAL® BORD — T

CLIFTUON CITY
HALEDON 89R1D

“THAWTHORNE "800 7 7~
LITTLE FALLS TwP

NORTH HALEDTIN BURD

PASSAIC CITY
PATERSON CITY

PUMPT.IN LAKSS 83RO
TOROSPECT TPARK 37010

RINGLAOO3 33R)
TOTOWA BORO
AA'IAQUE BORD
AAYNE TwW?o

AEST AILFIRD TP
AEST PATERSTN BIRO

PASSAIC

1970 IN—-PLACE
o eGP HEBIS NG —HOUSING -
POPULATION UNITS NEEDS
R i £° ) SEY-#4 & - S &
82437 28254 2015
6767 2555 199
TTTUTTIILT3 65619 - %4 T
11727 3919 271
7614 2249 131
g 1 ¥ < iy & i - . Sat § & A §
144824 49335 80909
11397 3230 245
-0 O - T ¥ 3-7 ¢ “ 1569
10393 2957 235
L1580 3188 209
8636 2400 300
49141 13396 815
17304 5479 404
D ¢ ) A 13 S 4° L R
460782

HOUSTNG ACCOCATTION CRTTERTA DATA

1970

151074

17151

VACANT 1568-1575 1970
DEVELOPABLE  1969-1976 NON-RES IDENTIAL PERSONAL
LAND = =~ —EMPLUYMENT —RATABLES—GROWTH  — INCOME-WEALTH - e
(ACRES) GROWTH {$000) {$000)
BT 9 5 S~ (9”4 : S —E 1 I g -
1353 -4665 158472 420352
160 -3¢€2 7132 25137
g s gy 22y T U8565 % - ——
462 -2132 13669 60572
937 238 3575 39934
a6l T =Tr2T e 2ER2ZETT T T 159939 S
0 -12294 £8345 338106
531 -228 8616 62766
0 =182 - T 3019 —tC t13582° B
2371 Lo 1284 36732
366 511 53738 35350
1230 -173 7491 22914 -
0d51 11019 234029 25354¢
3566 1618 21801 52318
- 333 T o9y ~ 3gBO3 T TS 50041 -
25882 14765 664872 1682317
D-18




AOUSTNG ALCDUATION THRITERTA DATA

COUNTY: SOMERSET

REGION 11 1970 VAC ANT 1968-1975 1970
1970 IN-PLACE  DEVELIPABLE  1969-1976 NCN-RESIDENTIAL -  PERSONAL
N U — 1970 ———HBYSENG— — —HOUSENG—— —LAND— ———— —EMPEIYMENT—— —RATABLES —GROWTH—— ~INEOME HEBLFH—— - -
MUNTCIPALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS (ACRES) GROWTH ($000) ($000)
—BEPHENS TR Fr P 2EGF e o Bl 2P = 0 T 5—— 566) 43458 — ———— - - 38845 —— -
SERNARDS TWp 13305 3171 94 3691 Ces 46438 62396
IERNARDSVILLE BORAD 6652 21359 88 72 LéT 11439 57560
< ROUND BREDK IR - e G5 —I4FGm — -~ 33 - C Fg e - ik 3F = e = 102656 41766 —
ARANCHBRG TwP 5742 1661 124 5399 1¢8 23827 222¢1
BEIDGEAATTR TaP 31235 8007 510 3140 2155 129774 122922
FAR MELLS BRI~ - - o em TR = PeB e 14 211 28 1252 -~ = 9810 - -
FRANKL L Twd 30389 3572 835 3531 5370 85033 $724C
GRFEE D BRI AP 4332 1197 17 319 44 l4651 1989¢€
AILLSBIR IUGH T 4» Lol - 2942 216 10329 489 27¢81t 33346
WANVILLE 47R) : 13029 3315 399 257 -2152 16717 31550
MILLSTONE 9930 630 177 17 130 -123 b4l 199 2
CMAIINTLUHERY TP s R« 2 2o a5 - teld3 2 67 2215 2248 co- 21088 - 24412
NWARTH AL AINFIELD ROP 21796 7583 2 %06 32 ~-1721 14333 1025096
PEAPACK SLADST INE ) 1924 592 31 276 135 3596 8445
RARTTAN 3787 S — 669t 2471 207 182 509 13342 17689
2OCKY HILL bu<yd 917 268 18’ 79 134 387 Sl46
SOASRVILLE 8120 13652 4628 421 68 1516 19261 49252
TOSTHITH  BIUNMD 4RO 8 o0 -G 25 0 1420 167 10 10 2913 117C7
HARREN Two 3592 2453 134 2832 ¢ 15645 45223
NATCHUNG 3DRD) 4750 1330 57 229 1429 23231 35914
SOMERSET 193372 54152 4343 h5262 13373 494175 839685




ROUSING ALLOCATIOV CRITERTA DATR
COUNTY: UNICN o
REGION 11 1970 VACANT 1568-1915 1970
197 IN-PLACE  DEVELOPASLE  1969-1676 NON-RES IDENT 1AL PERSONAL
- 1970 HAUSING ——"HOUSING ~ ~~TAND " "“EWPCIVYMENT™ ——RATABLES GRORTH — INCOME WEALTH
GUNICIPALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GRIWTH (8000} ($000)
— B ERKELEY  HETSHTS TP 13078~~~ - 33F2— =~ (3G ~—= = —mp s s e G —~7083% - -m A —
CLARK TWP 18829 5302 300 158 -1123 25017 73884
CRANFORD TwWP 27391 7922 497 137 1927 61508 117380
— e {ABETH Oy — 112654 -~ ~—3941t1~ — ~—§FT5 - g vt TERRE2O T U o L1282 - o 322888 — —_—
FANWOGD BORO 8920 2467 115 8 275 4963 44181
GAKADOD BIRY 5260 1633 137 12 -183 13692 15476
CCHILLSTOE TWR e e 36 TTIE T T 4bT 1y —=ZIES U TTIE3ZE T - g&21T 7 T -
KENILWIRTH RIROD 9165 2671 244 60 963 36869 28821
LINDEN CITY 41409 13599 1265 366 -4135 264124 129908
MOUNTA INSTDE BORD™ " - 1920 -~ 2191 T3 117 4719 27393 - 69449 e
NEW PROVIDENCE BURD 13796 3337 130 135 382 26036 72748
PLALNFIELD C1ITY 45362 15413 1362 183 -2517 243138 150551
IAHWAY TITY e 29114 7498 879 195 326 %3739 C 95712 -
ROSELLE 300 22585 7352 740 58 715 17310 69671
R0SELLE DARK B0ORD 14277 #9212 337 6 506 5848 54947
SCOTCH PLATNG TWP— 22279 8231 369 ol T T a527 ¢ ‘18950~ — 118960 ———
 SPRINGFIELD TwP 15749 5352 27% 242 1233 51716 110891
SUMMIT CITY 23620 7341 516 222 56 53124 261254
S gNTON TADRTTT T 53077 - 17455~ - 1055 “254 -714 101506 - 22261¢C -
WESTFIELD TOWN 33720 9959 509 262 590 23839 258315
WINFIELD TwP 2184 717 76 0 0 4 596 ¢
UNTON 543116 174322 15400 3655 1636 1039412 2373662



COUNTY: BURLINGTON _HOUSING_ALLOCATION CRITERTA DATA . . . o ..

REGION 12 1970 VACANT 1968-1915 1970

1970 IN=-PLACE DEVELOPABLE 1669-15176 NON-RESIDENTIAL PERSONAL

T T T T HOYS ERG T T THAYSING T T LAND T T ENPLOYMENT - CRATABLES GROWTH T INCOME WEALTH T T o - e
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION UHITS NEEDS {ACRES) GICWTH {$700) {$000)

- -BASS-RIYER TP —— - — o e @} H— e~ 334 - e 25 A PG e e B e ] G P e P - e e
FEVEXLY CITY 3108 955 109 46 73 1863 7982
AJIRDENTOWN CITY 44990 1562 111 0 -532 4445 16815

- ~RORDENTFIWN FuP — e PRI — 2232 - o e (YL o e PP F o e e 3G s o PAT2e - - e e 30538 - - —e s
HURLUNGTON CITY 11991 419 351 327 -3311 11623 31777
BURLINGTON TwP 10612 3132 262 3157 1243 19146 35242
SCHFSTFERFIELD - FP— -~ -~ - — 3199 631 - 33 S 2321 - -9 12089 - 5331
STINNAMINSON T WP 16962 - 4220 239 L1165 516 39495 79264
DELANCO Tx2 4157 1343 79 335 379 78719 15825
—--DELRAN TWP-- -~ - == — 30048 - — 3151 - -- L4t - - telSs - 245 - - 20519 - - -371505
SASTAMPYON TaP . 2284 T34 72 1099 23 1506 8466
EDGEWATFR PAIK TWP 7412 2224 ila 598 4 1340¢ 26954
FYESHAM Typ : - L3a77 3340 295 - - 1283 - 25€6 31561 48606
FIELISBIRO 8)I1Y) 615 199 23 37 171 ar3 lé4ae
FLORENCE TaP . 355) 27138 222 L9TT -2162 27341 25351
HAINESPIIRYT Twe 2990 940 : 95 - 1100 : 108 ' 8494 - 928¢
LUMBERTON Tw? 3945 1260 98 1432 =259 14650 13372
MANSFIELD TW? 2597 76 81 3991 214 4728 9812
MAPLE SHADE TwP - 16464 3478 B 15 L 375 = 127 17291 59919
MEDFIRD LAKFS BIRD 4792 1237 71 243 1¢8 719 25517
MEDFNRD T42 3292 2+75 i19 1Jo44 - get _ 14378 37578

CMONRESTAIWN FaP - - - 15577 412~ C 249 - o 2839 — - - 1426 53280 - 109902 : Ce—
MOUNT HOLLY TwWP 12713 )42 452 279 221 9803 35402
MOUNT LAUREL TwP ti221 2920 185 2023 1250 28706 46780
NEWCHANDVER TP~ - - 27410 SR I L e & . B RN U BV 1. S I LV 1?7 59036
NORTH HANDVER Typ : 9858 2561 360 2484 19 3700 1579¢
PALMYRA 3IRD 6969 2240 173 297 -543 4324 223172

PEMBERTON-BARG -~ - -~ - 1344 - 312 - Y O R £ 1 I R & 2 - - 1488 398¢
PEMBERTON T4P 19754 6119 , 746 12269 229 3009 43198
RIVFRSIDE TwP géle 2839 276 il2 ~405 3355 . 26587
CRIVERTON B8R - e - - 3442 1991 - 55 - 15 - <o - 658 , 864 16215
SHAMONG TW2 1314 422 40 2206 1 1064 2315
SOUTHAMP TON TP 49492 14£8 140 s 84 133 5445 1297¢C
—SPRINGFIELD Frf - - - 224% odé 73 4666 e 55 - 2069 . 6863
TABERNACLE TwP 2103 . 699 70 Lyas6? . 1 2225 4355
WASHINGTON TAP 673 203 26 L1508 -165 1991 113¢
g STAMPTON TP - 261430 102 79 2021 1T 5865 3348
WILLINGRDRD TwWP 43414 1044 862 5% . 483 20431 144G7C
WOODLAN) TaP 2932 2517 23 1+735 42 1790 1145 -
_"':'IRIGHTSY;“‘"{ .;;_)Q:f) Zflfl “3’31 I.32 Zol - 1€ 25C5 3199

JURL TNGT ™Y 323132 3TTLO 1421 1”3{)22] 134063 424992 10932132



COUNTY: CAMDEN

THUUDING ALLULAILUN ULRLIEKLIA UALA

REGION 12

MUNICIPALITY

AU ON—I0RG -~ —-
AUDUBON PARK 3JURD
BARRINGT 3N A IRQ

—HFEEMARR—BER +—— -
BERLIN BURID
BERLIN TP

——RAROFTHLARM HOIRT
CAMDEN CITY
CHERRY MILL TAP

—CHESTLHURST 33RO
CLEMENTIN 8120
COLLINGS 4000 30K2

—GEAES3* ) 9 1RTF -
GLOUCEST =R CITY
GLOUCESTFR TnpP

—HATIANFE S0 3R
HAQDDMN HIIGHTS LR
HADDON T WP

“HI~MELLA BRIRDY -
LAUREL SPRIIYUSS ulR
LAWNSIDE 30R7

S ENDENRILD- 9 IR
MAGNOLTA #4011
MERCHANTVILLE 30<0

~~MAURT EPHRATY 3]
JAKLY! BIRJ
PENNSAUXEN TaP

—PINE-HILL--BORD - -
PINE VALLEY HIRQO
RUNNEMEDE 31R1D

— SBMERNALF H3RD
STRATFORD B IRT
TAVISTOCx B8O

—VYOORHEFS Twe :
WATERFOJRD TaAP
WINSLOW TwpP

TTROONDL YNNE B - -

CAMDEN

e e e i et i

1970 VACANT 1968-1975 1970
1970 IN-PLACE DEVELOPABLE 1963-1676 NON-RES IDENTIAL PERSONAL
- e b G R G B NG HOU SENG ——EAND T E NP LAY MENT o RAT ABLES —GRONTH—INCOME WEALTH

POPULATION UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GRIATE (%000} {$000)
= A G P25 23— 5 ~354 11468 LELLY.)
1492 498 14 Q 3 13 3538
8409 2688 205 ) 11 ~472 107417 32995

e o B B . & & £~ Ammmt 322 e 2P Y — el G RO —
4997 1420 L L8 LaL7 333 8455 17922
5092 1587 170 L1251 -45 2925 11710
4 £ 15 —35F P I B T G GG e e e~ QR G ()
Lu2551 34525 4602 1] -3692 49291 18245¢
64395 13336 544 2061 9468 218055 382252
8ot - PRy e o P e e PGy o R T 1 I 1 — - - - LG8E
4492 1328 140 293 256 ST71 12676
17422 66176 401 28 151 3787 7294C
2634 fY R 53 - 97 “82 3t76 6738
14717 3669 598 J 73 17686 35878
206511 7312 597 . 3250 529 21494 75185
13118~ -~ 2ot e o - Mg el - 16442 127351
0 9355 3353 190 46 305 5539 45179
18192 22317 267 135 1ce 18156 95931
1195 - 478 —— -kt - oo 54 - - 3% - R & & Rt 5181
) 2566 1g2 106 23 281 2177 10305
2757 335 115 416 2€5 8542 6328

- 22199 - 3 FI I 4R Reen e Q0] - AR B Bl 4 L e LI U 7% ¥ SRRt
5893 1737 227 38 114 4305 14134
4425 1588 109 0 -1582 2568 24695
- s GGG e ——] §G G s P e 62 “5¢ 4809 18685 -

4626 1761 1430 28 -66 3196 13l11s
356394 11300 318 1093 2243 131484 122938
- =-5132 b - & 8 & SRS V-1 3. S et o L18T - - -~ 10032
23 18 0 0 2 150 91
10475 32)2 306 211 294 7092 32999
45540 - 198 292~ 197 201 6389 18754
9801 2176 168 L42 331 11123 30444
12 0 0 1 -1341 ~105 c
6214 - 1630 ~~13% - -~ 3399 ~=ii3¢ o e GG — — — 20362
4073 1178 90 6l60 -2 4309 938¢C
11202 2343 209 14306 1615 17731 20892
3191 - 1959 a1 20 o T =23 172 S48
455291 143150 12374 51+l 132C2 737802 1610484




ROUSTNG ACLOCATIUN CRITERTA UATA

COUNTY: GLOUCESTER
REGION 12 1970 VACANT 1968-19175 1970
1970 IN-PLACE  DEVELOPABLE  1569-1576 NON-RES IDENTIAL PERSONAL
s v - — e AND T E M P LY MEN T RATABLES —CRONTH— —INCOME—WEACLTH —
MUNICIPALITY POPULATION  UNITS NEEDS {ACRES) GROWTH {$000) ($000)
~—EEAY FONBORO- 5} 9} 55—} I —— 3298 —tee 10063 12582
DEPTFNRD TWP 24232 6429 862 5670 2667 22792 62258
SAST GREENWICH TWP 3280 991 69 2481 FEN) 2136 10188
B o A L R A - B =1 >¥58 24 ———— PG I
FRANKLIN TwP 8990 2687 288 26299 T 81 6078 23573
GLASSBORO BARQ 12938 3634 356 in -55Q 27888 35302
SREENWLEM TP ——- e G P | § G 2 g G R——————= PP T IG——— - - 139G -
HARRL SN TWP 2661 191 58 2589 45 1547 1697
LOGAN TWp 1840 555 50 2437 -25 6242 5350
- '*_ANT*JA- T s e e —— QG4 -1 T T RS - K S oy GG e P e & 7.a Tl MR .0 | . § B —
MONRIIE Twe 14071 4496 435 23103 143 21559 316290
NATIONAL PARK BORD 1730 1351 141 143 . 43 808 9661
B Y RN T T Sep— 1487 GG — s 50 om 726 L ¥y S T - R
PAULSBURD 8130 8384 2555 321 210 135 17685 18641
PITMAN BIR] 10257 3393 211 36l 212 8885 4150¢
- SOUTHHARRESIN THP = —mmm ———f gy —mer gty ] o PGPt § F e m g e s e 2D - - 2535 : -
SWEDESBIRO BIRJ 2287 198 51 133 -137 3785 1024
AASHINGTON Tdp 15741 4339 203 5905 1302 27195 57885
—WENOTAR- ARy 2364 1) 28 8% thy——- 854G e 12924
AEST DEPTEORD TWP 13928 3853 339 3506 1514 104047 46542
WESTVILLE a0NR]0 5170 1408 125 159 556 6895 18489
— WEODBURY—CHFY - 2408 i 369 159 554 46100 S 52039 S
WOODBURY HEIGHTS B0R 3621 1000 68 224 1443 9391 14855
WOOLWICH TWP 1147 330 26 2536 -41 3373 2072
GLOUCESTER 172681 51350 4751 93998 10737 375843 529324
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APPENDIX E

Subsidized Rental Housing Units in New Jersey*

Region 1 - Atlantic County Region 6 -~ Monmouth County
Region 2 - Cape May County Region 7 - Ocean County
Region 3 - Cumberland County Region 8 - Salem County
Region 4 - Hunterdon County Region 9 - Sussex County
Region 5 — Mercer County Region 10~ WarrentCounty
Region 11
Bergen County Morris County
Essex County Passaic County
Hudson County Somerset County
Middlesex County Union County
Region 12

Burlington County
Camden County
Gloucester County

* Based on the report, "New Jersey Directory of Subsidized Rental Housing", Division of Housing and Urban Renewal,
New Jersey Department of Community Affairs, 1978. ‘



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS
Completed Projects
Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221

County/ Committ— D-3 Public
Municipality Sect., 8 Sect, 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR £, 2 ousi

Section 8
Existing Housing Farmers
Home Mortgage

Atlantic

Absecon
Atlantic City 267 806 241 311 1,648
Brigantine
Buena 60

Buena Vista
Corbin City
Egg Harbor City
Egg Harbor : 172

Estell Manor

Folsom

Galloway

Hamilton - 104

Hammonton
Linwood
Longport
Margate City

Mullica
Northfield . ‘
Pleasantville . 152 88 - . ‘ 184
Port Republic .

Somers Point . 225
Ventor City 198 . ' .
Weymouth

TOTAL 465 w06 | 1,35 329 311 1,892




Assisted Housing ﬁnits For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY : . OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed . Projects } Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 -~ ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total _ Leased Admini

Bergen

Allendale
Alpine
Bergenfield
Bogata

Carlstadt
Cliffside Park 354 100 15
Closter :

Cresskill

Demarest

Dumont

East Paterson
(Elmwood Park)

East Rutherford : ] ' 143
Edgewater . 25

Emerson ' '
Englewood 375 ' 32 8 150 200 171

Englewood Cliffs
Fair Lawn ’
Fairview

Fort Lee 226 : 225 225

Franklin Lakes
Garfield ) ' 321
Glen Rock _
Hackensack . . 444 250 250

Harrington Park
Hasbrouck Heights
Haworth
Hillsdale




Assisted Housing

Units For The State 0Of New Jersev

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects Section 8
Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ . Committ— D-3 - Public i Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total TLeased Administration
Bergen (Cont'd)
Hohokus
Leonia 77
Lictle Ferry
Lodi 260 200 200

Lyndhurst
Mahwah
Maywood
Midland Park

Montvale
Moonachie

New Milford
North Arlington

Northvale
Norwood
Oakland
01d Tappan

Oradell
Palisades Park
Paramus

Park Ridge

Ramsey
Ridgefield
Ridgefield Park
Ridgewood

River Edge
River Vale
Rochelle Park
Rockleigh




-

Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects

Section 8
Projects Under Comstruction Conditional Sect. 221

Existing Housing Farmers
Committ- D-3 Public Home Mortgage

County/

Municipality __Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 - BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total leased Administration
Bergen (Cont'd) ’

Rutherford
Saddle Brook
Saddle River
South Hackensack

Teaneck 158
Tenafly ’

Teterboro

Upper Saddle River

Waldwick

Wallington 375
Washington

Westwood

Woodcliff Lake

Wood-Ridge
Wyckoff

D.C.A. 215 215

TOTAL 750 303 158 - 57 8 1,672 1,190 1,076




Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction

County/
Municipality

Sect, 8 Sect, 236

Conditional
Committ-
_ment

Sect, 236

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8

Sect. 221 Existing Housing

D-3 Public

Farmers
Home Mortgage
Sect. 202 Housing Iotal Leased Admindstration

Burlington

Bass River Twp.
‘Beverly City

Bordentown City
Bordentown Twp.

Burlington City
Burlington Twp.
Chesterfield Twp.
Cinnaminson Twp.

Delanco Twp.

Delran Twp.
Eastampton Twp.
Edgewater Park Twp.

Evesham Twp.
Fieldsboro Boro
Florence Twp.
Halnesport Twp.

Lumberton Twp.
Mansfield Twp.
Maple Shade Twp.
Medford Lakes Boro

Medford Twp.
Moorestown Twp.
Mount Holly Twp.
Mount Laurel Twp.

New Hanover Twp.
North Hanover Twp.
Palmyra Boro
Pemberton Boro

164

£-5

BMIR -

45 41

90

50



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects :
Under Construction Conditional
Committ~-

ment

Sect, 221
D-3

BMIR

Sect. 8 ' Sect. 236 Sect. 236 ect,

Burlington (Cont'd)

Pemberton Twp.
Riverside Twp.
Riverton Boro
Shamong Twp.

Southampton Twp.
Springfield Twp.
Tabernacle Twp.
Washington Twp.

Westampton Twp.
Willingboro Twp.
Woodland Twp.
Wrightstown Boro

TOTAL

164

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8 :
Existing Housing Farmers

Home Mortgage

Public

202 o}

140 45 41



Assisted Housing

Units For The State Of New Jersey

County/
Municipalitv

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed Projects
Projects Under Construction Conditional
) Comnitt-~
Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment

Sect. 236

Sect. 221
D-3
BMIR

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8
Existing Housing

Public

Sect. 202 Housing Iotal Leased

Farmers
Home Mortgage

JAdministration

Camden

Audubon Boro
Audubon Park
Barrington Boro
Bellmawr Boro

Berlin Boro
Berlin Twp.
Brooklawn Boro
Camden City

Cherry Hill Twp.
Chesilhurst Boro
Clementon Boro
Collingswood Boro

Gibbsboro Boro
Gloucester City
Gloucester “wp.,
Haddon Twp.

Haddonfield Boro

225 364

145

Haddon Heights Roro 124

Hi=Nella Boro

Laurel Springs Roro

Lawnside Roro
Lindenwold RBoro
Magnolia BRoro
Merchantville Boro

200

123

130

86

2,333

70
95

100

29



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jérsey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect., 236 BMIR Sect, 202 Houging Total leased . Administratdion
Camden (Cont'd)
Mt. Ephraim Boro
Oaklyn Boro
Pennsauken Twp,
Pine Hill Boro 660

Pine Valley Boro
Runnemede Boro
Somerdale Boro
Stratford Boro

Tavistock Boro

Voorhees Twp. 267
Waterford Twp.
"Winslow Twp.

Woodlynne Boro

TOTAL 860 494 631 253 86 2,598 29

£E-8



County/
Municipality

Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction Conditional
Committ~-

ment

Sect. 8 Sect., 236

236

Sect. 221
D-3
_BMIR

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

“Sect, 202

Public

Section 8
Existing Housing

Tatal

legased

Farmers
Home Mortgage

Administration =

Cape May

Avalon

Cape May

Cape May Point
Dennls

Lower

Middle

North Wildwood
Ocean Clty

Sea Isle Clty
Stone Harbor
Upper

West Cape May

West Wildwood
Wildwood

Wildwood Crest
WoodbIne

D.C.A.

TOTAL

206

206

Sect.

102

102

204

311

311

Housing

300

85

121

170

676

50

50

75

75

140
390

121

123



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects ‘ Section 8
Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect., 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 : " Public Home Mortgage

Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. Housin

Cumberland

Bridgeton 200 : 56 100 400 80
Commercial
Deerfield
Downe

Fairfield
Greenwich
Hopewell
Lawrence

Maurice River :
Millyille 100 370
Shiloh

Stow Creek

Upper Deerfield ]
Vineland 148 100 325 165

TOTAL 200 304 200 1,095 245




Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersev

Countv/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY

JIOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction

Sect. 8 Sect., 236

Conditional
Committ-
ment

Sect. 236

Sect. 221
D-3
BMIR

Sect.

OTHER

HOUSING PROGRAMS

202

Section 8
Existing Housing Farmers
Home Mortgage

Admipnistration

Public

Housing Total Leased

Essex

Belleville
Bloomfield
Caldwell

Cedar Grove

East Orange
Essex Fells
Fairfield

Glen Ridge

Irvington
Livingston
Maplewood
Millburn

Montclair
Newark

North Caldwell
Nutley

Orange
Roseland
South Orange
Verona

West Caldwell
West Orange

D.C.A.

TOTAL

148

815

87
2,574

183

3,807

240

114

1,275

143

1,772

523

126
153

145

802

1,143

221

1,034

416

128

300

428

456

673

12,905

530

14,564

50 .

200

150

60

815

10

157

10
310

146

57

690



Assisted Housin

Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Under Construction

Projects

County/
Municipality

Sect.

8

Sect,

236

Conditional
Committ~
ment

Sect.

236

Sect.
D-3
BMTR

221

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8
Existing Housing

Public
Sect. 202 Housing Total Leased

Farmers
Home Mortgage
Administration

Gloucester

Clayton Boro,
Deptford Twp.

East Greenwich Twp.,
Elk Twp.,

Franklin Twp,
Glassboro Boro
Greenwich Twp,
Harrison Twp,

Logan Twp.
Matua Twp,
Monroe Twp.
National Park Baro.

Newfield Boro.
Pauisboro Boro.
Pitman Boro,

South Harrison Twp.

Swedesboro Boro.
Washington Twp.
Wenonah Poro

West Deptford Twp.

Westville Boro.
Woodbury City
Woodbury Heights Boro.
Woolwich Twp.

TOTAL

172

344

80 -

80

140 90 2

140 103

140 230 105

168

172



Assisted Housin

Units For The State Of New Jersey

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects

Under Comstruction Conditional

Commite~ -

Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment

Sect., 236

Sect. 221
D-3-
BMIR

Sec

Hudson

Bayonne
East Newark
Guttenberg
Harrison

Hoboken
Jersey City
Kearny

North Bergen

Secacus

Union City
Weehawken
West New York

154%
1,091

240

1,284

2,769

412

231

643

* 432 units not financed - not included.

47

993
790

1,830

398

398

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

284

0

Public
u,

1,248

154
268

1,353
3,804

985

100
456

668

9,036

Section 8

Existing Housing

75
112

200
75

100
100

175

837

75
112

191
64

100
86

160

788

Farmers
Home Mortgage



Assisted Housing

Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Complefed Projects Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect., 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect, 202 Housi : i
Hunterdon

Alexandria Twp.
Bethehem Twp,
Bloomsbury Roro
Califon Boro

‘Clinton Town
Clinton Twp.
Delaware Twp.
East Amwell Twp,

Flemington Boro
Franklin Twp.

Frenchtown Boro
Glenn Gardner B8,

Hampton Boro
High Bridge Boro
Holland Twp.
Kingwood Twp.

Lambertville City
Lebanon Bere
Lebanon Twp.
Milford Boro

Raritan Twp.
Readington Twp.
Stockton Boro
Tewksbury Twp.

100 8

36

14



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersev

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects Section 8

Projects Under Comstruction Conditional Sect. 221 Existiag Housing Farmers
County/ Commi t £~ D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect., 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total leased Administration
Hunterdon (Cont'd)
Union Twp.
West Amwell
TOTAL 100 58




Ascisted Housing Units For The

State Of New Jersev

NE¥ JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction

County/
Municipality

Conditional

Commict-

Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment

Sect. 236

Sect. 221
D-3
BMIR

OTHER HOLSING PROGRAMS

Public

Sect. 202 Housing

Section 8

Existing Housing Farmers

Home Mortgage

Total  Leased

Mercer

Fast Windsor Twp.

Ewing Twp.,

Hamilton Twp. 160
Hightstown Boro.

Hopewell Boro,

Hopewell Twp,

Lawrence Twp. 100
Pennington. Boro.

Princeton Roro.
Princeton Twp. 239
Trenton City 806
Washington Twp.

West Windsor Twp.

TOTAL 1,305

161

356

517

229

229

223

223

100

120
229 1,964

229 2,180

Admi

85

85



Assisted Housing

Units For The State Of New Jersey

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed Projects
Projects Under Construction Conditional
Committ—

Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment

Sect., 221
D-3
Sect. 236 BMIR

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8
Existing Housing Farmers
Public Home Mortgage
Sect. 202 _ [JHoyslee  Total Leased . Administration .

Middlesex

Carteret
Cranbury
Dunnellen
East Brunswick

Edison
Helmetta .
Highland Park
Jamesburg

Madison

(01d Bridge)
Metuchen
Middlesex

Milltown

Monroe

New Brunswick
North Brunswick

perth Amboy
Piscataway
Plainsboro
Sayreville

South Amboy
South Brunswick
South Plainfield
South-River

Spotswood
Woodbridge

D.C.A.
TOTAL

122

206
205

96 v 181

302 327 181

101

101
E-17

252

160

124

566
208

754

75

360

166 122
2,499 166 122



Assisted Housing Lnits For The State 0f Yew Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 : Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Houging Total _ Leased Admipistration

Monmouth

Allenhurst
Allentown
Asbury Park 350 170 115
Atlantic Highlands

Avon=By- The=Sea
Belmar 50
Bradley Beach
Briellie

Colts Neck
Deal

Ea tontown
Englishtown

Fair Haven
Farmingdale 86
Freehold Boro, 164
Freehold Twp,

Hightands 30
Holmde 1 1 -

Howe 11
Interlaken
80

Keansburg 131 ’ 50
Keyport 248
Little Silver

Loch Arbour




Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersev

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
Ceunty/ Committ~ D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total leased Administyation

Monmouth (Cont'd)

Long Branch 248 643 100
Manalapan
Manasquan
Mariboro

Ma tawan Boro

Matawan Twp. 108
Middletown 96 189 ) 196
Millstone

Monmouth Beach .
Neptune Twp. 345
Neptune City '
Tinton Falls

100 7

Ocean . 1 15
Oceanport : 231
Raritan Twp, 212 241

(Hazlet) :

Red Bank 90 75 16
Roosevelt
Rumsan

Sea Bright

Sea Girt
Shrewsbury Boro.
Shrewsbury Twp.
South Relmar




Assisted Housing

U'nits For Th

State Of New Jersev

NEVW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS
Completed Projects Section 8
Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ : Committ~- D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect, 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Housing Total . Leased Administration
JAonmouth (Cont'd)
Spring Lake
Spring Lake Heights
Union Beach
Upper Freehold
Wali
West Long Branch 93 150
D.C.A. 125 59
TOTAL 1,358 503 241 231 2,235 465 82




Assisted Housing Units For The State 0Of New Jersev

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction Conditional
Committ~

ment

Sect. 8 Sect., 236

Sect.

Sect.
D-3
236 . BMIR

221

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Public

Sect. 202 Housing

Section &
Existing Housing Farmers

Home Mortgage

leased . Admipistration

Total

Morris

Boonton Town
Boonton Twp,
Butler
Chatham Boro.

Chatham Twp.

Chester Boro.
Chester Twp,

penville

Dover

Fast Hanover
Florham Park
Hanover

Harding
Jefferson
Kinnelon
Lincoln Park

Madison
Mendham Boro,
Mendham Twp,
Mine Hill

Montville
Morris

Morris Plains
Morristown

76

180

E~21

74

61

400

100

400 118



+ ]
Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey
NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS
Completed Projects . Section 8
Projects Under Construction Conditional Sect., 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ- D-3 Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202  Howsing . Total leased .. Administration

Morris gCont'd!

Mountain Lakes
Mount Arlington
 Mount Ollve
Netcong

Parsippany=Troy Hills
Passalic

Pequannock

Randolph

Riverdale
Rockaway Boro,
Rockaway Twp.
Roxbury

Yictory Gardens
washington
Wharton

TOTAL

E=22

256 535 500 118



Assisted Housing

Units For The State Of

New Jersey

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction Conditional
Committ-

ment

Sect. 8 Sect. 236

Sect.

236

Sect. 221
D-3
BMIR

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Public

Sect. 202 Housing Total . Leased . Administration

Ocean

Barnegat Light
Bay Head

Beach Haven
Beachwood

perkeley
Brick
Dover
Eagleswood

Harvey Ceders
Istand Heights
Jackson

Lacey

Lakehurst

La kewood
Lavallette

Little Egg Harbor

Long Beach
Manchester
Mantoloking
Ocean

Ocean Gate
Pine Beach
Plumsted

Point Pleasant

152

E-23

98

70
100

268

Section 8
Existing Housing

Farmers
Home Mortgage

70



Assisted Housing

Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Under Construction

Projects

County/
Municipality

Sect.

Sect.

236

Conditional
Committ-
ment

Sect.

236

Sect.
D-3
- BMIR

221

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8
Existing Housing

Public

Sect. 202 Housing Total Leased

Farmers
Home Mortgage
Administration

Ocean (Cont'd)

Point Pleasant Reach
Seaside Heights
Seaside Park

Ship Bottom

South Toms River
Stafford
Surf City
Tuckerton

Union
(Barnegat)

8

152

98

660 572

438 660 572

70



. Completed

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Projects

Projects ‘Under Construction

Sect. 8 Sect. 236

Committ~

Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

Conditional

ment

Sect. 236

Sect, 221
D-3

Passalc

Bloomingdale Boro
Cilfton Clty
Haledon Boro
Hawthorne Boro

Little Falls Twp,
North Haledon Boro
Passalc Clty
Paterson Clty

Pompton Lakes Boro
Prospect Park Boro
Ringwood Boro
Totowa Boro

Wanaque Boro

Wayne Twp.

West Milford Twp.
West Paterson Boro

TOTAL

704 92

242

946 92

171

71

76
88

164

BMIR -

144
899

1,043

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

120

316

436

Public

600
2,294

2,894

Section 8
Existing Housing

25"
150 108
300 202
475 310

Farmers
Home Mortgage



Assisted Housing Units For The State 0Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS
Completed Projects i
Projects Undexr Construction Conditional Sect., 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ~ D-3 - Public Home Mortgage
Municipality . Sect. 8 Sect. 236 - ment Sect. 236 IMIR Sect. 202  Houging . Total  Leased .. Administration

Section 8

Salem

Al loway

Elmer

Elsinboro

Lower Alloway's Creek

Mannington
Oldmans
Penns Grove 120 : . 153 = 48
Pennsville 200 144

Pilesgrove :
Pittsgrove : . 7
Quinton .

Salem . 258 128
Upper Penns Neck
{(Carneys Point)

Upper Pittsgrove
Woods town 17

TOTAL - 120 200 144 ) 411 200

E-26




Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

County/
Municipality

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Proiects

Projects
Under Construction

Sect.

Sect. 236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR

Conditional Sect., 221
Committ- D-3

Somerset

Bedminster Twp.
Bernards Twp.
Bernardville Boro
Bound Brook Boro

Branchburg Twp.
Bridgewater Twp.
Far Hills Boro
Franklin Twp.

Green Brook Twp.
Hillsborough Twp.
Manville Boro
Millstone Boro

Montgomery Twp,

248

North Plainfield Boro

Peapack Gladstone
Raritan Boro

Rocky Hill Boro
Somerville Boro

South Bound Brook
Boro

Warren Twp.
Watchung Boro
D.C.A.

TOTAL

154

402

OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Section 8
Existing Housing Farmers

Public Home Mortgage

Sect. 202 Housing Total Leaged Administration

100

75 6

76 46

100 151 52



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

Completed
Projects

Projects
Under Construction

County/
Municipality Sect.

236 ment Sect. 236 BMIR

Conditional Sect. 221
Committ- D-3

Sussex

Andover Boro
Andover Twp.
Branchville Roro
Bryam Twp,

Frankford Twp.
Franklin Boro
Fredon Twp. .
Green Twp.

Hamburg Boro
Hampton Twp.
Hardyston Twp.
Hopatcong Boro

Lafayette Twp.

Montague Twp. .
Newton Town 222
Ogdensburg Boro

Sandyston Twp.

Sparta Twp. 150
Stanhope Boro

Stillwater Twp.

Sussex Boro
Vernon Twp.
Walpack Twp.
Wantage Twp.

TOTAL 222 150

E-28

OTHER HQUSING PROGRAMS

Existing Housing

Section 8

Public

80

80

4

Farmers
Home Mortgage

Sect. 202  Housine  Total Jeased.. Admindstratdon



Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey

NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects : Section 8
Projects Under Construction Conditional © Sect. 221 Existing Housing Farmers
County/ Committ~ D-3 Public Home Mortgage

Municipality Sect. 8 Sect. 236 °  ment Sect. 236 BMIR Sect. 202 Houging Iotal Leased Administration

Union

Berkeley Heights Twp.

Clark Twp.

Cranford Twp. 181 .
Elizabeth City 1,616

Fanwood- Boro
Garwood Boro
Hillside Twp.
Kenilworth Boro

Linden City : ) 201

Mountainside Boro '
New Providence Boro )
Plainfield City 247 ) ‘ 473 175 131

Rahway City 289 196 . 40 - 161 150 40
Roselle Boro 170

Roselle Park Boro
Scotch Plains Twp.

Springfield Twp. 137

Summit City : . : ? 40

Union Twp. 155 233 R

Westfield Twp. 172 20

Winfield Twp. ,

D.C.A. 125 35

TOTAL 861 686 233 60 ’ ' 2,491 - 450 206

E-29




Allamuchy Twp.
Alpha Boro

Belvidere Town
Blairstown Twp.

Franklin Twp.
Frelinghuysen Twp.
Greenwich Twp.,
Hackettstown Town

Hardwick Twp.
Harmony Twp.

Hope Twp.
Independence Twp.

Know!ton Twp.
Liberty Twp.

Lopatcong Twp.
Mansfield Twp.

Oxford Twp.
Pahaquarry Twp.
Phillipsburg Town
pPohatcong Twp.

Washington Boro
Washington Twp.
white Twp.

TOTAL

¢ EA
Assisted Housing Units For The State Of New Jersey
NEW JERSEY HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY OTHER HOUSING PROGRAMS

Completed Projects : Section 8

Projects Under Construction Conditional : Existing Housing Farmers
COUFCY/ Committ- Public Home Mortgage
Municipality Sect. 8 Sect, 236 -~ ment 202 Housin
~Warren

q!u.‘l -—y

512 100 13

512 100 13



