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___tlon to engage in a '

'QSo in effect unless the developer had an inten-

zoning battle with the township be

~wouldAhay§«td.follou the specifications set forth by the

townahip for development, is that right?

R Sure. He must meet the requirements of the ordinance.

i

i - So as a planner when one is analyzing hethggqug'

T

not to put in an apartment zone or not put in an apartment
zone and Ghen one 1s analyzing what the nature of the
apartment zone 1is, isn't‘one also analyzing the type of

person who will be able to afford the apartment. built

. in that zone?

P

A Not really. Let's take Berlin Borough, for example.

We just recommended an apartment ordinance to them. This
wa& done a year ago, I think, and it is my recollection

we had a density of about 18—un1ts per acre. If you want

to build 18 units per acre you'can build'subsidized units

or non-subsidized units.

Q Do you know what was approved in Berlin Borough?
A No, I don't. ‘ .

Q You don't know if that proposal was ever approved!'
5,~ It was approvad by the Planning Board but !hethor it
ever mt .doptod I don't m\t. ' R oo
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'Q  Js 1t also significant how Mount Laurel should

~ relate to the region?

-

3 e e
Q And analyzing how Mount Laurel should relate to
the region, what does that analysis consist of?

A My impression of Mount Laurel and its function in the

region is by and large as a_dormitory.l

I——

Q A bedroom community? -
A A bedroom community.

Q With approximately 4,000 acres in an industrial

state?

A I don't think that the 4,000 acré ;ndustrial land
zone 1s realistic, number one. And nﬁmber two 1t would
have been largely chopped up in the planned unit develop-
ment, had they been approved;

Q Why is it presently still zoned in that manner

if it is unrealistic?

4

A One of the thinga_ge are now doing under our pianning

contract 1s reanaly;ingithe'comprehensive plan and the”

zoning ordinance and reanalyzing the need for a new planned|
unit development ordinance. ‘We are analyzing the need for |

“_vqbarﬁ-nt qutrietstf'vé are tnai,i;ng éha»nood.tor Isnyii
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.»preaently in the process of re-evaluating all of Mountf/
Laurel ordinancesvand codes and you are capgble now --

A No, sir. The zoning ordinance and the compréhensive

”

‘the analysis how to introduce them in Mount Laurel Township

o You keep talking about subsidized h&ﬁsing. I keep

triéjintefésving; In other nords you are

pian.
*] Just the zoniAg ordinance and the comprehensive
plan?
A" ‘And the capital improvement.prograﬁ;
Q Soir Qart of the snfiysis should be part of the

subsidlzed'housihg you are presently capable of forming

talking about in terms of density. That is the way I think.
It 1; up to the builder-developer, it is his responsibilit
to decide whether subsidized or not subsidized.

Q Density is not the only factor in cost, 1is that
cozrect?- '
A It is a major factor.

Q It is a major factor? Isn't availability of

land also a major factor in a particular zome?

A Yes.

sk e if the entire township, 22 squart‘-ilcs was.

zoned 12 to the acre, that would have a tr‘lluﬂﬂnl:'

tmuloummoom




; drop extgns.}voly so you nould mi cheupor und cott °
bgqauae there \(gglg__ be rsc}_ mchwconpetitt;it;nito change the -
Lo land so that you change the entire valué of the »1:“:{ e
4, Q  So you would have .che_aper land and mgreat:‘er
5 g, density? R
6 ; A Cheaper land and greater density
} ‘ Q Would that facilitate the building of subsidized
8 . housing? . -
i 9 A It could. 5
10 : Q Suppose instead of doing that we Jjust ca.fved off
n a small area of the township, a very small area and use
7 12 my characterizdtion of a very small ‘area :u-ound say that;.
13 | will be 12 to the acre density, what would that do to thg
6 ~ u]  cost of that land? _
; 15 * A That would be extremely valuable land in Mount Laurel
16 | Now, as long as it was competitive with land zoned 12 unit$
17 per acre everywhere else, but you see there is no @gic to
“ . 18 | living in Mount Laurel so if a develope”r'can buy the same
b 19 tract of land at half the j:rice in Voorhees Township and .
SR < 20 : ﬁe is trying'to hit the same market, he will buy thc 12
E - N .aorea of the uall plece in Voorb«l Tomship or uhcmor.

g ¥ Doyouhnowotw Imdinlbqnttc\in sonodhla '

Kt 5 i B s S i 1 - a0 R A i Hba s
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. available. The same sources that you have been using,

A If you think as part of the planning process. to

prepare a master plan that the planner must analyze every

- use map. You'have the DVREC maps. You know the land is

the cost of planning would be so prohibitive that none of

Mount Ltnrel Towmship. el e T j;' ; ,,.'f;

'Q Cherry BII?

A Idon't know‘their'o}didaﬁéél 1 only \now the

ordinances I have been involved .
Q I asked you unw ;ou could possibly relate Hount

Laurel to the area if you don't know what they are zoned

rom ; 2 ™ : : a4

-

i

.

district and every county in the region I am afraid that

the towns could afford to do it. You look at the land

®

T-an awre.
Q If I told you there was not too much land in
this area, hypothetically, not tqo much land.in the area
zoned 12 to the acre, and I indicated tQ you another
hypothetical that Mount Laurel zonéd a small area 12 to
the acre, what would be the effect of the cost of the ian@? :
A It would increase. % .

Q I show you Exhibit P-ll, the master plan of‘

i}
e L il e )

. l .
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P The land u;e pltn in Nount Lnnrcl !blnihip.

" Mount Laux-el Township? '

A Well, not controls, really. It is g‘projectipn for

3 |

‘A Moderate urban zone well, it is shown in several

A rhora 1: a color version of the plan. Do you have Ltﬂn

Q was that a projection for land use control in m;;

future land use'andvdevelopment:> iy : W‘I S .
Q Does 1t‘spec1fy'density?
A It refers to them, hodern urban; suburban; rural; -
public semi-public and opén spaces; commercialiénd
1nduaérial. : = 2
3 Does it contain recommendations for density?.
A Yes.
Q - vmat 13 the Fecommendation for density in the
modefate urban zone? ‘ o |
A Maximum growth densiéy wouid be 12 dwelling units per
acre. |
Q  Could you find the moderate urban zone on that
map, plgase?

-

locations.

Q - Would you point to the aeveral locations, please?

Q

3 nave my eolornd vnrl&on;:_ ol

e R
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portiuu orthetomahip.- ER e o

Q. Do you have any 1des how mich acreage is zoned

~ in those areas?

A e, Taomit. A -

e Would ybu relate the percentage of acreage zoned

" in rural?

A  Rural is yéllow on here. Obvibusly the larger‘portion. ‘

-

It coincides.-

Q I am not asking what the areas coincide to. I'm
Juat’aaking whether you can relate it in terms of gize to
that area designated in red which is moderate urban?

A !llu.ch larger.
f'Q The area which is related a'a suburban. Can you

relate that to the size? e

A  That is about equal to the rural in aéreage I would

o

say. L .
Q  Would you say that the vast proportion of land

zoned for residential according to this plan would be 1n

the wburban and rural area?

A k’ - V ’. 5 £ i
Q can “you ulatc to the Ccmrt utut tho px'oposod

,dwlitr s in tho rural m;? R
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Vluaster plan.g Now that shows, does it not, a range of ¥

A Three dweil;ng units'per acre.

A,E "Point three.

ks e

oo
density within the suburban area?

A Yes.'

Q What is the maximum permitted?

Q What is the minimum?

X 1%

Q Difecting your attention to the rurai area,
what 1s the maximum permitted in the rurél area?
A Point 75. : |

Q  Point 75 dwelling units to the acre?

I direct your attention to the miniﬁum in the ruralt

area, what is that?

L]

6 Point three dweiling uniéﬁ per‘acre?

I direct your attentlon again to that map, the map
of the land useuMount Lgurel‘now is presently zoned
provides 20,000 square foot lots? g
5 fh§tmis correct. :

Q In the R-3 ;qnef'

And in that remaininsmpoftion of the R-1 zone, 9,375|

square foot lots? ; <"‘ Yo ey e

5
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8

A A little less, yes.

- will become much less dense than presently zonéd for, is

“tbat not correct? %

‘.uow'bodparinc'tua nnpo. thj$-j0 ar'fdapondant ﬁppn,i third

el
A I mld have to figure this out by rauli:iplying all

P e rﬂ.. % 3 ; PEa

e ﬁ“_%ﬂ_q X o bkt

Q Hell, 20,000 square root are two to the acre netﬂ =

Q  What wépld point thfee to the acre bé; less or
more? ‘
A It would be much less, of}course.
. Q Point 75 to the acre?
A Much less.
Q" And 157
A | Well, less.
Q - Much less. 3
So:in otﬁer words in the prcposed‘zoning map or

density control according to the master plan Mount Laurel

A _ No, I think the problem we have here 1smthat at
the’timé this plan was prepared they are assuming a planned
unit development ordinance which they don't have any lonsoJ

so that they have goc to rpthink the whole plan or a new

planned unit mncpmut.og_d\;nmcq T thin&g if you m

SRR ML




g too mnch, that 1s correct/

plannod unit devalopnent, ia thatt:jﬁyect?_
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b Q»" So we are talking S i ,

A That is the area where we have our major development

limitations.v

o :
I - -
Q So we are talking then in terms of_development”

of the R-3 zone in terms of this map and that map?

- Gl
- LR R esary

A " Yes. -

'@ Acecording to the two density controls in the

present map and the one proposed there, 1s 1tAnot correct

to say there can be a substantial decline in permitted

density in the area?

A Yes, but you stili have the big indusf;ial 4,000 acres|
and this map shows using sqmehgr‘that industrial area in '
residential development which 15 where the‘12 units per -
acre came into some extent and the planned unit development|
came 1n. : : ‘ : g o

'Q  The area zoned industrial, can you tell in what.'

category that area will be zoned according to this plan?

A Some ot 1t will be zoned industrial. Some will be

moderate urban and some will be luburban. » , 3
o , Wmhwulﬁm-wmdmmntaumr
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;A' . Yes.

’diagrams contained in the Master Plan Report of 1969,

A 15.7% according to these pie diagrams.

minl968uﬂm1n¢in1968, thﬁumtom

'"fQ Do you have tlu existins lmdmu up Iith m

E-l zone? iR e G LT

A No, I don't

oe e,

Q ' Do you have ybur computationa with you?

A Yes.

Q Can I see those?

Q I direct your attention to a series of pie

I

Exhibit P-11. Would you explain to the Court what that

pie diagram shows?

—

r/
/3 i
A Land use 1958, land use 1968, zoning 1968.

Q Now, in Zoning 1968 in land dse; what percentage
Qf the iand in Moﬁnt L#ur?l Townéhip is used in residential?

Q@  And in zoﬁing in Mount Laurel Township ;ccordlné
to 1968, what percentage of land 1n Mount Laurel Tounship
13 zoned R-1 and R-a.
A Calo L

Q. H!ut would bn the ditrcrcnce thcn h-ctmecn land

fesc iy
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but not -~

Forgetting the R-1D for the moment.

~ & So you have lost some acreage there for the moment |

b

N Forget that for the moment.
A The other thing --

- vI am asking you a direct question.

A% wkll answer 1t the only way I can. They have

S o e

taken out roads- and streets as a separate category and

I don't know how much of those roads go to residential

and how many don't so you are adding apples and oranges

‘nere. ¢ o

Q I have 7.4°% for,rbads and Streéts.

A That doesn't rélate streets to anything else added

‘to what, residential?

Q ‘Residential. :
A Agaih you are adding apples and oranges. 23.1%.
AQ Eleaséasubtract tbeﬂrggidenzial land use at
that point in 1968, What is ihe remgiﬁing per cent?

A S8, A
Q-" I aaked you to go to the board and address

7

'

Vyoumu to Exhibit r-so Does that exhibit conm,n or

md;hat‘ m.lomnt: uhich are m cxiatcncc now hut;




"the areaa in the R-3 zone which have developuenta in then?

i Q' fcan 7ou 1ndicste rbr the purpoco of th; Gourt'
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‘A You are asking me to aay that thi a.land use mapsz

‘gregné Does it show Countryside Farms? Laurel Knoll?

18 |

19 |

: on%the green is? -

It is not. it is a zoning map.

g Q, I am a;kidg you to 1nd1cate on the map areas j
in the R-3 zone which have developments in them.
A How éan you? It doesn't show. .

 Qv | Doh;t'you>know? There are street names on the

map. | |
A . I would have:te: look 8t a8 existing Iand wse Mg,
This 1is Fothing but a zoning map. {00
Q Does it show Rambelwood on the greenéz Does it

show Rancocas Woods? Does it show Canterbury on the

Laurel Woods? Rambelwodd Farms? .
A It 1s a zoning map.

Q Could you indicate on the map where Rambelwood

A - Ro.

&

Q Can you indicate where Countryside_?;rns_ls?

A> i‘O. - = ; ‘ {

'Q . Can you indicate where Rancocas Woods 1s?
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~units if this is an accurate repééééntation?

thnu was very nttlo dwclopunt?

A Many, many times, yes. . V SR n»@ﬂ;__;; L

.

Q | Assuming for the moment that tq;a map actually

 indicates the existing developments 1n~the4township, do
,fyou see any interior streets in the R-3 zone that would

,1ndicate to a planner in fact there might be a residential

development in that zone? ‘ Bl
A No, it 1b:hot shown. It is a zeningmmap;

;mé‘ But doesn't it show streets and can't you tell
from streets 11ke for example if this is an accurate
reflection of all the streets, are there‘any residentiél
Qnitg here?

A No.
_Q!J Here? | ‘ A No.

Q@  Where in the R-3 zone would be the residential

A  The R-3 zone is where you héve the development .
11mitationa so the kind you get there are on-site aeptic

aystems ‘and you don‘t get big aubdivlsiona. !bu get a

acactering ot houses, three houses here, five housas thcre¢

Q So 1n 1968 1t is safs to aa; in the 8—3 zoné
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Q@  Would you éddress yaurseir'tq the land ga%,

to the percentage'you gave to the‘difterehce between lénd

“use 1n(1968 and zoning in 1968 aasuming all or the roada "‘f

“in Mount Laurel Township were in the R-l and R 2 zone?

You 1ndicated that there would be seven pericent that are

not being used, is that«corréct, as residential?~
A If I take whose ever figures these are; not knowing
how they arrived at them and add the figures you asked me

to add which do. not relate to each ‘other you get a 7%

- difference, that is correct.

Q  Now would you say there is a substantial number
of roads in other areas other than the R-1 and R-2 for
examplerin the industrial area and‘in thé vast area of
thé township that is R-37"

A The question again?

Q  Would you-say that there is vast area of roads

in the area of the ‘township other than R-1 and R-2, for

example roads 1n industrial area and a very large area of

R"3" -
y

nu uJormm uut go through the township, of




Q  And I295, ﬁhat‘ﬁﬁould’hot bpeatﬁgibuted'tohﬁfi

: .

e

Q  And Union Mill Road, which runs all the way

through Mount Laurel should not be attributed to 1t?

: ; . ;
Q Haven't we come to a rather small percentage of

laﬁd available in R-1 and R¥2 zone, assuming that is

A According to our figures there were 928 acres

% ®

1
- 9 of R-22 :
!
- 3 A Correct.
» .
..
6 _A. No, that is a major road.
7
2 _’"
8
. 9 available for use in 19687
10
. " available in R-1..
; ’ . -
12

B 13
i' M

16

18

" would be?

Q Did you project what tﬁe development poteﬁélal
was for that area under the new plan that is recommended
in the ma#ter plan? . -

A Aré you talking about the 12 units‘per écre?

Q@  Yes, the new master plan proposal for land use.

I take it that the areas which are now vacant in R-1 at

9,375 square feet would be included in either the moderate|

urban, suburban or rural areas on the new map if you

compute where in the new proposed map where the 9,375 lots|

£ ; - : "->

gl

A Totally based on zoning?
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16 |
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s o

‘ of a hce apot :oz- mmmu looxt:;out

'@ The proposed density requirement contained in |

- the new plan? ‘ : P o .

A Rigne. : e
Q Hoﬁ would that change your projection of numbers

of units that may be constructed? . -

A I guess the hypothetical question you are asking me

1s if a revised zone,“ir,they revised the zoning ordinance

to meet this‘cémpreﬁensive land use plan in 1968 would

@ i : S

they be?

Q@ . Right.
A I don't know. I never figured it out.

Q It would be substantially less, this 1is’ 9,375

reet and the maximum there is 3 to the acre, I believe?

A Sure.

¥

Q@ Does industrial location relate to roads and

s

access to major highways?

i A Yeﬂ. v .

Q  And in light of the circulation and cxistlng

roads in Mount Laurel Immah;lp would m uy it is a aox't
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mduatrial location.

o

Philadelphia, do you know?

A About a 30 minute drive.
. Q  And from New York City?
A Hour and a half.
. Q Froh the Tacony-Palmyré Bridge?
A I néver go that way if I can help 1t.Q
Q  And the new State Route 90 which will come in
from the Delair Bridge and end around Exit 4?
A Half anlhour, | e ot
a Hqﬁid y&u say this is a fairly unique road
configuration with an interstate highway, with an exit
rbom the(Tﬁrnpike -
A Extremely unique.
" Q -- New Jersey Turnpike?
A Yes. |
Q  And a state road coming.ffop a bridge that
connects to another state? :
A !ba. |
Q,. And Route 38 that connccts to a bridso gping

into mzmmm, Roum TO connoctm -nith a mas: m

; Q “ How tar 13 Exit lt Q; the Iunpm zren »»-wv»a?-

I

st




!\ampikc, a najox* north-mth conmction -

e e ko o e o e S

e T R SRR ST

a3 A Yes. '-__ b e e e
”; Ha : , TKE COURT' Amm ﬁaking't'ihm't\ioﬁ?”, He
i 4 said 1t is a very unique system. pr' many times do-
= | "" - ; } you want him to, say 1t? - ‘ SR AT e
i Ly | Q@  Wouldn't this be a prize place for an industrial
A ; ' plant to locate? |
8 ‘ A I don't kx;ow what you a.re using by the uo;‘d developmen
S *9} 5 If you are talking about shOpping, yes. If you are talking]
) | about some kind of industries that are related to truck
. n ~ transportation,. yes. If you a‘i‘eftalking about the type. of
: ~ 12 industry that have thes; very large assembly lines and
- 13 « take a lot of people ‘-;- no. A i
6 u' Q I am not talking about that. Let's take a truck
8 lsb 5 transpg;‘tation in these 1hdu.stries that you uoui(i be
16 : talking about which I characterize as industries. Those
17 4 plants that you’ would character;te as industries. What
.Lta»“ per cent of the eméloyoes would you sa;; woﬁld be in the .
19 blue collar category? y
B~ ~ 2 A\ I would say it would have to be very low out th&re :
b ’,3} -, -baeann of the tmnapomti.on pmblu, i.e., lac'i’: of e

e tmspomuon.

=
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 AA' Yes.

A Yes.

Q  That wou&: be located in the mcustriu zone of
Mount Laural Township, wouldiig_not? ._ﬂfT*whw*wfgwtf,;~é-

SprTied ° | X Douyou know how many motels and hotels exist in

Mount Laurel? i

‘A Not offhand.

'Q  Does|a Holiday Inn exist in Mount Laurel?

Y
- v

Q N  What peréentage"of tﬂz empioyees in the‘goliday‘
Inn uould you characterize as execuéi:es? |
A I have no idea what their employment level 41s or
percentage-wise. - T e L3 sl

Q  What industries in Mount Laurel do you have an
idea of ae rér as employment goe;?
A Offhand I can't give you any specific figures right
now;

Q - If you can't give any specific figures, on
what basia can you teatiry?

P

A . We have all that 1nrormation in the ottice. We havc

L -

~ gone through all of this just likn you arc asking me uhat

lot sizes are in the R-3 zone in Noorqatoun
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=csr has ;ot to co:t you a eouplc of hundrod dollart a

' Q  And in the ﬁnnﬁ?dcthétug?iaansty; do you have a |

great deal of blue collar uorkers? B B e Sl

R X, g Pl

=

Q  If there has been a great lncrease in Burlington

Counyy-in-thé last 20 years in manu:aeturing, blue cellar
- workers, dré‘jou testifying that they should still be

housed or they ‘should be housed in the City of Philadelphia’

MB. ROGERS: I object to that questioms
THE COURT: I think he can answer it.
A I don't believe I'said”thgt. What I said was that
they would have to.get to their place of employment in
o way other tﬁanwthe ausomobile. '_
Q ‘ﬂhat'percentagé of persbné earning $4,QOD;60Aor

between 4 and $8,000.00 own automobiles? Do you have any

1dea? G e e e

A I would say a rairly high percéntage.

Q If a great percentage of peraona earning 4 to
$8,000.00 a year own automobiles, what would be the
p;oblem in getting tfanaportétion fc work?

A Because, to live 1n Hount Laurnl and to uort 1n

Philadclphia and to go thgro by automobilc and park yenr ¥
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'  the city or Camdan and commute out to ﬂbunt‘iaurnl? : ﬁf

i' ‘Nb.

 ment developing in Mount Laurel it would be of_aignifieant,“‘

: -8 These are requests for admisaiona by plaintiff and

!hnaa two cnxegprics and thoae caployoct dnai&nn&od as ;

g uao you uoum not be sble to mond

e

ltvtvin 4

~ﬁh~'

s R LA

@

R Séwif';nﬂraétréhere ave this calibre of employ-
interest to the employee to 1ive nearby?
A Always 1is. ; =
Q Where in Mount Laured is Someboﬂy earning $§,OOO;
wherg can he live? -
A I don't know.

Q 5 I direct your attention to plaintiff's Exhibit

{ am referring on page 2 to admissions or request 1 Sub 13,
ordinance in 1967-8 adopted 6-19-67; perﬁit nonresidents‘
of police force because of failure of}any regldenta to
apply.ror the exam. - ‘ -

I also show you noﬁﬁplaihtiff's Exhibit G}aa adﬁitted
by the parties and it indicates township employees in
Houn£ Laﬁrel and 1t gives their addresses and also 1nq1catqb
what their Job is. | = S

ult e

I rcrcr you to those employtcs de:isnated pcliee. =




;_opposed to tho mral or uudcvelopod tomship or mcthor

they 1n fact live in Mount Laurel Tﬁwnahip at all?
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’A ‘ I don't know 1r ybu are giving ne post otrice bo;ca .

department in the township?

or‘addreagea. Church Road, Moorestown. X don't knou. 1

I really think that I was put on‘here and'qualified
in planning and not where the policemen live. '

¥ f8' D5 you think 16°would be of signifiosnt heid to
the policeman if he might have,the opportunity to live in
the toﬁgship where he is worﬁing?
A ‘¥es.
e And somebody wofkinévin the public works

A Well, I don't think everybody has to live 1n exactly
the place where they work.»

Q@ I am not saying that at all.
A And‘we hav; to think about the region a little bit.

w That is not the question at all.‘ I Asged yuu'
in light of the cost of transportation e L

A In proximity.

- | Can you indicate in Mount Lanrel Tcwnahip‘uhorQWA.é

8-

heuightltvo? : R

gt I see a lot of Moorestown adﬂrum ban
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"ughf be in nosm:'lﬁml".

A In the developments?

being 1n a neu de#elopnnnt?
A Here 1s Bansocet Woods .

van—yeu~gi¥e4us_iha~g§£gct addrosn?

A Here is one Church Road, Moorestown.

Q Go on.
A -Schooihouae Lane, Moorestown. : f.«

- Q . Do you know where those are?

A No.

Q Keep go;pg.
A Here is one Mdunt‘Laﬁrel Road, no address. That
should be 1n Mount Laurel. o

Q Do all of the developments have street addresaes

-~

by number?
A lAs far as I know they do.

Q Can you find any?

&

&

Q They would have street addresses with a number,
right?

Q Do you £ind any there that you recognize as

e S oSy

_Q:' ’could yoa :l;'uho is in Rnncocan Hhoda!
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matters that _”rAy,in evidence? Hﬁat are you
ti,trying to eatablish by a planner, ‘that you have not
already established?
«++- MR, BISGAIER: ‘I feel that we have estgbliéﬁedﬁif.
THE COURT: I think you have)mw}
;M;;,;»wﬂﬁiiBiéGAIER: Thank you.

THE COURT: How important it 1s is something
else but you have established it. I don't'think you
ought to Just keep pressing it and pressing 1t until
it becomes boring. You make me feel like I am an
1&iot, That I don't understand what you are doing.
Like moSt lawyers when I am sitting without a Jjury
they try to impress me and ﬁhey keep repeating it
and I feel 1ike an idiot. They think that the judge
is so stupid he doesn't understand what he is getting
at but I do. I catch on. - \ ‘

MR. BISGAIER: I apologize to the Court.

Q Ybu-testlfied that you worked or you»assisted

in the city of Camden urban renewal area?

A an.»
Q

What urban rén-ugl'nrocpias that?
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& Horthgate number tuo. P lose s S —

§ Ybu also testiried to the general condition of

housing 1n the city of . Camden?

LA I testified to 1t?

I

. . Can you testify to it?
A Some very bgd. Some very good.
Q ~ What is the percentage of good housing?
A What do you mean by very good? |

Q You uséd the characterization.

0"

A - The whole range of housing ran&eé from single family

to townhouses to row houaes to high-rise apartments.
Q  What percentage would you say -- '
A ; never made an over-all planniﬁg study of the city
of Camden so I don't know. They have got some real luxury
apartments in the city of Camden and you have got some
real sldma.
Q Can you name a real luxury apartmant?
’A s SO have got one right across the bridge, Northgate

one. It's got a ro.l eood location.‘
Q. !wchmuriumtualmrymtr
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A The ones on m cmk out there b‘y '130,--‘.17 tbi'zct the

are supposed to be luxury

T e

‘jgpartmgnta.” Ybu have high-rise --”W ; 7mt i

Q Are you sure those apartments that you Juat'

mentloned are in the city of Camden?

A I‘@hink they are. I am not sufe, But again it is all
that‘area., it is Camden as far as I am concerned. It

may cross a boﬁnd;ry butvI am not -- I don't think
b§undariés are thaé much to be concerned about. It is an

artificlial line. ; . .

Q It is an ;mportantjline, however, in terms of

~ tax ratables, is 1t not, under the present tax laws?

8 Bl Yes; under the present tax laws, yes.

Q Are you famlliar with the trends in terms of
populatioﬁ, movehent, raéial movement of,population over
the 1ast 20 years in}this region?

A No. That 1sgsu¢h a broad question I don't know how
anybo¢y can answer 1t. y ( A :
R

Q Can you relate to the Court what the population

trends.have been in the lant 20 years in the region?

=

‘A -+ There has been an -:odua from the nljor eenter cxey

to m mm-. e
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B “T“‘mtmraf—peoplezﬁﬁ_\ |

cleared and the mowing of the lawn?

- e 'Uppor levei'of inconer

A Presumably white.
Q From a planning point of view nould you say

this would be sound planning?

P will give you a hypothetical. Let's take a reglon,|

would 1t be sound planning in a region to have in one area|

of the region a substantial»proportion of‘the poor and
members of minority groups and in the. other area of the
region a substantial portion cf the upper 1ncome persons
and whites? Is that a planning consideration?

A Of course it is not desirable. It is an economic

factor.

Q@ But is it a planning “sideration‘? Vb
A It goes back to what I said a while ago, the cost .
of transportation and the cost of living in the suburbs,
the extra costs. _

Q What ettec;\goes the cost of living in the
suburbs have? l |

A Primarily transportation but you have to take into

account all things., How do you keep athcrO'ang a half

There are eql't;j:t_?’;i ’
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cost would be substantially decreased?
A It won't change the cost cf 1t. Tt will change who
pays for 1t but it still costs the same.
Q. How muéh“he.pays? , ; 2
A Yes; but it still costs the same.

Q  Mr. Shepherd, as a planner, ybu don't feel or

do you feel a responsibility to deal with this disparity

in the reglon, to relate land use controls if possible
to changing that disparity?

A 0Oh, I have already testified that we have done that

in all of these comprehensive planning Jobs. We do create

areas for higher density and that is exactly what you are
talking about. A

Q You do create areas for higher density? Is
that what you said? | ' ‘
A | Yca.

Q. would you aay th#t one considerafion in the

dovelopnont of plans for a uunicipality as O correct no_’
_ if Ianm nruﬂg - didn't you tar some I;Jor considoruzlon,f’

'maintenance, in*other~worda-it was ‘a subsid;zed uﬂit,vthc A
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2

Q  Would youvony inotﬁen one would 50 tho'daniib¢‘ 

“of a municipality itself, |

many ways that the planner can make his point known and

what you want to with it."

tion of subsidized housing?

A I‘would have to say nothing directly.

A Well, we haven't sald "Here is what you ought to do."

5. tbun; A‘i»h"talalliil‘ the housing, »

officials? Is that another? -
A Sure, in the rinal analysis the people that must
adopt the ordinance and the piana must make those deter-‘
minations, yes.

Q wOuld you say then regardless of what the
planner suggests, 1n the final analysis that plan 1s
going to be controlled by the goals of the municipaliby?‘

A I wouldn't say regardless. I think there are a good
understood and accepted.. We don't say "Here it is. Do
We try to persuade where necessary.
Q@ Right. Have you ever suggested to Mount Laurel |
Township that they do’anything with regard to the construcQ

Q@  How do you mean nothing directly?
'(“'- -

o Hhat have you said?

A '_!o have shown thol what pmosrann are :vcilablo to
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'tobéﬁkl.

Aﬂ far as uyins ‘m; ai’ce abould bc a pubub

- A:A :

'A I Susana was there before we were there and 3

~been 2 ynlra at least or more. am

houstng site," noy- we have ndﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ&ftha‘*

Q  But you have f;mu:.arized 'the township with the |

various programs that are available?
: L : ;
A Yes.
Q , Do you know if the townships have been

familiarized for theqsarioﬁs.programs that have been

available for several years?
T think 1t has been a continuing point of discussion
with them.

Q" Well, the} have had a planner.
A We have been there fot 25 years now.

Q They have had a planner in the past, haven'f
they?
A Y?s.
Q  How long has Mount Laurel had a municipal
planner or consultant by yourself?
don't knon how long he was planner for them. I aunnot

sure., He prepared the comprehensive plan so 18 Mist DAl

In hs ttnilinr uith thc varioun tnh.ldi:od

., S
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»ltisttlg:cunittion: '!ropcrty; ,nmy chnrnncnriotteo::’

specifleallyianalyze the Larchmont Planned Unit Development

'applicatlon. We did that. We were then hired later to do

the same thing with Birchfield, which we then did, And

: : : =iy : 4 ;
we are now under a continuing planning program contract f\\'

_ror a year and a half, so we are Just getting into these

things now, Prior to that we had specific assIgnﬁehts. 5

He noﬁ havelhuch more freer rein to get into different
kinds of studies which we are doing now,

Q Are you familiar with the Hartford Road area

>

.

of Mount Laurel known as Springville?
A Yes, -
Q Have you read Mr, Sussna'e repert.with repgard to
that area which is also én:exhibit in this case?
A oSN, . : | 2otk
Q What did that report say about the area?
A Well, he gives housing statistics,

B You are referring to the master plan. That 1is

~ not the report I was referring to.

!he report is in plnintirf'n exhibit P8, Exhibit E,

in eh.t.report, 'Springville Prclininary Report No, 1,

e Al i
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- it characterize as subst h
; I 2 : >_77- S " PR
Q Do youﬁknDW’iﬂpthat report was based solely on

conditions?
A - "Housing quality -~
Q No, "Housing Conditions," the first sentence

Q ﬁhatApcrccneage of the hogedwiﬁmfﬁé"éréa“UUuyfif«;,l

andard or unsound?- USRI o

observations from the street as Bpposed to actually going"

1

into the home?

A I don't know what his methodology is.

Q If I may have it for one second? R x % “‘“ ;
SRS TS presume'hefdid a sample survey though.

Q Will you read thé first sentence under housing

under "housing quality,"‘}ight.

A "The field survey also noted exterior housing

conditioné. No attempt was mAde‘tb secure a status repor§

of }nterior conditions." -} | }
Q Thank you. -Do;you know of aﬁything that the

Tounship of Mount Laurel has éttempted to do in order to -+

rehouse its own residents in standard dwellings?

A The township has tried to do --

Q  What th@'tdﬁnship_haa tried to do?f ‘

».;fthn.-pu35$n’
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1n an atteapt to rehouse theae peruona who live along

A of any specifically, no.

~ persons lividg in substandard housing into standard housing?
ol If Vyou are going to eliminate aubstahdard housing you

have got to put them in standard housing, step 2 follows

: hpuninz in Tact boing rohouaod 1n standard livin:

Hapttand _Road in’ staﬁdard dwellingsz .Du<ypn,know or any

ST TRC N i

wapecirieally°
J

Q Should proper planning include the needs or
the people in a township who are- located in substandard |
conditions? i : : g
A - Certainiy, proper planﬁiug would include ﬁrying to
éliminate any substandard houaing, yes. |

Q There is a difference between ubat I asked you,

Mr. Shepherd, and what you answered. I didn't,say has the | .

township done anything or is proper planning a process or.
eliminating substandard conditions. I aaked.it proper

planning or the function of proper planning is rehousing

step 1. ;
Q Excuse me. When substandard housing has been

elininabed do you find the person living 1n anbatandard
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in mJt Ltunl that my nmt be abh to arrordt

rlnd their own. aouozns.“g

i ~kre-you~fam&1&ar witb‘the,ﬂeu Jeraey Bclocatign ,J(

R

Asaiat;nce Tawy: T 7] . "Ybs. |
Q And according to that law any program of code

enforcement which, is it true, aqcording to that law that

any program of code enforcement which results in relocation|

Of'a persdn requigés”ﬁhg township‘to have é‘relocatiqn :
; : g I
o

facility within the township?
A The agency that is 1nvolved.
d So that in fact if Mount Laurel does not have
preséntly standard housing for persons who are livigg iq
subs tandard hdusing the reloca:ion assistance law ﬁou;d
prchibit them fromldiélocating persons who live in<§ubQ
standard housing, 1is that correct? : |
A | If they cannot afford the housing ofrered to them,
that 1s correct. I don't know what their incomes are.
Q As§u¢1ng for the moment that some of these
persons are perscns who are on welfare or persons knoun
as the norking poor vho are ea;ning substantially under

the eligtbility.requirensnts for the federal progran 235,
236 aupplcmt public’ houaius. do you lcnow of any hous:ln;

PPN, SRS, 8
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Has

”SQBStahdard housing coﬁditidn:.in Mpunt L.ur§1 iounsﬁib““

:?-—eanaocuerfectinaly upgradgdthélr houaing‘tcndtttons»;w:<~%—*j

e

because‘it they eondemned any house in nhich a person
was livinslthe rglocatioq ass18tance law would prevent
them from dislocating a person, is that not correct?.
A Substantially, yes.

| Q 8o the township itself is put in the position

& 3

where unless it could provide housing, standard housing
units, or unless there were provided standard'hduéiﬁg ;
uﬁits within the towpship for persons of this income
level the towﬁship can and will downothing to force peréonL
to mbve from housing which is unsafe for human hé%itétion, B
is that correct? | .

MR. POWELL: I object. He wants to put a
hypothetical using the words “c#n“ or "ﬁight;" but
I would object to the words "will," or "shall."

: ~ THE COURT: Yes, I don't 1ike that.question
eiﬁher.A I will sustain the objection to the form
of that quest;qh.” = :

MR, BiSGAIERé Thank you, your Honor. I have

no rnrthor questions. ST e s
THE COURT: All right. | S
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. . zone the ontirn tounshig ona dgnsity, preeumahly 12 units

77~ﬂhen Ltauaawgnly partially served by utilzties?

A I think it is probably more apt to lead to a higher

"able or proper, would 1t?

A - It would be a diss;ter 1n that case.

Q And the purpose, the avowed purpose or holding ko

down the price of 1and, wouldn't make it any more reason-

: : » : : J
A No, it wouldn't.

Q ¥With the:Same goo@ highﬁéy configurétion in
Mount Laurel Township which Mr, Bisgaier I believe I can
say this fairly stated leads to industrial development
might not that also lead to high density residential :
development such as wasvproposed by the planned unit
development? ' < .

o
use such as that or a hotel or motel 1;ke.therﬂoliday Inn
than it is to the typical kind of industry, yes.

'MR. ROGERS: No further questions.
: ﬁR. BISGAIER: I have one more question of

: this wifness. ;
RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY HR. BISGAIRR: _ ; fgen
Q- rou nr, Mr. Shepherd, 1f you zoned the
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““you are susgesting move 1nto Mount Laurel and I don't

 Just to apoe denlopunta mrc md there und mry\lmrc. o
: Q : I nhov :ou p&c!nxttr'a‘nxh:btt P-ks ihieh lhn’

anﬁ 12"times 9,ece~1s about 100 Oeﬁ’some odd peopie mmt:“_~

© think that the town can handle that kind of population |

or should try to handle that kind of population.
Q With specific regard to the problems of water

-and sewer, however, couldn't the township simply say»aé

it has in fact done rgggrdlbss of the dengity and regafdlea;-i

of the development it will not be approved until water and|

sewer are provided and proper utilities are provided for
the site?

A Y.

Q What I am saying, in other words, is the density|

is not a necessary correlation between density that uould
be permitted and actual grantfng ‘approval for a developmeni
R e

A.v- Well, there is if you start spotting your utilities
in six sections or'the township, ydu nevef“can fic'pheq

2 ¥, 5 i
A - - .

all together. It ahould prograss from centrél locations
o &

out. One of the worst things you can do 1n.p1ann1ng s -1
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:'devaloglsnt

: A 1 tmnk bcth Iarcnmnt, that"u adjacent to tha

Aexisilna_develqggenf, aﬁa‘ﬁtiitttes,—as~1a-B&aehzield tharn &

e I =
208 o e S = et R S ) S R Wa

‘ i

- L, b o

~an extensian. cot e o aeeh L aa . ,‘

-

L B Do you knou what the capacity is of the Rancocas

Woods Water Company? ) , A
A Teis certainly not enough for Larchmont. |
Q .They had to put in a whoié new utility system?
A §ure. But you try ﬁo concentrate the development
around the gtility_gys?e;., ‘
Q Isn't it true in Larchmont's case since planned
unit’development_could have éxig?ed_anywhere iﬁ‘the township,
the function of where they are locatéd 1svreai1y where the

daveloper happened to own the land? *

A Iuwouldn't‘agree at all. One or the reasons that

lawyers and planners and engineers and everybody else

reviewing these applications was to ;ée if‘they £it 1hto
any kind of intelligent pattern of“developmenﬁ. |

Q Is not part of the Larchmont planned unit
developuent in, the area of Hartford Road?
A !es, and that was projected over a 20 year paiiod of

L iy , : e

Do m lmou uhm tm: ‘was px'o.fcctod ror
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. marked D=3 in evidence.)

‘VAHR. axssaxan: That's all,

: ruzfcouamﬂ .That‘:»ull¢

M. ROGERs-* Move the exhibits marked for |

identification ;n;pugvidence..
MR, BISGAIER: No objection, » =~ |

“ THE COURT: Mark them in evidence, 3 and 4,

(Exhibit preyiously marked D-3 for id. received and

(Eihibit previously markediD;n f6r id, received #nd
marked D=4 in evidence,) ’
© THE COURT: Youvrest?
MR. ROGERS: Defense rests,
MR, BISGAIER: We have two witﬁesées.
THE COURT: Call thenm.

MR, BISGAIER: Call Yale Rabin to the stand,

-

YALE RABIN, ha§1ng been previously sworn,
resuméd and testified“further.aﬁ follows:

REDIRECT EXAHINATloﬁy |

BY MR, BISGAIER: o

Q  You have already been suorn, Mr. Rabin.

I show you 9-76 for idantiticltion;. Can you describe

fbr thn ccnrt what that is?
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”use with nininun lot size between zero and five-thousand squarb'55

feet.

The next dark color, the colors actually look the same

bdt the next one is colored exactly the same, it includes lots

in the category of five- to ten-thousand square feet, so that
all lots under ten-thousand square feet are colofed in the

deepest orange. The lighter orange color indicates lot size.

" ¥

zoning between ten- and twont?Lthousand'square.feet.
The areas colored in- yellov ‘are Iot sizes of t'unty- to
forty-thousand square feet. And everything uhich is lett vhita

are residential zones over forty-thousand square feet. The
e s 3 3 : : ‘ v4

red areas are commercial and the purple areas are industrial °
zones and the green is conservation or state forest5a§eas.

Q. . Mr. Rabin, is Bount'Laurel identified on thi
. g ¥ »ﬁ ‘ .
composite zoning map?

A. - Yes, there is a black line which surrounds the Mount

v

Laurel area.

.-y

HR. IOGERS4 It your Bonor. please, 1 vould like

to know vherc the ticuroc were darived tro-, more infor-

mation about ‘how it,.‘m ‘e_uppiucdl.‘




» *stiyuhted to 1:\ ‘the -tw\ﬂatim luhitted. l S
jie 1g~w;alk1 ng about the figures 1 ~
ol & 'think “not thgwna.p itself. | -___‘ T TW—
: - 4 “ : WQ.‘ Can you testify, !lr Rabin frcm 'here these ﬁ
v  5» : figures:pvere derived? m w LR 2 - »
6 i A ' In jl:his case the cateéofies were &étern;;,ned }by the |
7 i agenc? "iig'epa‘ring-the map, not by me.  That -is. the legend of
: 8 i division by size of lots with part of the characteristics ot
e 9 this gemeralized land use max; _ .' S
E g MR, BISGAIER: The stipulation I think reflects the
1 S ‘uap was prepgred 5y“th_e Burlingt_on County Planning Boarf.
= : !2 ‘ e THE COURT: That map was? ey O “ ( =
C. R e MR. BISGAIER: Yes. ‘ . |
: 14 ; . THE COURT: The colors, too?
‘. 15 gl ‘ MR, BISGAIER: No, thit was prepared by us,
16 : ~ THE COURT: That is ‘the 1mporfnnt part, you know,
17 ‘the colors. ‘
w|  MR. BISGAIER: Yes. ' :
19 g = Can you testify, Mr. Babin with regard to :
20 nount Laurel Township as 1t compares to the area which 1: A
_;21 : phof.ognphcdh in the aerial photcgr_aphs as to ttq ralativ»._z L)

nl. Qﬁlﬂiﬂty or inciuir;ty in terms of zoning categories?
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L4

. apparently the defendants.are relying somewhat exten-

L4

case twenty thousand.

'1t into the context'tith<the various land uses are

__!!! counr ~ Does 1t have ovur t-snty-theu-and?

TBE 'ITNESS‘V Rb, it dgg;n,;“ vﬂ{,W_,WTw,MW%iii::
'4TBE-CQURT‘ Then why do you say ovei?

THE WITNESS: That is what is represented by

o 3
3

yelliow on the map here rhich is jugg in Hount‘Laurel'I

°
t

-

THE COURT: Wall,,hasn't,thai been es:ablisheé?
I mean, you had a zoning map a little while ago that
indicatgd aywhité area. 1

MR, BISGAIER:L Your Honor,'the only reason we
aremasking that this exhibit be considered is because
sively on the relative exclusivity or inclusivity of
Mount Laurel zoning as to the county.' I believe tgat
Mr. Norman testified that he'relafedbnount Laufel Town-
ship as to the percentzge of the entire ccunty.
TBE COURT: All right 1 understand that.

MR. BISGAIER: The purpose of this map is to put

Iocatod with regard to land use potontial

% inx COURT: I tninv it has been established th.t;
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THE COURT: Yes, that is as to the .;m‘cyg How

1f“gbaut~the-goginn? You hgven't done that, have yon? You‘-

were nrguing about region and now you ‘are going to v;**‘if

county. You are jumping tron one to tho pther.
MR, BISGAIER: The only part of the region that
vouléi;e reflected on this map would be as analyzed in

the aerials, and one would have to relae the 1970
: : /

»

aerial to this zonin; map to see where developmént has
actually proceeded.

THE COURT: I thipk it has been estahlisbed. The
greater portion of present Mount Laurel is zoned in the
zone R-3.. There is no question about that. I don't
know who colored yoﬁr map and why or where he got his
information to color it from. I am assuming that it is
a correct coloriﬁg. I don't know,.

MR. BISGAIER: Colored by numbered code.

THE COURT: Numbered by whom? That is what I
mean. That is 1-poftant.‘yon know. . »

IR.‘BISGAIER: The map vas; prior to its being
colored, is coded with numbers with areaQ nnd»those

numbers rolato to th‘ logondl which lhaw‘:hat the

rly colcnd‘

b MO SRB 54t
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o IR.,POIELL'. I huve one question. : ‘M ¢
enossmrmﬁ; Bﬂlﬁ"" péwxi.r. _ o Fea s
Q. The white area repre;ents lﬁwer density zoning

“than the yellow?

A.

; o i »
zoned over forty thousand.

Yes. Anything that is white is residential'andlis

Q. Over 1ortyvthousand?w £ ’P ' ‘ S
Over forty thpusadd. '
ﬁﬁj“?OWELL: Thétﬁié»aii‘l ianfed”to eét#blisb;
ﬁ;. BISGAIER: We vould no9e--
MR, ROGERS: ;I&would like an opportunity‘io
examine it. ' \
MR.wBISGAIER: You certainly may.

- THE COURT:r Nobody‘is preventing you from doiég
it. But you can‘t do it sitting down.Do you want to ialh
over to it? Uniess yoﬁ yanﬁ us to move the map over to
you, ‘ |

4 imt did you find, Mr. Rogers?

ROGERS As close as I can detarnino, I cun

© il

tind tn:ccurgcioo in the vnrioul totnlhipl‘thth»l
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___correct.

I will permit it to go in, I want to be sure that it

R R R B et e des

. MR. BISGAIER: 1 hope that the record will refledt
that the question that Mr. Rogers is directing himself
to is whether the BﬁriingtOhACGunty area is correctly

1

jdentified. The district. Not that the plaintiff did

b #e
» A

1t.’; , 158
/‘MR.MROGERS: That is correct. They designated by
couqty'bec;use fhe districts are as faf as my townships
are concerned are wrong. :
~ MR, BISGAIER: I apo?ogize for that but it was
stipulafed to I thought and’thero w&uld'béﬂno problem
as to the authenticity or accuracy in reflecting the ;
information. |
THE COURT: I don't say that you did it deliber-
ately. But I don't want anything to go in here unless |
it is absolutely true.
MR. BISGAIER: I'undofst;nd that.
THE COURT: The coloring is an important matter
here. : .

£

MR. BISGAIER: Right. I don't know what to do

about it,
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; : IR. B!SGAIBR m g-ntlmn tro- the Burnncton‘

& County Plannigg Board prquﬁgd the nap and 1 had hoped

to uVoid having hin come up here. :
THE COURT~ See if you can work 1t out with
B2 g Rogers between now and 1:30.
Any_questions, Mr. Rogers?
“ug;‘nodzns: No, sir. / 5 ‘ p
THE COURT: Next witness. |
Lo

(Witness excused)

MR, QfSGAIER: Mr. Peter Abeles to the stan&;

PETER ABELES, having been previously svorn; fesuned

T

' and testified further as follows: =~

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR, BISGAIER:

Q. Mr. Abelés, I would lik; to cite a hypothetical
case fé you in tqrné of costing a job, a house, gggﬁ?-tqni}y
home. The houge cost‘betvéén'$23,600 and‘$24,000 to construct

and that would be the cost of it in terms to the buyer. ' The

__THE COURT: That is a stove? ¢ -

MR, BISGAI;S: A stove.

. THE COURT: I thinmk that's what he said. It is

a little more %han oioa burnor'-oh-it; too, you know.

S

%'house was built non-union. The job would only include an oven-

3 Tty

p -
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det or that Soume ’mla u. if n went mmr tha m«n 23

” wage ‘and if labor was approxinutely 40% of the coﬁbéﬁént hdntﬁL -

'fqre,‘you add about $2350 you would also have to add a "

“refrigerator and if it 15 a house I 1nagine ‘about 11 cubic

16 |

17

. : s
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A. I can estimate it. If you built it at the prevailing |

el

the basic price og the house would increase by approxiugtoly

10%. Since the bottom line was $33 024, sgy $25, 500, there~

&

feet, that“is $120, kitchen cabinets, that is another 3150 and
a medicine cabinet, that is ‘another 850, in order to make the
house eligible for én aséistance prbgram; ~All tolled you would ;
have io addf;bouf $3,000 to the bottom line making it between| m;
$26,000 to 327 000. 7

S If the house cost 526 000 or $27 000, can it
réceiye a mortgage under 235 Program? Can it be a house which|
is ﬁnilt under 2357 |
A. Not under the presént. ;ortgage limits for 235.

;HR. BIéGAIER: Thank you,‘! have no further
questioml. | ’

MR, PO!ELL I have a quostion.

@

C!DSS—K!I“I!QTIO“ BY I!. FOIILL.

Q.  . xg :uy, are you mmm-ontu fact mt
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Q. | Aro yon a'nro of thn fact that laly of tho

non-union labor?

R N e -,gv,¥4
4. . Yes,

Q. R Also the utilities tbat the FHA would require?
A. Other anenities. (

Q; I beg your pardon; Aneﬂities. ﬁef;igerator,

kitchen cabinets and the like. Is'it true then if this is

tho case that 1n this area ot New Jersey private builders could

better supply low-cost single housing to the uarket than any-
oue who would build under a Federal 235 Program? | »
A. It is not true. : | | '

Q. Why not? ‘
A‘. . ‘Because if you b.uvilt. if_ this h);pbthetical house ﬂc-osting
let's assume the iowest number 323,060, better yet let's
assume a man doesn't hakek: profit on it and he builds it, he
suilds a house and gives it away, breaks even, which would bg
about $20,000, the héu#e at $20,000 to the house”per consumer
at the cdnv§ntional interest r:te plus convéntional ptyponts

of taxel 'ould be about double what the $26,000 or 323 000

houao wculﬁ be if it vnn undcr !35 with ptynoat in lieu of .
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b It,l' not at 311 reasonable to equate the purch;se priccu

e oo "“’v“ﬂ—»*—- R S S )

of the house to what people can affbrd You must take vﬁat““ 5

the nogthly‘costs are because in ny experience in hoﬁéing I

&

have not heard of a case where a noderate 1nco-e family or
even fairly wealthy family paid for the house with cash,.

What you really have got to look at is what does it cost a
family on a monthly bas;sﬁandﬂihat part of that cost of
shelter is related to what they hav; available to all other
expenses;” So gétting back to your questiﬁn vhich‘vas the
conventionally-built house by non-union labor assuming that
even|fhe builder took ngthing‘gut of it f;r gis.otforts, thél
answer would be that that house woula probably ‘cost the fanilk
in the neighborhood of $200 per month which means you are
talking about a family with a net income of soﬁething in the
neighborhood of $800, if Aol Ganll Bkid & Sisie and was
willing to pﬁt up a house for this price, which is rather
unlikely, The point I am iaking, the reason I am d'ellincaom
it is it is not only the cost of thevhouse which is set, jou 4
must have the 1% interest rate gnd the other things involved.

So to clnrity-for the court it is not just a price, it is how |

‘

) market it to the consumer.
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i THE COURT:
the house between union and non-union_lubor?

i

THE WITNESS: In the New Jersey area the differ-
ence for the identical house bu11t to the same

specifications I would éstimate, your Honor, 1; between
10 to 15%, that is the union house would cost 10 to 15%

more on the bottom line”thabjthe non-union house,

§ (Witness excused)
§

THE COURT: See you at ten after twelve. Suppose

we iron out this map. l ;

You rest now?

L

Yes,

W & &

: MR. BISGAIER:

lhat is the ditferencapin the cost of |

i MR, POWELL: I have no further questions,
MR, ROGERS: I have no questions. W e
MR, BiSGAIER: That's all.

THE COURT:
W, O

Acaq- b.ét‘it 1:50 and we'll dtqiqo thng nur~furtaor :

You rest?
'“.

~Iron out the -ap quoction and 'dll
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J\llt ono. ulp up yom- -nﬁ: vho tho one vi*u Ng
T

(lhoreupon the conrt rocosded4for iunch )

S e T s

THE COURT: - All right, what have you decided?
HR. ROGERS: Your Honor; I have no objection to

the admission. ' .

; THE COURT: P-76 in eQidence.

(Map received and marked P-76 in evidende’

THE COURT: All right, all parties rest. 1 under

stand. I will hear you nowMr. Bisgaier.

(Whereupon Mr. Bisgaier summed up on behalf of the plaintiffs)

(Whereupon Mr. Powell summed up on behalf of the defendgnts)
THE COURT: All right, gentlemen, I would like
you, Mr. Bisgaier, vithin the next two weeks, to prepare
a short memorandum. I know that I have a lot of naterla
from you now, baséd, however, upon the facts as they

developed in this trial. Most of the statements in the

briefs would have to be generalized because there was

no way of knowing what would be developed at the time -

of trial., Now that we have had our trial, and we have

had the witnesses testify, I would like from you within

next two weeks a brief outlining the relief you seek :




i s hope hrthe»ﬁn 5 § tet bbth lii'Iefa I willj
further enlight;l;;cr t—l;n I am at this n:lnutn. f 
(lhereupon court adjourned nt 2:45 p. n.)
i et ' : » ; : )
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