N’\ﬁr - (-84
A4 Ll 3 R skt Gompobagins
- qattabem o name
- . X
V/&/@w
QI

AMQOoo 134 b



kP\VEY S "‘\O)!\O‘NlTZ P.P.P. A : : ) ! : RS AM I
s i &'96 reicpment Consultant i o k i . : : 2 000124D
amatiiity ?11 g O L g .

S

~= 7 ‘JD

ADDENDUM TO JOINT MEMORANDUM i< i=
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a ; | L | FER 61984
TO: Honorable E.D. Serpentelli, J.S.C. s
| | i o 1 bﬂm“ Sy
"RE: Mt. Laurel II Fair Share Computations mmmsmﬂnﬂUS e

DATE: ‘February 1, 1984

This adaendumkte our joint memorandum dated January 30,

'1,1984, covers two points which, because of time constraints, were
not incorporated in,the joint memotandum. 'Sinée‘it has not been
'reuiewed by Coppola and Chadwick;kat this point they represent my

own opinions.

Prospective Housing Need - Calculation (page 7)

After~dtafting the orginal memorandum I can see problems;'

‘in‘émgiYQRMCOmmunityﬁusingwonlymonewmethodmcfmprospective share'

PR

projections ~be‘example, 1n a mun1c1pa11ty with no jobs or a

A Al

shrlnklng job base, lt would serlously affect the future numbers..'

Consequently, I would suggest that-a‘more prudent method would ber.»_~

to use more than one method and 90551bly ‘average them to assure

o e i e 1 g

that Lnd1v1dual anomolles do not dlstort the overall flgure.

t'_

Prospective Housing Need - Allocation (page 9)

1.. . One other allocation methcdt which should be ~given
consideration is the Rutgers -~ CUPR model. . They suggest four
criteria, as follows: (a) vacant developable land; (b) employ-

‘ment growth; (c) per capita ‘total ratables; and (d) previous
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production of ‘SubsidiZed units. Whlle the Vacant developable
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land hasfproblems ‘in terms of:its "datedness" and perhaps should

" be restricted to vacant developable land in growth areas, it

'represents an lmportant element in any allocatlon formula; agaln,ki
w1th the caveat that 1t should be current w h~f L
2. . The most current flgures for any statlstlcs should be
available.; We note“ln'thee301nt memo~198l, for example,,forr

employment, but 1982 data 1is nowkavailabie.

,Determination of Medianslncome_(page_ll)

I‘m' of the opinion that,,theyjsimpleSt method of
‘determining median lncome, ‘which in and by itself is not
Critically 1mportant fbut onlY"as 'a basis for determining

affordablllty, is to use the HUD a551sted hou51ng figure whlch 1s

e aal

kuadjusted for fam11y~51ze.,‘Wh11e the new flgures will be usxng
’hthe PMSA' s and may be sllghtly hlgher than the current ones 51nce
they omit ‘Essex County, lt would be somewhat 1ncons1stent to
suggest that . assxsted hou51ng 1n the communlty 1s not ellglble

,for Mt. Laurel credlt because :its median famlly~ 1ncome_ is:

slightly hlgher than a computed statistic.  The other major

~advantage 1s;that_1t~1s revxsedlannually.
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