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Foll~wing letter submitted by· Congressma·n 
,:: ·· Fre 1 I nghuyseri: • 

ft• lkn:orabl• V,usea• Zuck.en 
· Seeretary of th• Air Fore• 
Dep&l'tmeat of th• Ab Fore:• 
w·a.•ht•.iitoa 2~. D. C. 

0a Decemb•r , ... 19S9, I a ... , wrote J01U , ..... e••··"• 
DwJ!ey lh-rp• about lb• •tatua ot th• Ail Foarc•~• plan• foaa 
Me0u1r• >Jr· Fore• ·Baeao My aaaaaon1 for contactbas Mr. 
Sharp we_.• •• followea 

Tho1·e hadi b••A • . a.J'i,ty oi pro5Wo&l•·· r.UM.1• for CA• 
••te>J.lob1ea& of a conunorcial Jc:& •lwpostv ia Nn, J • r•• 1 to 
••rve the arva,er t-.ew York. tu..,. I do ~- boU.i. • tb..a~. • proJecl 
•' tll.la mapltu.do ahowd be pl.amHd •Uhod taluns lat'->- ac~oaat 
lb• pot•atial a·. allabUhy ol a.11 •xi•t1•1:: at. laetallaUoa la Now 
Jer1ey •• McGuire Ab Fore• Ba••• 

Th•r• are·· reports, of co11r1,(V" dl.al- die Alr For~• ma, 
It• rcducms lte ~•caulremont.• tor ™"ad &bcralt and, -.ccor4• 
laslr, ll• requ.beineattt for laew.t:atrou 1uo u IAcOmr•, ,-,llldl 
••rve ae • bee• for Jc, lct~a~cepto·»• a.ad otht.1r lyp•• of .,-J.,uao. 
Sine• lt ~• ro'lulr• eevo1to.l lfCPJ&;r'A to plan ud conatu,ct a••• 
commercial abl'Ui'l (i.,it J~t 1:.-a!!tc;~ th.e,11 ~uld, b•• ln all 1Uu,U• 
llood,_ a or-,· cor,crcte ea,·tni la bo·lb time and pv.bllc f\Ulda 11 
MeOlillr• field CO\Ud b~com• a atl~bl• for tlu• P"'l)O••• 

. Ur. Sharp and Oaaoral Kt.n1•l•J 1-th ad, laed •• d..61 &JI, 
Air.Foree hao ao pubUehod proaram for u•• ol lta baa•• b•~ 
1964. 11.•y added th.at 9.,•hfJ-, tber• la a flrm pro1,ram fc,~ 
M.cOubo a& p1'eaont, Ab 1'1 orcc r~qutren1cata k••p ~h11nr ~n, and 
could roaul~ la· cbang.-:e aUuctluz lJ.cOu.Lre A.ill. lh•y oba:t rved, 
too, that th• Ab Forcu could 110& forc·•ou anr ladlea.tl'ln• of 11:Lle 
_ in aay plamnlas wrrcat at tbt ti.me.· 

1 
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Th• Ho&Ol'll.bl• Luitun• Zuckcrt 
J'\mG 19e 1961 •••• i. 

I recoguiao of_ ccnueo I.he fact that a major mloalo11 of 
McOulr• today le to ••rve .u a"-•• fo~ da• Mllltar, Alr Traaa;,on · 
S•,, le•. Th!• 1b.owd not pl'ocludo coaalderatloa ot da• bao• fo• 
eouamerelal ua•, lnaemudl a• MATS lo, la lara• part, notla•ar Ida' 
of airUn•• 

M ~r• th•• •· rear ba1 pa• ••d elno• th• excha.na., of corr••• 
poadcaoe. Tll• ettwatton today calla few a re..-in, ol Air For~• rJ,au. 
for t1'4 f1&tur• of Mc:Oulr• All' Ba1e1 aad II le my "°I". lb&& yoa v~U. 
alv• thle snatJo r '4• fuU•e& coaal4en.doa p,,•elbl•. 

CPC/aa· 
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Slacerely, 

CUfferd P. Caa• 
U. S. llon.ator 



'NEW JERSEY SENA.TE 

WESLEY L. LuicE 
SENATOR, HUNTERDON COUNTY 

29 CENTER STREET 

, CLINTON, N .. J. 

The Honorable Robert B. Meyner 
Govern.or,- Sta.ta of· New Jersa.y · · 
Sta.ta House . 
Trenton, New Jersey 

My dea.r Governor.: 

July 12, 196i 

As one of the introducers and sponso~s of 
Sena.te Bill No. 218 which pro hi bi ts ·8. jet port in 
sever~.l North.. Jers-ey Counties O it is· n.a.tura.l tha.t I 
should respeotfully urge tha.t you sign. t_h.1s bill in.t'o . 
la:w. . . . 

Ma.ny months ·a.go on Decembei-1 18, 19.59, just 
. a. couple of da.ys after the story of the Port Authority's 
proposa.l for a Morris County jet port had broken· in the 

. news, I inspected the Burlington pine barrens by heli-
. · copter. It wa.~ my privilege to take this a.tr inspection 

trip with Freeholder Ha.ines, who now represents Burlington 
qounty in the N. J. Senate. 

It was my conclusion then - and it is my 
conclusion now --- that th.e bes·t place for a. hugh global 

. jet port in New .. Jersey is the Burlington Pine Barrens. 
Senator Haines told me he ha.d already been saying th.is 
for' some time. Never before has a. Burlington Democrat. 

· and a Hunterdon Fepublican been so •thoroughly in· :a.cc·ora· •. 

Enclosed is a copy of an a~ticle ''Under the · . .,. -· 
· .· Sta.te House Dome n _written by me for .the Hunterdon -County·. · · ·. 
· Democra:-t on January 28, 1960, which expresses in detail the . , 
_ desira.bili ty of loca.ting a. jet. port in the Burli~gton. pines.·· · 

S6me· people·sa.y it is to6 fa.r to.tr~vel from .. 
·,. the ·Holla.nd Tunnel to Burlington. However, if the Russia.ns. 

ca.n build a. helicopter which· ca.n ca.rry a. house., ca.n riot the 
U ~ S. bll.ild orie which. will ca.rry people from New York City· · :' 
to the Bu~lington pines?:. · ·· · 

. Cordially, . 

4)~~---~('~~ ,, 
WESLE'Y L. LANCE, 

State Senato~, Hunterdon County~· 

:··;3 ~i 
'. ~t- '·., 



STATE 
DOME 

· By Wesley L. Lance 
State Senator, Hunterdon County 

··---
Helicopter Over Burlington 

On Frid.ay, December 18th, I 
took a helicopter tour. over the 
proposed jet airport location in 
Burlington . County. On Tuesday, 
January 5th, I made an airplane 
trip over the proposed jet air­
port location in the Great Swamp 
in Morris County. 

My conclusions, based on these 
two trips, are that the Burlington 
site is superior to the ·•. Morris lo­
cation in most respects. In this 
article I attempt to analyze the 
Burlington site in respect to 11 
points. 

Where is the Burlington site? 
Look at a m·ap of Burlington over 
near the Ocean border for the 
place where State Highway· Route 
72 branches off from Route 70. 
In this triangle between Routes 
70 and 72, is situated the Lebanon 
State ForPst. This is the focation. 

These lands are uninhabited 
pine barrens. You can travel by 
helicopter for miles without see­
ing a single person· or a single 
house. The only evidences of 
civilization from the air are the 
blueberry and cranberry bog~ on 
t!:e fringes of the Lebanon State 
Forest and in December even 
these are deserted. 

I have a good supply of New 
Jersey maps in pamphlet form 
Drop me a card for. a copy and 
look at plate 3 (J-5 and J-6) to 
locate the Burlington .site. · 
1. Regional Acceptance 

Do Burlington and Ocean coun­
ties want a jet port in. the Leban­
on State Forest'! 

The Planning Boards and the 

Boards of Freeholders . of both 
counties say they want the jet 
port The Burlington Planning 
Bo.ard has spent money· ori print­
ing up an elaborate brochure 
heralding the .merits . and advan­
tages of bringing the airport to 
Burlington, 
2. Size 

Is the Burli~gton sit~ adequate 
in size? 

There are 25,000 acres available, 
(16,000 acres· .. already owned by 
the State in the Lebanon State 
Forest, plus 9,000 more acres 
readily available). 

Twenty - five thousand acres 
constitute about 40 square miles. 
which is almost as large as the. 
entire .land area of the County of 
Hudson. · · 

And there's plenty more con­
tiguous acreage of pine barrens 
available-if needed. 
3. Noise 

Would the noi~e create a nui­
sance? 

A site as large as this, surroun­
ded ·by more pine barrens, mini­
mizes this objection. 
4. Safety Control 

Safety control in an area as 
large as the . Burlington site is 
certainly better taken care of than 
in the heavily populated sections 
of Morris and · other residential 
areas. 
5. Level .Ground 

Is the terrain satisfactory? 
This land is level witp a sand 

base and could be easily drained. 
All of this land was for ages the 
ocean floor ·of the Atlantic. 
6. Land Cost 
. Is · land available for the Bur­
lington site at reasonable cost? 

I don't know any place in New 
Jersey you could go to look for 
cheaper land. 

The State of New Jersey al­
ready owns 16,000 acres in the 
Lebanon State Forest. It serves 
no useful purpose, except for deer 
hunting and even deer don't get 
too fat on a diet of sand, . pitch 
pine and scrub oak with acorns for 
desert. 

Additional land in hands of pri­
· vate owners should. be available 
at reasonable ~ost. 
7. Air Space Freedom 

Does sufficient air space free­
dom exist in the skies over the 
Burlington site? The PA claims 
not · 

(a) Existing air lanes. 
It is said there are existing air 

lanes (let us say from Washingto,1, 
D.C. to Toronto) over the site. I 

'I, 
. ' 



would thmk' shifting an air lane 
would not fall into the category of 
the impossible. 

(b) Nearby airports. 
To what extent would . planes, 

etc., which land and take off from 
McGuire Air Force Base, Phila­
delphia Airport and the Naval Air 
Station at Lakehurst conflict with 
jet :traffic in and out of the Bur-

i . lington si_te? 
(c) Holding areas. 
The PA claims the Burlington 

skies ._· constitute "stacking space" 
or "holding pattern areas" for 
air traffic which is awaiting its 
turn to land at other airports. 

These problems will . have to 
be decided by experts in whose 
integrity · the Legislature has im­
plicit tru;;t. Would it not be pos­
sible tu operate the Burlington 
.iet. airport ~n some integrated 
fashion with traffic in and out of 
the· McGuire Air Force Base? It is 

• my . hope • the · federal agencies 
' will show a spirfr of cooperation 

in these matters of the shifting 
and adjusting of air patterns. 

, R Ground . Tr_.vel Time · 
Is the Burlington site reachable 

from New York City and Phila­
delphia· within· reasonable ground 
travel time? 

(a) There is certainly no prob­
lem about Philadelphia passrn­
gers as they could use State High­
way Route 70. 

(b) However, the ground travel 
time from New York City is some­
what longer than some peopJe 
woµld like to have it. On the other 
hand, if you want to go from New 

! York City to Pakistan, it isn't go­
ing to hurt you too much to be an 
extra 20 minutes in an automobile 
in exchange for the · privilege of 
taking1 the fast jet. 

I suggest that the possibility of 
a spur from the New Jersey Turn­
pike at Bcrdcntm,vn · (exit 7) into 
the. Burlington site be explored. 
This would . shorten the present · 

. approach from the Turnpike at 
Bordentown (exit 7) down Route 
206 to Mt. Holly and then East 
thru Pemberton and Ongs Hat to 
the Four Mile Circle, where 
Routes 70 and 72 intercept. 
9. Freedom From Fog 

When one of the German zep­
pelin commanders came to this 
country many . years ago, he said 
that Ireland and this area were 
freer from fog than any other 
place• in the world. At least that 
is what the people in Burlington 
say he said. 

Speaking more conservatively, 
meteorologists do tell us that this 
area . has an unusual degree of 
freedom from fog, 

10. Ability To Finance 
What agency would raise the 

money. to build a Burlington air-. 
port at a possible cost of 200 mil-
lion dollars? · 

(a) The Port of New York 
Authority has objected to the Bur­
lington site on the ground that it 
is too far away from New York 
City and the air lap.es are too 
congested there. I would assume 
the PA would be unwilling · to ti~ 
nance the project. · 

(b) • A separate New Jersey 
authority, similar to those which 
built the New Jersey Turnpike. 
and the Garden State ·Parkway,· 
could be created to build and op­
erate it. Someday (in che _1970's) 
the profits from this · operation 
might be a handy thing for the 
State of New Jersey to have sit­
ting around. In fact, as small a 
contribution as two million dol-: 
lars a year from the PA to the 
State of New Jersey,· would he .a 
start to help solve the problems 
of the New Jersey commuter and 
help keep the trains running, As 
long as · this non-cooperat1ve at­
titude of the PA exists • as to our 
internal. problems in New Jersey, 
why shouldn't we, . the people of 
New Jersey, consider the con­
struction of some of these pro­
jects . which will ultimately be­
come financially profitable, at our 
own state level? 
. (c) New Jersey and Pennsyl­

vania might cooperate· in the cre­
ation of a joint bi-state authority 
to do. the job. 

(d) An authority representing 
merely the counties of Burling­
ton and Ocean would, I fear, find 
the project a pretty bi~ chunk 
to bite off. After all, 200 million 
dollars is a- sizeable capital im­
provement. 
11. ~ o Danger To Wharton Tract. 

Would the Burlington jet port 
conflict with the development of 
water· supplies for the Wharton 
Tract? 

The Wharton Tract is an· en~ 
tirely different area (See Chart 
4, K-6 and K-7); several miles to 
the South of the Lebanon State 
Forest. I do not see how the · jet 
port could conflict with· the ulti­
mate developments of the under-· 
ground water reserve in the 
Wharton Tract. 
Conclusions: 

If the air patterns over Bur­
lington could be adjusted and the 
ground travel time from Holland 
Tunnel shortened somewhat, the 
Burlington site looks like a bang­
up place in all other respects for 
a jet air port. · 

(Reprinted from the Hunterdon County Democrat, January 28, 1960) 



STATEMENT BY -
GEORGE K. ·BATT,· Chairman 
Citiz~nsr Advisory Committee 
The Jersey Jetport Site Association 

Governor Meyne,r, it is our understanding that you have called this public 

hearing on Senate Bill No. 218 in order to provide sufficient fact.s to guide you in 

your decision as to your action in signing or vetoing this bill. We recognize, 

. that the proper appraisal of technical facts can be done only by competent 

technical authorities. 

Our three technica~ reports have already been submitted to you. Today 

we are able to provide you with additional competent technical authority of 

. unimpeachable reput~tion to assess both our reports and the May 31, 1961 report 

of the Port of New -Xork Autho·rity .on the subject.· We do not intend at this time 

to further recite the long history of this controversy. You are well acquainted 

with the facts from many sources. What we should like to do at this time is to 

. impress upon you, as the Chief Executive of the State of New Jersey, the facts 

as they affect all of the people -- not only of North Jersey, but al~o of 

South Jersey. 

hi your current espousal of the "Green Acres" plan, you have been 
. . . . 

quoted as saying ''the development of jet planes which break the sound barrier 

threatens peaceful living in our cities and suburbs. A. sound national aviation 

p<>licy predicated on the safety and rational needs of peaceful living is needed. 

The aviation specialists must learn to treat citizens as more than mere 

inhabitants of houses that lie in the path of proposed landings and take-offs." ... 
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Governor, no better espousal of our cause c~uld have. been mad~ than this 

statement of yours in a speech to the Wildlife Management Institut.e in. Texas. 

Further interest in this important question goes as far as Kenya, Africa .. -

some 14, 000 miles away. In the June 1961 issue of Kenya Wildlife is an entire 

page, headed, "It's The Same Old Story -- Jets Or Wildlife in Morris Coun~y.· 11 

Also, in the April 1961 issue of Audubon Magazine , Secretary of the 

Interior, Stewart L. Udall, writing on the need for more wetland acres as 
" . 

refuges, more recreation areas, and an enlargement of the, wilderness system 

clearly stated; "Open spaces and wild lands and the wildlife that goes with them 

are essential to our national health and welfare as places where people can go 

for rest and recreation and receive the kind of special nourishment that comes 

through communion with nature. " -Secretary Udall further stated, "As our 

urban· and industrial development moves apace, so we have 1o move quickly as 

_ thi_s may be our last chance to enlarge the park system, to safeguard enough 

wetlands and other special habitats to assure the future of wild life resources, 

and to make certain that future generations ·may draw inspiration from our 

wilderness areas. '' 

He further stated, "It will be the guiding principle of this administration -

to seek the solutiQns of all such problems on the basis of ·what is best for the 

nation as a whole. Decisions will never be made for the purpose of rewarding 

one special int ere st group against another nor for the benefit of one segment of 

humanity to the det~iment of larger publ~c interest, and we shall try never t9 

forget that the larger pub~ic interest includes the welfare of future generations.· 

7 
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It will be ·my policy to encourage this kind of cooperation because much of the 

progress that has been made in wildlife conse·rvation has been due to the 

whole~hearted willingness of federal and state agencies t·o work together and 

to· work in turn with our citizen organizations. II 

To further illustrate that this is just not a fight of a few property owners, 

we quote from an article in The Saturday Evening Post dated December 17, 1960, 

as follows: "Communities near big airports from San Francisco and Los 

Angeles to Chicago and Dallas and Boston have testified of the seriousness of· 
. ~ 

· the jet noise nuisance. They have loudly protested that the noise of landing 

and departing aircraft makes conver_sation impossible in nearby homes, disrupts 

school work and church services and causes children to waken screaming in 

the middle of the night. 11 And further in this same article, "Thus an important· 

principle is involved. This community could become a kind of test case,· a 

critical battleground in the struggle to pre serve the last open spaces in the 

metropolitan areas all over the country. Inertia and indifference )already 

have lead to the blighting of traditional family living space around many 

American cities. It is about time that homeowners stood up and fought for 

their rights . ": 

This excellent expression on the need for conserving existing areas 

such as we have in Morris County is also well supported by the position taken 

by Senator Harrison Ao Williams, Jr., on June 16, 1961 in his proposed 

amendments to the Federal Airport Act designed "to help bring a Httle more 

sanity and order to the urban landscape~ ,i Senator Williams stated to the Senate 

SubCommittee on Aviation that his amendments were intended to "make sure 

8 
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that other· important considerations will not be submerged and neglected in an 

exclusive preoc.cq:,aticn with the interest of th<3 air traveler who ~s first and 

foremost an urban _resident himself when not in the ai:t. It is ext_remely impor­

tant that any new airports be located., to the greatest extent, possible, to carry 

I 

out the plans of the urban committees for their1 future development and at the 

very least, the people have a right to expect that every effort has been made 

by the agencies concerned to consider the needs and values of the communities 

affected by airport construction, and to make sure that the site selected is the 

best one possible in terms of promoting the welfare of the total ur-ban 
0 

environment. 11 "Furthermore~ 11 he said, "Construction of new airports can 

have a major impact both de sir able and unde'sirable on the future growth and 

development of our urban areas. For example: the noise generated by airport 

activity can disrupt people for miles around. The mislocation of an airport 

can drastically reduce the whole point of building it in the first place because 

'the accessibility is so inadequate or it ·can overburden already crowded roads, 

thus making travel more difficult for the regular users of those· roads o The 

construction of an airport and all the related development attracted to it can 

seriously affect an important· water shed area and compound water supply ct.nd 

flood control problems or it can destroy a particularly valuable scenic area, 11 

Senator Williams in his statement further urges the Federal Aviation Agency 

to consider _the need of urban and metropolitan areas in their orderly growth 

and development in formulating any national airport plan just as they :must 

consider air traffic _needs and technological developments. 

He also feels, ac~ording to his statement., that the Federal Aviation 

9 
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Agency should consult with the Housing and Home Finance Agency with respect 

to locating new airports so as to promote.the orderly growth and development -

of urban areas and that all future applications for new airports should be 

related to the greatest extent possible to the plan's and programs for the develop­

ment of urban areas and that this check ''would not and · should not involve 

Federal regulation or interference with the local plans and programs, but only 

a finding that the applicant has made an effort to c·oordinate the airport with the 

other community plans~ 11 

In furtherance of Senator Williams I recent statements, we shoulq like 

to quote from the Federal Housing Administration's current bulletin issued 

May 3, 1961 to the directors of all field offices. The subject being---"." 

Analysis of Residential Properties Near Airports. In this instructive bulletin, 

FHA discusses the discouragement of residential development and the erection 

of public buildings and pla<;:es of public _assembly in areas contiguous to public 

airports as such areas are subject to high aircraft noise levels, in particular, 

the locations lying under the approach and departure paths of dominant 

runways. FHA states in this bulletin that it must recognize the desirability of 

residential properties in the vicinity of such airports being adversely affected 

by the existing or potential hazard of low flying aircraft, the nuisance of noise,. 

and the possibility of mushrooming non-residential uses. FHA further states 

the every-increasing activity of jet aircraft has greatly multiplied the no1.se 

nuisance and reduced the desirability of land for residential development and 

adversely affect·cd. existing residential properties heretofore readily marketable. 

10 
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The· agency in its guidance to field directors quotes analysis o~ data necessa.ry 

, where properties are subject to high intensity noise and a~ such the health and 

nuisance factors - - that where the consideration of all variables. leads to the 

conclusion that the health of occupants will be· adversely affected, the applying 

property will be conside.red unacceptable for a FHA loan. It is finally stated by 

the FHA that these carefully considered steps are necessary in view of the 

Commissioner's interest and that it is_ to be hoped that the joint efforts of the 

FAA, the airport and_ city officials, school boards, etc., and the administration 

can work for the ~enefit .of all and achieve the result of mini.mum home constructio 

in areas that are or may be expected to become undesirable. 

\ . 

The above well-known public figure~ c::annot be accusec;l of bias. They 

certainly are not speaking for any one group or particular interest. Their 

statements do, however, bear out the most thorough report of the New Jersey 
' , . 

Association of Real Estate Boards, a committee, we understand, appointed l?Y . 

their president at yoµr req1.1e st to study the impact of a major airport in 

New Jersey. This excellent report, under dat~ of August 9, 1960 completely 

bears outthe feeling in Notth Jersey as to the adverse effects to be anticipated 

frpm the construction of another major jetport in that area. This committee 

1 member ship, made up of leading _realtor s all over the state could hold no brief 

for any one section, but in their joint experience_, as you know, recommended 

. your disapproval of the propof>al of the Port of New York Author~ty to locate 

the new major jetport in Morris County. They futher stated to you that they · 

believed with conviction the residents and property owners in this area and those 

1 1 
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on the periphery are entitled to relief from th~ unce~tainty which p·re sently 

attends this issue and further that you,· a~ Governor,· ·immedia.tely offer the 

. . . . . 

assistance and resources of your office and appropriate existing. state agencies 

to-work in the matter of undertaking an exhaustive study of available .areas in 

the pine barren section of Burlington and Ocean counties or of any other 

potentially acceptable site in the State of New Jersey involving minimum 

displacement. 

Another state-wide. group, the New Jersey Association of Chosen 

Freeholders, in a resolution, opposed a Morris County Jetport in favor of one 

somewhere in South Jersey. 

The communities surrounding ldlewild have long been at war with the 

Port Authority over the noise factor. Queens Borough President, John Clancy 

has been in the forefront of this fight. Heads of the lo·cal civic associations 

are constantly considering court action to obtain noise abatement. They state 

that this has created a desperate situation. These people have lived with this 

problem for several years and it isn't just academic with them. Here a major 

airport is surrounded by large areas of people. Their actual experience 

would be duplicated in northern New Jersey counties, were a jetport to be 

erected there. 

To quote one of these citizens organizations of Laurelton, New York, 

they state ''We in Laurelton have long been plagued by the jet noise and the 

power of the Po;rt Authority. Many of us are not in the position to simply 
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· buy another home and move away from the area _and so we fight the·m as best 

we can and so after many years of seeing their promises- go up in smoke with 

the coming of larger and larger fleets of jets, we have now banded together 

.every organization in town. Our only recourse may be the courts.- 11
· 

_, .: 

1.3 



PUBLIC REACTION 9/ 

. ' 

Backing up our position in Morris· County, are pet:itions from· 125 state, 

county '.and mu~icipal government boards-' and private agencies and thes~ public 

resol~tions in tur·n ':have been backed up by petitid~'s "'signed by sbme:· 125, 000 

' ' ' . 

persons in ten northern New Jersey counties which have been presented to the 

Legislature and now are being presented to you. 

This is NOT a project affecting what the Port Authority calls a few 

wealthy landowners and many acres' of country estates. This is a problem 

affecting dozens of modern. ideally situated, suburban communities populated 

by tho.usapds _of ci~izens· in every walk of life and occupying homes in every 

possible price range. They too know "The Horrors of Living with the Jetport"-­

an article recently prepared by J. C. and _Helen Furnas for the citizens of. 

. . . 

Hunterdon County in which Mr. and Mrs. Furnas, who are nationally-esteemed 

journalists, quote verbatim the living conditions of people around a great airport 
' ' 

suc_h as Idlewild and the .dire threat coris~antly hanging over their heads and the 

constantly worsening living condititions from airport activity. 

You were quoted recently as stating in Honolulu that you favored a jetport 

in Morris County because 9f its closeness to New York, its acceptable situation 

as regards overhead air traffic, and the need to pursue industrial progress if the 

State is not to go downhill. You further stated. that the arguments of Newark 

businessmen in favor of enlarging Newark Airport for jets could equally apply t~ 

Morris County. Our technical reports substantiate the fact that no~ major 

airport may be needed until 1980--some 20 years from now, certainly not before 

1970-1-975. With the technological improvements daily being made in airc-raft 

construction, airport control, air lane control, no one knows at this time what 
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can be done with the so-called air umbrella over South Jersey •. With improve­

ments of- high-speed rail transportation (which is now in effect in some parts of 

the country), and with the inevitable improvement in large; fast-traveling heli­

copte.rs, and with the ·almost certain development of monorail along major 

highways, distance from a central point will no longer· be a proble~. For 

example: The French understand air, rail, sea transportation from long 

experience. It takes 2 1/4 hours from LeHavre to Paris. One· hour travel 

from New York City to any Southern point in New Jersey will be nothing com-

pared to the increasing jamming of travel by rail,_· by_ .present over-crowded 

highways and by those newly to be constructed. Major rail trackage, stations 

and tunnels now in existence can handle a very heavy load of air passengers. 

Construction of new highways into New York City for the future is not alone the 

answer. The doubling and tripling of tunnels and bridges at the various crossings 

would also _be _necessitated and this cost would many times exceed the cost of a 

quarter-billion dollar airport. 

Northern New Jersey has progressed normally and very successfully as 

:related to any other part of nearby industrial states·. The fact that Morris 

County is the ~ite of perhaps more nationally known industrial laboratori~s than 

any other section is proof of the fact that the _personne,l of these laboratories 

want to live in a quiet area such as Morris County and nearby counties produc~. 

'1 

The serious effect alone on American industry could be far- reaching if the quiet 

of these laboratories were disturbed and the living conditions of their co-workers·:. 

were made impossible. Morris County is really the scientific center, in many 

instances, for the industrial world and these laboratories· are located in that area 

solely l:>ecause of the livi:ng conditions_ provided. To disturb this situation would 



be one of the tragedies of our State. 

We cannot believe that you would veto an act of the Legislature governing 

the living conditions of almost 200,000 people-~an act that would te.rminate the· 

p:resent living conditions and the possible displacement of some 18, 000 people 

and subject the additional 12, 000 people to a noise level comparable to a jack 

hammer in operation or an express passing through a subway station. Here, 

too, are eight leading schools and colleges, seven churches and four major 

hospitals which would be seriously affected and perhaps rendered untenantable 

by unbearable noise. An airport so envisioned by the Port Authority would 

have planes taking ·off and landing at the rate of one every 1-1 /2 minutes 

throughout . the day or over 550 flights every 24 hours. This chaotic condition 

could be increased as much as 85% by 19so· if the normal population of Morri$ 

County increased as it would under predicted controlled conditions. 70,·O00 

people now reside within a five-mile radius of this proposed airport and 195t 000 

. live. within 7-1 /2 miles fr.om the cente_r of the site. How contrary to the report 

made by Mr. Wiley of the New York Port Authority_}>£ September 27, 19601 

testifying before the N. J. Senate Investigating Committee, when he said in 

reply to a question from Se11:ator Cowgill of Camden, "Sir; the studies .that we 

did in the various areas before December when the Preliminary Report was 

issued were the kind of studies that you could do by driving ·through the area or 

flyi_ng over the area or something like that. '' . Governor, this is a tragic. 

betrayal of hundreds of thousands of people'.s daily lives.. It is this sort of 

· thinking that has weakened an entire part of our -grec:1.t state. of New Jersey. It 

has caused real estate sales for more than a year to be pract~cally non-existent; 
. . 

it has .disrupted many, many homes because of worry and uncertainty. It is 
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unworthy of a great org.anization such as the Port Authority to continue this 

harassment; but, Mr. Tobin, Exe~utive Director of the Authority, c~rrectly 

stated iri his tentative report to you and the Legislature in May 1961 that 

"the Port Authority as an Interstate Agency is the creature of the Legislature 

of New Jersey and New York., As we have stated in the course of the current 

discussion of the need for such an addition~! afrport, · the Port Authority has 

no power whatsoever to carry out the recommendations of either the Prelim­

inary Report which was issued in December or any tentative report of our 

studies of this problem. Their duties in this field unde.r the Port Compact, 

are simply to study and report., This we have done to the best of our ability. 

THE qNLY AUTHORITY IN THE WORLD THAT CAN AUTHORIZE THE 

CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW AIRPORT ANYWHERE IN T_HIS METROPOLITAN 

AREA IS THE AUTHORI'fY OF THE PEOPLE THROUGH THEIR ELECTED 

REPRES~NTATIVES iN TRENTON AND I,N ALBANY"s 
I 

You ean fool some of the people some of the time, but you can't fool 

all of the people all oi the time. The newspape:rs and all other public media 

0£ this State have constantly, day and night, kept in touch with this fight- -so 

important to us all. We dq not believe that one single newspaper has. yet tC> 

speak out in favor of a new major jetport in Morris or contiguous counties. 

No a1,1thority of any prominence has spoken out in favor of the Port Authority I s 

original proposal. This fight has been kept out of partisan politics - -the homes 

of Democrats and Republicans and Independeridents alike are affected and at 

stake. This fight knows no political lines and as a result, both the Senate 

and Assembly· after long consideration- -18 months to be exact- -have pr(Hiented 

to you in Bill # s ... 218 th~ir mature ~hinking on this vital subject. They \lave 
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said, by majority, that there should be no riew 'jetport constructed in' Nottherti 
. . . 

New Jersey. Surely, as the Port Authority has said ~n its l.etter of trari•smittal 

to you and the Legisla.ture.2 th@y eanne,t eon$truc.t, they can· only recommend, 

but Mr. Tobin, in hi@ te1ti.mony b@for"~ the Senat@ lnv~1UgaUng Committee this 

yea.rj said that h@ didn't @vtrn riwommEJH'icl' a site, n~'.t' weuld he in hht final 

report, 

in An important gubet:natorial election year, after mature and serious cGniid@r&"" · 

titm; have adopted strong planks in their patty platforms against a new j@tpc;,rt 

in Northern New Jersey. Both gubernatorial candidates are clearly on record 

substantiating the planks in their platforms. Surely this is an answer to tht! 

great majority of the people and for the record, we que>te the platiks in the 

platforms of each party: 

OEMOCRAl'S .. ''We oppose the establishment of a Jet Airport in the Great 

Swamp of Morris and Hunterdon Counties or in any gther settled residential 

area wh·ere the community would be disrupted by liJtieh a development, but the 

Stat~ in. these early years of the jet age cantmt !snore a project which would not 

only bring huge capital constructfon, more jobs, and a largi annual payroll, but 

which wouUt also have a stimulating ~if'eet on the whole etlonomy afid would add 

lo=r th@ ptu:pos@. Th@ Q\i@stiotts c,r (gxiati.nj air paths And dinanGe from New Ye;~k ~ 

City miiht W8U yi,dd to d@termin&Uon a1ui injenuUy. 11 

County or in any other area in Northern New Jersey and re~op:unend caref:q\ · 
. I 
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--

consideration of such an airport with proper safeguards in the pine barrens of 

South Jersey. '' 

The people of New Jersey are ~ntitled to consider these .as ple.dges of a guber­

natorial veto of any attempt by the Port Authority to further a Northern New 

Je_rsey new Jetport, regardless of who is elected. 

It is therefore finally up to you as the Chief Executive to recognize the 

great preponderance of public- opinion_ on this subject. The people have said 

No to a new jetport in Northern New Jersey; the Legislature has said No in 

no uncertain terms, and we cannot see a~y reason why you as the Chief Executive 

should not sign this mea·sure, and once. and {Qr all end the uncertainty to this 

important part of the State and to the State as a whole. 

Thank you for this opportunity to present the facts on this highly important 

subject. 
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STATEMENT OF MARTIN A. WARSKOW FOR 

. AIRBORNE. INSTRUMENTS LABORATORY' C • 

A DIVISlON OF CUTLER-HAMMER, INC. 
'' " "• ,. ' ' 

I am pleased to comply with the Governor's request to submit 

a statement at this hearing •. I wish to enter into the record a· special 

report, in -two volumes, entitled, "A New Major Airport New-York/New Jersey," 

prepared by my· company 'for .The Port. of :New York Authority, .i~ June of 1960 . 

_and January of -1961.., and to bri~fly summarize the findings :presented in.-

these volumes~ 

Our work has been concerned with airspace usage which would 

result from a new major airport in the region and to the airport capacity 

of the existing· metropolitan air terminals. My. company·. is qualified· in· 

these two subjects by virtue of over 15 years of experience •in government 

and commercial contracts which have dea~ t with every a_spect of air traffic 

control., air navigation., and aircraft instrumentation. 

While a complete list of our projects in these fields would be 

lengthy, I would like to cite a few. 

For the Federal Aviation Agency: 

Terminal Area and Airport Surface Traffic, New York, 
Winter; 1957-1958 • 

. . Technical Evaluation of Helicopter Operations Program. 

Airport Runway and Taxiway Design. 
' ' 

For the Airways Modernization Board: 

A Study of Airspace for an Additional Airport for Washington D. c. 

1. 
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For the· Air Navigation Development Board: 

Study of Air Traffic in the New York Area. 

Evaluation of Omni-Bearing-Distance System of· Air 
Navigation. -

Study of ILS Localizer Bends, and 

Site Reflections on ILS Glide Slope Facilities. 

For the United States Air Force: 

Recommendations for Integration of Air Defense and Air 
Traffic Control (1960-1970). 

Engineering Services on Resolution of TACAN Unknowns, and 

for the Department of Defense: 

Study.of Air Traffic Densities in Nine Major Areas. 

In addition, we performed the aviation facilities requirements 

study for the period 1956-1975 for Mr. F<l~ard P. Curtis, the first Special. 

Assistant to the President for Aviation Facilities Planning. 

This statement will begin with a surmnary of airspace considerations 

which were the subject of Volume I and conclude with a summary of our find­

ings on airport capacity, wh~ch is dealt with in Volume II of our report. 

AIL investigated the relative feasibility of 17 possible airpo~t 

locations in this metropolitan region from the standpoint of their effect 

on airspace usage. An airport, if located so that,its traffic disrupts 

the flow from existing airports, will contribute little to the total air 

traffic. capacity for the area. The relative merits of each of the loca­

tions was therefore based on: 

1. How minor will be the r·estrictions to traffic flow. 

2. The overall effect of such restrictions. 

3. The overall increase in air traffic capacity that will result. 
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In this region, where air t~affic' has·been inore·thorotighly 

surveyed, analyzed, ~nd modifi~-d than ariy dther, it· was ~eces.sary to 

consider a new airport location on the basis of the most detailed avail­

able information. 

Our study confined itself primarily to those conditions whi_ch 

prevail under Instrument Flight Rules. It is under these rules., where 

the pilot is dependent upon control from the ground, that great blocks 

of airspace must be provided for each aircraft in order to-ensure its 

separation from other aircraft. Flights under instrUP1ent regulations 

(and, even in f~ir weather, more and more flights abide by these regula­

tions), confine themselves to fixed airways and preferential routes 

prescribed by the FAA. The merits of a possible airport site were, 

therefore, based on airspace requirements· fo·r IFR procedures. · Visual 

flight rule traffic patterns were checked to ensure that a location 

favorable from an instrU.lllent flight standpoint would not disrupt VFR 

traffic. 

The locations were considered in terms of the expected air­

space environment in the.years 1965 and 1968 because this airport would 

have to function as soon as it was completed. Technological advances, 

which have yet.to be demonstrated.are not likely to render feasible a· 

site which is not presently feasible. 

We believe the desires of the traveling public for certain 

destinations and origins will remain constant over the coming years_. 

Consequently, we expect the present basic traffic flow to prevail. An 

analysis of today's traffic flow under in$trurnent conditions was there~ 

fore considered _importa.nt and such an analysis was made in detail. The 
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result of this analysis was a three-dimensional model.of the airspace 

activity on February 10,· 1960, in an area which st> ... tches. from north 

of Wilton., Connecticut, to south of Philadelphia, and from the Atlantic 

Ocean to about 60 mi.les inland. This is the area which might be called 

the "New York Area Air Traffic Complex. 0 About lJOO·flights 'were 

analyzed and their routes and altitudes were displayed on the model. 

The instrument flight procedures in the New York are.a must be 

oriented to best serve the bulk of air traffic in this area. Because 

the instrument landing and takeoff direction is northeast-southwest 

for this area, the air traffic flow is compatible with this direction 

and with. the desires of a large percentage of flights in the area. 

Figure 5 in Volume I of our report is a simplified presentation.of the 

traffic flow for this region which shows the major traffic generating 

routes. Our figures show that 30 percent of the traffic ·in the area 

flows to and from the west, and another 25 present flows to and from 

the southwest. Six other major directions of traffic flow make up the 

remainder. This has led to a counterclockwise flow of traffic. The 

majority of flights arrive from the southwest and west, join, and flow 

to the thre'e. major airports. They depart to the northeast and swing 

around and join airways heading west and southwest. The area is further 

defined by two perimenter streams of so-called overflight traffic which 

are not destined for New York airports. , 

One indication of how thoroughly this airspace is used is 

shown irt Figure 6 of Volume I of our report. This figure is an airway 

map of the area showing the required holding patterns presently employed. 

The extent of this complex area is well indicated by this figure. 
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Before going on to the detailed considerati_ons used in this 

study, it would be well to review briefly the situation regarding new 

technology in both air navigation, air traffic control, ·and· aircraft 

characteristics. Possible new developments in each of these fields 

were thoroughly developed during our study. 
. ) . . 

The basic navigational aid being used today is the Very High 

Frequency 0mnirange, called the V0R. This provides a family of radial 

lines in any direction from the ground station--airways coincide with 

these radial lines. The next substantial improvement to navigational 

facilities is the Distance Measuring Equipment which,will provide distance 

along· an airway from the ground station. This facility is being imple­

mented· on the ground at the present time and the airlines have announced 

purchase of the airborne equipments. 

A perspective on the use of air navigation equipment is pro­

vided when it is realized that the V0R was adopted about 15 years ago 

and the equipment it replaced is still actively used for navigation in 

this and other areas. 

The point is that the V0R will be used in air navigation for 

many years. Presently, no replacement for this equipment is being 

actively considered by any U. s. agency. The V0R has a system accuracy -

which requires tha~ airways be 10 miles wide, if our standards of safety 

are to be mairitained~ There is ·no likelihood-in the reasonable future 

that--except in the immediate vicinity of airports--widths less than 

10 miles can.be considered for the routes l~ading to each airport. In 

addition, there is the requirement for holding space for each airport. 

In some of the more advanced proposed air tr~ffic control systems this 
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same airspace if not used for holding will be neeq.ed for man~uve:r. -It 

is our feeling that the areas which are used today to. hold" o:r: s·tack 

aircraft will be required in any future ~ystem to sequence and 4elay 

aircraft so that the airspace need is equivalent. The improvements 

that are being contemplated will allow for each rout·e to accommodate 

additional traffic along its length rather than allow an increase in 

the number of routes.· 

'rhe lateral spacing of the present airports in_ this area do 

not meet the criteria for optimum spacing, and as_a result it is doubt­

ful if they have the capab~lity of reaching their full future instrument 

runway capacity. 

We do not foresee.that future aircraft will materially change 

the traffic flow situation. Improvements· in aircraft perf9rmance may 

allow some detailed changes in procedures which expedite.traffic flow 

but the fact that they must be mixed with aircraft of less spectacular 

performance will tend to nullify the advantages. 

A location s~table as a major ·airport site must be able to 

serve the demands of traffic at the times it goes. into operation and for 

at least 20 years thereafter. To·meet this need, ·certain basic criteria 

were set down to be used ip. rating a proposed location.o 'rhese were that: 

1. The instrument runway must be compatible with the instrument 

runways at present airports. 

2. The new airport is to be a major, long-haul~.domestic traffic 

hub, and therefore the bull{.of traffic will flow. to and from 

the west and southwest. The airport must-have relatively· 

unobstructed access to these two directions. 



3. . Some 'traffic' must be expected to prbceed'..·to :and f'ro~·the'north 

and northeast and it must be·provided. for. 

4. . The- equivalent of two stack feeding systems for each of the 

major instrument approach directions must be provided for 

stacking or maneuvering. 

5. · There be an adequate local control area. 

When the criteria are studied in detail, a pattern for possible 

locations begins to emerge. This is shown in Figure 24 of Volume .I of· 

our report. This-figure _shows areas of relative desirability for airport 

locations. The darkest blue areas include the sites which we have 
. . . 0 

· placed in Category D. Airports in this area would.be in direct conf1ict 

with existing major airports in the New York or Philadelphia areas. The 

lighter blue area include~ Category C sites. These sites do not meet the 

criteria and have the additional disadvantage of requiring the elimina­

tion of McGuire Air Force Base to serve as even limited-capacity airports. 

The dark gray area includes Category B sites which do not, in one manner 
. . 

or another, meet the criteria. These sites can serve only as limited-

capacity airports. It must be noted in connection with the sites in 

. Category Band C, which are located· in southern New Jersey, that the 

reason for their limited potential lies in the fact that this area is­

used for at least five airways which serve New York traffic and traffic 

overflying the New York area. ·These airways cannot be moved to the west 

without congesting· other airways and cannot be moved to the east, over 

· the water, because of limitations· or· existing navigation ·systems. The 

rest of the area,·which includes the Category A sites., could accommodate 

a practical major airport after some rearrangment of .facilities and airways. 
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~he shape of these contours, shown ort.tnis.figure'J,, it mufflt b@ 

em~hasized, are a resuit gf the natural flow of ·air trarric i~ th@ ar@ai 

The bulge to the northwe_st is the ar~a uSed for climbing ait•craft from 

existing airports, and the bulge to the southwest is the area used for 

descending aircraft •. · 

Each of the 17 sites was submitted to a detailed analysis; 

whose objective was to work out the best possible arrangement of airways 

and routes for that s'ite. This method revealed those shortcomings which 

are due to the· locatiohs of necessary routes and holding areas for the 

existing airports. No limitation was placed upon the location of such 

routes and areas due t,o the placement of navigation artd traffic control 

facilities. 

In 14 of the sites studied some·major capability could not be 

provided without severely affecting the traff'ic flow ta existing air­

ports. In some cas~s, Philadelphia. traffiG was also a factor in the 

fifidirtgs. 

Tnree of' the 17 suggestsd sites fa.11 into: CategG>ry A •. These 

are site 4 at Pine Island, New Yorkj site 7 at Morristown, New Jersey; 

anti s1 te 8 at solberg-4tufiterlitm, N~w Jgtsey. We,rkable airspai1e usage 

plans havij 'b@@n ~re~~~ted ft;)r th@~e site~ in t>'W :ref)t>rt, 

'rhiffl ij©fl@luti_@§ thi aUffiffiiry ©f e~ wf;irk en atrspatHi t1ensid@l"1tietu1 · 
! 

Volume II dealt with the capacity of existing airports, modified 

if practical, to obtai~ maximum capacity. It was our purpose to determine 
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·practical operating capacity for existing airports. uno.er both visual 

and instrument.conditions for. the years 1965 and.1975, and to consider· 

the effects of possible improvements in ·airport layouts,· procedures,· 

and equipments. We :believe that existing airports should be used to 

their maximum before a new airport is bnilt., because of both economic 

and air traffic considerations. 

Fortunately, · analytical techniques which we have had. under 

developmentfqr the past two years for the Federal Aviation-Agency 

(covered in AIL Repo~t 7601-1, "Airport Runway and Taxiway Designn) 

make it possible to pre_dict the maximum practical operating rates ·that 

can be obtained at an airport. These techniques·allow a direct con­

sidera'tion of airport capacity in terms of operating rate related to 

the average delay incurred by 'aircraft •. 

I wish to emphasize that,these techniques., called mathematical 

models., predict actual operating'rates. They are based on actual operat­

ing performanc~_e and they consider the (1) types of aircraft., (2) ratio· 

of arrivals to departures, (3) runway layouts, (4)controller operating 

techniques, and (5) details of the runway approach system. We• have care.:. 

fully reviewed all possible improvements and developments with regard to 

possible physical changes _at each airport., as well as oontrol ·equipmerit 

and oontrol techniques.· In addition., .we ha.ire considered the effect· on 

airport capacity· of possible new aircraft that may come irito · service : : 

by 1975. 

Our approach in computing airport capacity has· involved three 

phases. These are: 
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1. Measurement of current operating rates, under both visual . ' . 

and instrument condi tions--along with the resul.ting· delay 

to departures. 

2. Computation of theoretical spacings between aircraft in 

order to establish an upper 11 not achievable" limit for IFR 

conditions, and 

3. Development of practical curves for each airport which relate 

airport operating rate to the delay to departures. 

The practical operating rate or capacity was selected from 

these last ourv~s, based on an evaluation of the delay that would be 

considered satisfactory for normal peak operationso This was done for 

both visual flight and instrument flight conditions. 

For airports serving a predominance of air carrier traffic, 

the most important capacity consideration occurs under instrument flying 

conditions, and as our air traffic grows, this condition is becoming 

more common in all kinds of weather~ Under such conditions, aircraft 

must be spaced at a safe distance from each other by some means other 

than the pilot's visual judgmento This is accomplished by ragar in 

·. terminal areas. Under these conditions--where pilots cannot see the 

preceding aircraft--there is no opportunity to use the runway at maximum 

capacity and the airport maximum operating rate is a function of the 

spacings between aircraft tfuat traffic controi must maint~in in the · ~ir.,. 

Observations of current operations and a study of numerous 

airport .logs has revealed that while as many as .86 movements have· 

occurred at New York International during one hour under visual conditions, 
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a movement rate of 36 per houri~ high during instrument ·conditiO'ri~; 

Similarly,· at Newark., rates cf. 56 versus: 32, .and ai LaGuardia 7i ¾-~r-~ils 
37, are·. typical_ high--capac:i.ty' exa¥J:ples 1.irtde:r today's system at ·toQ.;f:,·s·· 

airports. 

We _are reasonably confiden:t, that the next few years vdl,1 see.·. 1 

ai-i improvement in the ability of the air traffic control system ;tq' 

narrow the spacing between ~:ircraft. This. w:i.11 come about as automatic 
' . . ' . . 

' . . . ' 

equipment is put into use and as. controller and· pil-ot, techniques improve •. 

· We have incorpo:rated this. improv.ernent in our IFR capacity 

determinations. · To illustrate thi1:>, note Figure 6 of Volume II, w,hich, 

is a plot, of the 'dtst:ribution of spac_ings between aircraft as they 
'' ' . .· . . ' ,,, 

arriv~ at the runway •. On the extreme right we see ·a curve showin~ tnat 
today 50 percent of all aircraft under IF~ condition(:l at New York Int,er­

nation,al Airport are in excess of two minutes apart at the runway 

threshold. On the left are two curves whi.ch show· the· ideal spacin~ · that· 

a mixture of' aircraft could achieve-while not violating the safety 

criteria we have assm,ned·for 1965 and 1975. The middle curves represent 

the ~sstimptions "Q.aed .by us to represent practical achievements l.ikely 

py 1965 and 1975, We believe it is r.easona.ble to expect ~provement 

in technical cietai):.s ~uch as these ~nd, from. proper assembly of. these · 

details, to ·formulate Vq.l:Ld. precl,:lctions•of' airport capa.city. 

I wish to re-eJnphasizethat conqlus:l.ons on airport capacity., 

without considera.tion_ of the resulting delay., are not too meaningful • 
. ' . ' ' 

It is ·the delay that is 11.ne9onc:>mic "nd· it is the build-up of'del~ywhioh· 

inq.icates that the: airport: is r~~chipg its :practical.'capacity •. W~'ha.ve 

11. 
JO 



concluded that acceptable departure delay is an .average of four minutes 

per aircraft, because .with· such a delay we have found that., a.Ill:on·g other 

things: (1) the airport is. wo~king near capacity (and delay can build 

very rapidly from this point for any of many reasons) as in indicated 

· .in Figure 3 of Volume II., (2) although the average delc1y is· four min-

. u,:t,es, the actual delay experienced by an individual aircraft can vary 

from no delay to ·some 20·minutes--an.almost intolerable delay for 

eff:icient, high-spee~ travel, (3) a four-minute·delay to departures is 

usually accompanied ~Y holding stacks for arrivals~ and (4) a fo-qr-
. . 

minute q.el~y on ~eak-daf op~rations will result in ITI\lCh higher.delays 

on the several days each yea:r when peaks exceed the forecast. 

I woulci like now to summarize.this work by referring ·to the 

chart of practica.l operating capaplty of .the New York regional airports. 

These fi~~s have been prepared for the ~irports as they would most 

.likely b~ in 1965 and 1975. 

For LaGuardia Airport., it has been assumed that the instrument 

runway will have been lengthened. We have reviewed the possibility of 
I 

increasing the capacity of this airport by use of parallel runways and/o:r;-

drift-off type runways., and neither- is practical from a space staridpoint. 

Conseqµently., we have fouml--for the types of aircraft that. will be 

operating at this field-~that: the practical capacity in 1965 will pe 62 

IflOVements ~n hour tincler visµa+ flig)lt rules and, 31+ movements per llou:r 

under instr~ent conditions~ In 1975, the capacity will be 52 VFR move­

ments or 3P IFR movements. 

At, Newark J\irport., .the possibility of a close parallel to · the 

instrument runway exists. 'This :µnprov~ment would _be more effective and 
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more economical than a drift-off configuration ,on :.the existing runway. 
' ' 

Without this improvement, the practical capaciltq .of Newar~ would be 

42 VFR or 28. inst~ent operations per hour for tthe types of aircraft 

· expected to use that airport in 1965. With the parallel runway, 96 · 
' ' / ' ' ' ' 

VFR or 41 IFR operations could be accomrnodat·ect. Similar figures for 

1975 are 46 VFR or 31. IFR without the para:11e~, amid 1;96 \i:FR and 49 IFR 

with it. 

With regard to New York Inte:r-,naltfumla11:, Me '4levoted a good deal 

of effort to· analyziag. po·ss-ible runway impr~-enients and additions. While 

an impro:veme_nt t~ airport capacity fOJ·Visual conditions would likely 

result if an1dditional runway were constructed, a third 'parallel r\'llnway 
' . ' . 

in the instrument direction'would have.doubtful value. Problems of 

airsp~ce usage and feeding systems ·~nd runway 'crossing prob:Lems have 

been shown to negate the benefits. Consequently, New York International 

A~port has been.determined to be able to accommodate 84VFR operations 

or 48 instrument operations per hour in 1965 and 99 VFR or 66 IFR 
. . 

oper~tions in 1975.' 

Thank you. 
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St~temeflt of Ropert G,9d~tone; Hammer Qnd Compqny Associates 

I .am here at the request of Governor Meyner I representing my firrn -- Hammer· 

\ - . ' '. . 

qnd-Cornpany Associates -- to present the result~ of our study on the "Economic 'Effect 

· of~· New Mafe>r Airport in the New J~rsey-New York Metropolitqn A.re~••. _This .stuqr · 

V{as 011e ir, a group, ec:tc·h of-which qng,y~ed specific; ospects of tpe proposeq new,.qir~ 
, • , ·. . ·\ _.l , , .• .. •• ' , 

group'! 

·I. hqve Q copy e>f our report here c:md wou,d like to formally submit it to you Qt 

thi_s time for inclusion in the r~cord. The ci>.rnplete repQrt is c~ose tQ 200 pgg~s. in _total 

hmsth, so , wo~~d pke, tQ surn~arize _H f<>r yqu, bringina out its key firadings qnd <::<>fl~.· 

ch.1sions. Before ge>ing on to· the study highlights,' however I it might be well to .first 
,. ' 

*etch the ·bpckground c,f ()l .. ff. flrm anc:i the types of studies we hdve undertaken .. 
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Organized ln .1954, we maintain principal': offices iii Washingtc;m, D.C. and 

Atlanta. We spedalize in the field of_economic.and bu~iness research, ·and have--p-re~- . 

pared studies for a wi~e · variety 'of pub I ic and private c I ients. During the past several 

years, we have completea more than 300 research studies involving problems and issues 

· of area economic development -- as does this study of airport economic effects. Pro­

jects h.ave included industrial and commercial site studies for manufacturers, wholesalers 

and retailers. We have. made market and financial studies for varie~ types of develop;_ 

ment -- motels and -hotels, single- and multi-family residential projects, regional and 
. ' 

community retail facilities;· industrial parks and office ·buildings. Specific examples of 

recent projects include: study of, the economic development outlook in the Washington 

Metropolitan Area for the Joint Congressional Committee on Washington Metropolitan 

Problems; analysis of transient housing supply for the Washington Committee, 1964 Inter­

national 'Exposition; multi-county economic development stud1es in Western North Caroli­

na c;and Northern Virginia regions; airport d~velopment potenti~I in the Atlanta Metropo­

litan Area; economic and market studies in downtown areas for Youngstown; Fort Wayne. 

and Binghamton; urban renewal land utilization ~nd marketab ii ity studies in Tampa, 

Memphis, Cincinatti and Louisville; economic studies for community renewal program in 

Tulsa; apartment market studies in Harrisburg, Baltimore, New York City and t.he Los 

An_geles Metropol itdn Areas; revenue potendal of proposed park -improvements for the 

State of Kentucky~ 

I am in c~ar9_e of our Washinaton office and. a partner in our firm. l_t was my 

privilege to have carried out or personany supervised many _of the studies previously 
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listed. The ·study of airport economic effects prepared for the Port of New York 

Authority was my direct responsibility. 

Our assignment in the airport study was to determine the economic effects 

which might result from the deve~opment of a new major ai'rport in the New Jersey-
. . . ' 

New- York Area.. In out I ining-the key findings of the study, I am d~awing directly 

on.the text of the complete report, submitted today. Background data and docu­

mentation for these highlights are found in the report. I might add that during the 

preparation of our study _ _; although we maintained contact and received information 

from the Port Authority as well as numerous·state and local agencies -- it was under-. 

stood that our research and analysis were to be developed on a completely ·independent 

basis with ful I freedom to pursue the study along whatever I ines we saw fit in terms of . 

the issues posed by our assignment and we assume ful I responsibi I ity for the statements 

· and finpings in the report. 

The specific airport effects were established at both the regional and local levels. 
, , I 

To th~ow the airport effect on area economic development into proper perspective, we 

also projected the I ikely growth patterns in individual local areas as they might be ex­

pected to "normally II develop during the next 25 years. These 11normal II trends were 

established directly on the basis of materials prepared by the Regional Planning Asso­

ciation and its recently-completed New York Metropolitan Regional Study. T~e 11normar 11 

development patterns were then compared with the economic effects .anticipated with the, 

airport and the differential effect determined .. 



On the basis of our study, we found that a new., major airport -- which would. 

bring together a wide range of rapidly-growing aviation activities -- ~ould have a 

significant influence on regional and economic development. Its specific effects 

· would build up to peak levels over a substantial time period, facilitating their assimi­

.. lotion at the local level. There would be three major phases; the first would be the 

.primary construction phase, which we assume would take place app~oximately du~l ng 
. ' 

the 1965-70 period; the second phase would begin with initial aviation operations at 

the airfield in 1970 and continue to approximately 1980 (construction would also ex­

tend into this stage); and the third -- or optimum -- phase would be from 1980 forward. 

We would expect that the optimum developments at the field ·would have been fully 

translated into their local area effects over a five-y~ar period, or by 1985. 

During the five-year primary construction stage, no aviation operations would 

occur at ~~e site. The ma·jor construction effort during this period would be in the 

estimated three-year site preparation phase. Completion of runways,' access roadways, 

necessary structures, i.nstal lat ion of navigation equipment and the I ike wou Id overlqp 

and fol low behind site preparation activities. 

Probably mpre than $175 rnHlion would be spent for basic field a'nd building· 

construction between 1965 and 1970, apart from the cost for site preparation which 

would of course, vary substa,-itially from site to site according to ground conditions 

and terrain. AnQther $90 mill-ion or more would be required by the second-phase 

operations after 1970. The nature of the work required ori a .. particular_ site would, 

delermine· the 'cost breakdown for site preparation between labor force payroUs <;:md 
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the amount spent for the various non~labor items. In primary phase building con­

struction at least $35 mil Uon -- one-third the total value of contracts·-- would be . 

represented by labor expenditures. This figure would be absorbed principally by 

local labor force. In al I, during the construction phases, a daily average of 2,000 

construction worke~s might be employed .at the site and total payrolls might approx-

. . 

imate $85 million. B~ilding materials and equipment, acc~unting for the remaining 

disbursements would, in large measure, move through regional business channels. 

Wages for the construction force and payments for the purchase of goods in the local 

area would, of course; become part of the economic flows in the metropolitan area. 

The flnal effect on the regional econo~y of the airport con~truction would be multi­

plied approximately three-fold by the process of successive spending and re-spending. 

Following initial construction phases, actual aviQtion operations would begin 

at the field. At the regional level, airport effects would be principally felt in terms 

of expanded job opportunities and income flows generated by new employment in primary 

aviation activiti~s located both on and off the a_irport site. In addition, new "multipl ~ers 11 

growing o.ut of successive rounds of spending and re-spending the added income brought 

to the region by the airport would further expand regional economic gains.; By 1980 -­

the point at which optimum operations at the field are expected -- a total of 28',300 
. . 

employe~s m'ight be expected for a new major aia:port. This figure, representing em-· · 

ployment at the airport site in primary aviation activities, would be supplemented by 

11,000 additional jobs generated off the site but directly related to the aviation activi- · 

ties at the airport. Off:-site jobs wouid include workers in downtown terminal offices, 

37 



' . 
·. travel agencies and personnel in private business and industry involved in traffic · 

and travel arrangements. The estimate for additional off-site jobs is derived on 

the basis of present patterns evident in the New York Metropolitan Area~ The 

total annual p~yroll for' primary aviation employees on and off the site would be· 

more than .$265 million • 

. In addition t~ the primary aviation payrolls, a total of $208 ~illion would 

be spent each yea,r in the region for purchases of goods and services by the various . ·. 

enterprises ot the airport. This $208 million expenditure-is based on anticipated 

gross new revenues ·of $555 million per annum generated by the airport's aviation 

enterprises in 1980. Expenditures would cover supplies, equipment, maintenance . 
' , 

cmd other goods and services exclusive of aircraft and the $200-plus .million in pay­

rolls. The region's suppliers and man~facturers would be directly benefifed by these_ 

purchases· in the form of increased sales. A portion of these ·sales would of cou~e, 

be passed on to employees .as wages. -:fhe ultimate effect on total regional income 

attributable .to the national markets served out of the new major airport would, we 

estimate, aggregate approximately $78 million. The prevailing regional wage, at 

this•figure; would suppoft a total of 16,400 new jobs. 

Visitors to the region arriving qt the airport --. businessmen, convention de-· 

legates, touri,sts and others -- would uti Uze area foe i I ities for a variety of travel 

a~d personal services. These foe i I ities ·would incl'ude hotel and motel accommo~ations, 

restaurants, retai I foe Hi ties and local transportation. Based 011 studies of travelers 
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arriving in the region by air we can conservatively project a total of $146 mil I ion 

in estimated annual sales by 1980 at the region's travel-serving business due to a 

new major airport. These sales, as in the case of other sales and wage flows would 

also serve to swel I the regional; income stream. Considering the multiplier effects 

of only the estimated $36 .5 mi I lion in wages which might be paid at the affected 

establishments, a total of approximately $10905 million in new regional income 

would result. T~is gain -- based on prevailing wage rates -- would serve to support· 

a total of 23,050 new wo~kers in the region • 

. Key factors affecting the regional economy as a result of the new major Qip­

port can be summed up in terms of the number of new jobs created and total regional 

income generated. Three of the airport economic effects -- employment in the pri­

mary aviation group, local purchases of the primary aviatio~ industries and sales to 

~isiting air passengers at t.he region's travel-serving busines~ -- can be readily ag­

gregated. These three factors would create a regional total of ~pproximately 134,600 

jobs and income of nearly $718 mill ion. If the typical worker supports himself and 1 

dependents, the total population in the region by 1980 which would be supported di­

rectly and indirectly by the airport and its aviation activiti.es would be approximately 

335,000. In terms of jobs, the airport-stimulated employment would represent about 

1 .5 percent of the regional total by 1980 and rough.ly five percent of the Northeast 

New Jersey figure. 
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. . 

Apart from the t9ngible job and in~ome be~efits out I ined above, the~e is the · 

more intangible, but nonethel~ss vital factor of adequate and conveni~·nt air trans~ . 
' ' ' . 

portation service for the region's business •. Bas~d. ~n business utilization of aviation, 
' ' 

the potential "worth II of the airport to the region's business· can b~ calcu.lated in · 
' . . 

• ' l • 

broad terms. The total magnitude of regional business which might be facilitcited at 

this airport by 1980 can be estimated at about $4.5 billion per year. This figure would 

show ·up_in_sales volumes of regional manufacturers, distribution organizations, whole-

salers and selected retailers.· The figure, of course, ·is only suggestive of the tre­

mendous role played by aif transportation ;n the qonduct,_ of contemporary business. 

It can _be reasoned that ne>t all of the business volume calculated. as _being. faci,litated 

by the new airport would be lost to the ~egion if ih transportation by air w.ereLincide~ ,/ 

q_uate ~ The problem for the region, however, is to keep its e1ir transportation suffi-

ciently c~nvenient ·so that ''marginal II business visitors are not persuaded to shift po.:. 

tential transactions to c.ompetitive _business centers because of their greater accessibi'"". 

lity •. The· reverse pattern is also of m9jor importance and the travel needs of regio.nal . 

business must be met so that locations here need not be under a I iabi lity in term~ of · 

air transportation ~ ·. 

Movin~ to the local area level,'. specific economic effects were analyzed in._ 

terms of two Northern New Jersey· sites in .seventeen which were studied by the Port · 

Authority. One of these was in Morris .County and th~ other straddled the Hunterdon 

· qnd Sornerset County lines. Data is shown belo'A: for the economic effects in th~ county 

areas surrounding_ each of the two alternate sites. 
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Key local effects would be in terms of employment and population gains, 

new comr:nercial and possible industrial developments and the expansion·of local 

ratables. Airport effects would b~ spread over an extended period of time, as pre­

viously stated, _and would also diffuse over a _multi-county area. The key counties 

affected by the prototype sites, however, would be those containing the alternative 

locations, that is Morris, Hunterdon and Somerset counties. 

Employment in the key counties affected by the prototype sites in i 985 :__ 

al lowing a five-year transition period for the ful I translation of airport develop- . 

ment into local effects_:_ would reach sizable levels. In Morris, a total of ap-

. proximately 37 ,_000 new ·jobs would be added and in Hunterdon-Somerset combined, 

a total of nearly 31,000 would be added: Popufation gains in the same three' 

counties by 1985, attributable to airport development at each_ of the alternatiye 

sites, would reach nearly _58,000 in Morris, 22,000 in Hunterdon and 39,000 'in 

Somerset. 

Substantial gains in the level of retail trade and service activities can 9lso 

be expected. Basic to expanded commercial development in the local areas would 

be the new· population disposable incomes avai I able for the porchase of retai I goods 

and services. 'Earnings in the primary aviation industry are substantial. Average 

gross pay per employee in 1959, according to an industry survey in the region, to­

taled $6,750 -- approximately $2,000 a year_higher than average_worker earnings 
\ 

in the region. In line with the area pattern, if it is assumed that the primary worker 



supporh him~elf plus 1.5 dependents, per caplta earnings for aviation workers are. 

$2,700 -- $200 per year higher than _the $2,500 figure estimated for Morris County 

; in 1959. This differential is even greater vvhen compqred with Somerset and Hunter­

don which had $2,400 and $2,000, respectively, in per capita income. 

Based on purchasing power gains in the local areas,· resulting from airport de­

velopment, an additional $30-$40 million in retail sales would be realized in Morris 

' . 

. Courity by 1985. This- gain would support new retail building space of approximately 

550 ,OOQ. square feet. Somerset wo~ Id show ,retai I gains in the $22-$29 mJllion range 

and ~unterdon, $13-$16 mi 11 ion by· 1985. These increases wou Id support roughly 

400,000 squqre feet and 250,000 additionol sqyare feet of building space, respective"'." 

ly r in each of the counties o 

- In addition to expanded commercial fqcilities which_ would develop in con­

sequ'9nce of the new qirport, there wou Id also be a definite potentia 1. for a wide 

rqnge ~f secondary act~vities. · The~e would consist primarHy of industrial faellities 

, attracted to the area based on advantages brought to a focus in the airpo.rt vicinity. 

This expansion would not be inevitable, however. The.extent and type of industr'ial_ 

··.;·expansion would, in large rpeasure, be subiect to regulation by local in,terest as well 

as speciflc policy ond action progrqms. 

There are outstqnding examples throughout the United States where the _locati.on 

. of cm aJrport has stimu_lated rapiq and extensive industrial development in the airfield 



vicinity. On the basis of these e~amples and the demonstrable attractions offered by 

tm airport for desirable types of industrial activi'ties, a new maior airport is possibly 

the sing le, most valuable asset for industria I expans,ion that the reg ion can make 
. . 

available to a local area. Although a substantial and varied ·potential for industrial 

gain would be provided by the airport, the utilization of techniques available for de-. 

velopment control and area planning would enable localities to maximize advantages 

.of such a foci I ity and selectively screen-out the types of establishments that are un~ 

suited to loca I communi'ties • 

. Although it is not possible to precisely estimate the extent of secondary de­

velopment which might occur in each of the local areas due to the influence of 

local policies and programs, it is possible to anticipate the magnitude of potential 

industrial growth that might be sti_mulated by the airport. Morris County, in our 

iudgment, has a potential by 1985 for an additional 35 or 40 plants valued at $15 

to. $20 million. The potential for Somerset and Hunterdon would be less, totaling 

$10-$13 million and $3-$4 million, respectively. 

The full range of development types involved in the airport-stimulated growtn 

-- residential, commercial and industrial -- can be translated into specific estimates 

of property valuation with in each of the key county cireas., Ca lcu lat ions show that 

~orris could be expected to add a total_of $269 million in true :value while Hunterr-

. don,and Somerset would _add $103 million and $177 million, respectively. The e~tima-. 

ted gain in as~~ssec;! valuation based on _current. assessed-to~true ratios would be $56 



million in Morris, $18 million in Hunterdon and $30 million ,in Somerset by '1985' •. ·· 

These are gross figures and wou Id need to be offset somewhat ·by the remova I· of current 

. ratab les represented in the airport property which wou Id be taken off the books by its' 

development. In the case of Morris the net gain would be more than $51 million .• 

Hunterdon wou·I~ show a net nearly $16 ~Hlion in new ratables and Somerset more 

than $29 mi I lion. 

The airport-stj~ulated growth in the local economies needs to be analyzed 

against fhe background of anti~ipated 11n~rma Ill developments. The overal I' out­

look for development -- under normal circumstances -- during the com'ing period·· 

is for tremendous growth and change. By 1980. -- twenty years from now -- the 

Northeast N.ew Jersey area sho'u Id have ad~ed approximately 2 .4 m ii lion in 'po- · 

pulation. This would represent an expansion from the current 4o4 million to.near-·•· 

ly 6.8 million in 1980 -- a 54 percent gain over_the present figure. Employment 

in N,ortheast New Jersey should reach an all-time high of 2.5 million by 1980 --

an increas~ of more than one million from the 1956 level, or a 66 percent gaine 

These immense gains proiected for population ·and employment in Jersey·-~. 

as based on the figures developed by the New York Metropo I itan Reg iona I study 

for the Regional Planning Association -- would ·penetrate into new areas many of 

which ore presently rural or semi-rural. The present "leadfng-edge 11 or·urbanizat'i~n ·· 

will be .extended and the.development pattern in the older areas consolidated.· This 
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i~ ci prospect on which most planners and economists can agree. Some of the greatest 

c;:hanges can be expected to occu_r in the presently "frin,ge II and ~ut lyi.ng counties 

typical of which are Morris, Somerset and Hunterdon .. The outward spread of urban­

ization will be facilitated by-the high-speed, high-capacity freeways reaching for_ 

the first time into most of Morris, major portions of Som~rset as wel I as into Hunterdon. 

Each of these areas faces great'ly expanded normal rates of development during the 

coming two dee ades and beyond • 

By 1985, Morris County can be expected to reach a. population of 730,000 ..;_ an 

increase of 468,000 above the current population level. Somerset poptJlation --

144,000 in 1960 -- is likely to increase to 550,000·by 1985, a gain of nearly 400,000Q 

_Hunterdon County, largely rural and semi-rural in current development pattern has a 

total pop'ulation today of only 54,000. This figure should expand to approximately 

135,000 by 1985 -- an addition of nearly 80,000 or a 130 percent increase. E~ploy­

ment gains of approximat~ly similar prop_ortions in each of the key county area~ can 

be expected durfng th is same period e The gains in population, industry' and ·cornmerce 

projected for New Jersey are th'e ultimate b~sis for the projected gains in air travel 
~ 

demand west of the Hudson as discussed previously by representatives of the Airborne 

lnstrumenh laboratory and Spea~, organizations. 

The rel.ative effect of a new major airport on local areas surrounding the site 

'is rriost simply and directly measured in te~ms ofpopulatiori factors~ Despite the 



sizable increments in airport-induced population which can be expected in each· 

of the key counties surrounding the two illustrative sites, the populati-on impact 

of the airport wil I be relatively minor in the face of the rapid gains expected to 

occur under normal circumstances in both Morris and Somerset counties. Impact 

in the less.-developed Hunterdon, however, would be appreciable. The projected 

airport-induced populatidn gain for Morris County-by 1985 -- after the airport has 

already reqched its optimum operational level -- would be 58.,000 -- a 7 •. 9 per­

cent factor in total C()unty population expected under n'?rmal circumstances. In 

Somers~t, the p~rcentage effect on population would be even smaller than for 

Morris. By 1985., airport expansion would add a totS]I of 39,000 persons to the 

county population. Against a normal projecti~n of 555,000 for this date the air­

port-induced gain would represent 7. l' percent. The impact of airport-generated 

gains in Hunterdon County would be about twice as great as· for Morris and Somerset 

or qpproximately 16 percent by 1985. 

Superimposed on Hunterdon's narrow and relatively slowly gaining popul~tion 

base, the airport development ~ould substantially accelerate the county's normal 

o~tlook for growth. Expres~~d in terms of acceleration in the normal annual rates 

of growth which might be caused by airport development, Hunterdon wo~ld sho~ an 

acceleration of nearly '2,.7 percent.: By contrast, the Morris an~ Somerset. counties 

. would show accelerations of 12 .5 and 8. 9 percent, respectively. 
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Apart from these nu~erical measures, there are major differences in the capacity 

of a teas to absorb sizable new expansions into their norma I deve lo.pment patterns. · The 

airport would generate sizable local expansions in relatively shorter periods than might 

normally occur~ Th,is is the case despite the_ fact that airp~rt development would be 

s~aged over: a long period beginning orig ina I ly with the construction phases (perhaps 

in 1965) and not actually opening until 1970. Initial opening would still only involve 

· the first steps in a gradual program of airport expansion to an ultimate level of opera­

tions culminating at optimum, in about 1980. In addition to th is time spread, the 

effects of the airpqrt will be diffused over a rather substantial area covering many 

counties. · 

The ai.rpott wou Id, howev·er, set a deve.lopment process in rnotion in the involved 

counties which would bring into play population expansion, _labor force growth, employ­

ment gains, commercial and possibly new industrial f?cilities, increases in the local 

tox base as well as expanding costs for local_government. The capacity of specific 

areas to accommodate th is development process is limited by a number of key factors. 

Included would he size of the local area, its rate of normal growth, open areas avail~ 

able ftjr development, extent.of its uti lities·systems and other community ·improvements 

and serv.ices, its fiscal condition-and capacity to undertake major improvements. With 

these points in mind, these counti_es which are presently relatively close into the al­

ready intensively developed urban areas, already contain sizable populations and are 

at a relatively advanced ~tage in their :deve~lo'pment, a~e gene_rally better equipped ' 

to handle sizable future growth than are the more isolated areas where development 

extent and pace is sti II at relatively modest leve Is. 



Similarly", the alrport ·carries with it not only direct e~onomic impact in the 

form· of primary aviation jobs, inc.reased sales in· the local ~reas, popul~tfon 
1

gains 

· and similar direct effects,_ but also substo~tial opportunity forlin~irect or secondary 

development in selected industrial activities. This potential for industrial expansion 

would notonly help to bring about desired local area objectives for eco:nomic de­

velopment, but also cou.ld serve to expand fiscal resources in the local ~reas.. How­

ever, just as there are differences in the capacity of areas to assimilate airport-induced 
I ' 

development, there are ·als~ differences between the sit'e a_'lternatives· in the extent to 

which the·airport might influence the pattern of industrial locations and expand the· 

local industrial base.. Industrial location decisions rest on a broad 'range of factors. 
' ' . 

However, relatively remote or isolated locations, far removed from m_ajor concentrations 

of skilled labor force, sources of ·supply and needed services and markets,. lack basic 

factors sought in industria I locations~ The airport located in such an isolated area 

wo_uld be less effective in s~imulating seoo~dary development even though it wduld 

still serve as a plu·s factor. The utility of the airport for area development:would be 

at its· optimum in areas presently undergoing rapid urbanization or about to· move into 

rapid urbanization in the near future. 

On the basis of n~:>'rma I proiections set forth in th is report, we have see11 that 

the close-in Northeast New Jersey counties are.facing ci period of immense change~ 

Morris and Somerset have the potential of ad_ding hundreds of thousands in new po­

pu ~at ion during the next 25 years. Hunterdon· County, a I though its change wi 11 be 

smaller in nume'rical. terms, still stands to increase its present population by two and 

. : • I 



one-half times by 1985. During this peri~d of .tremendous normal growth, the role 

of 1·ocal development policies_will be critical. ()f .l~mited use i11 stemming the tide 

. of expanded urbanization, the key task of local policies ,will be to direct·the ne~ 

development so. that it can be suitably located, soundly developed, prop~rly se3r- · 
. . . ' . , 

viced and serviceable to the community. The strains of this normal growth pe·riod: , 

wil'I be substantial. and great skil I wHI be required to formulat~ and apply needed 

locaJ policies,Qnd programs. 

Against this background of rapid growth, an airport would add another ele-

' ' 

ment of change. Even more people would be added to the local areas and more jobs 

. would be created, accelerating the normal growth proj.ected for the area. This would 

be true for Morris and Somerse~ even. ,though the airport-generated gains would be a 

relatively small part of the total change expected -- as wel I as for Hunterdon·. 

Development anticipated as a· result of the airport, although extensive, would 

be of o •ihigh typell. This would hold true for the residential, commercial as wel I as 

possible industrial foci I ities. The average income of primary 'aviation employees is 

well abo·ve regionol and inmost. instances, if not all, county averages at the present 

time. Average. home values boi It· in response to the market potential for these empk,y­

ees would be high. Types of industries attracted to the area in response fo airport de­

velopment 'JYOuld include light manufacturing and distribution faciHties, · processing 

operations, research units and ~imHor act-ivit-ies which could be expected to fit harmo;­

niously. into the county developmen~ patterns. Indeed, these very types of industry are 

presently being sought by industrial development units alr~ady established in county .. 

areas in Northern New Je~sey. 
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The maintaskof loca'I development polkie~,'-if the ~i-rport'werebullt,·w~uld,· 
'. 

be the ·same QS under nor~~,; 'C ircumstrinces -~ to ensure s6und development, wel I­

located and s.uitably serviced. There is no ·inheient a~pe.ct of the pote~tfol airport- · 

generated develo.pment which would interfere with carrying ~ut these development . 

objectives in· our i udgment. The specific qua I ity, locat_ion and type 'of new fac i I ities 

< ' -- ., . '' '. . 

can be control led by the appropriate use of the standard regulatory devices -- zoning 

. and control of land sub-division. The fiscal resources generated by the new develop- · 

ment even though calc.ulated on the most conservative ba$is, should permit th~ main- .. 
; 

tenance of contin.ued high standards of locOI service~ 



STATEMENT OF R. DIXON SPEAS 

PUBLIC HEARING ON AIRP9RT REQUIREMENTS IN_NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 

July 12, · 1961 · 

Governor Meyner, I am pleased to respond to your request to appear 

at. this public hearing to present our report and those of two·. other 

consultant firms, pr.epared for the Port of New York Authority, and­

to briefly sunnnarize· them for the public record. 

My name is R. Dixon Speas .. I reside in Manhasset, Long Island, 

New ·York. I am the President of R. Dixon Speas Associates, Inc., 

aviation consultants.· We were ret!Elined by the Port of New York 

Authority slightly ~ore _than a year ago to conduct a study-of 
. ' 

certain aspects of the future airport capacity requirements of-the 

New Jersey-New York metropolitan area o Specifically, · our study 

was directed to: 

·l •• -The historical trends and future developments 
to be expected in operational transport aircraft.· 

·2 .•• The contribution of airline passenger schedq.les 
to total airport activity. 

3 •• The capability ·Of V':l'OL (helicopter and other 
vertical takeoff and landing) aircraft to 
contribute ~to the total airlift requirements 
as. segregated ~ir traffic •. 

4 ., • Operational -aspects and economi·cs of high volume 
City Center-Airport Service by VTOL aircraft. 

Our firm has provided consultant services in the field of air 

transportation since 195L, We have been active in major phases of _
1 

---+---
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civil aviation planning_c3:nd operations in_ many projects involving 

both technical and economic considerations. Our preyious work has 

included_forecastingmarkets for advanced aircraft_both conventional 

and VTOL, financial and operational suitability studies of specific 

transport aircraft, and operational and cost analyses of helicopter 

services. We have accomplished.project work for many airlines both 

U.S. and overseas, airport·and industrial concerns, aircraft and 

engine manufacturers and other business corporations. 

I pers·onally have been actlve in the field ~f air transportation 

for more -than twenty ·years s_ince my g·raduation from the Massachusetts 

Institute of Technology as an aeronautical engineer. I also spent 

one year at the Boeing School of Aeronautics where I qu~lified as a 

transport pilot. During ten years of employment with a major U.S. 

airline, I was active in engineering and held positions as Assistant 

to the Vice.President of Engineering, Director of Engineering and 

,Maintenance-Air Cargo.Division apd Special.Assistant to the President. 

Our firm's contribution to the· Por~ Authority •·s overall study of 

the factors relating to airport requirements and sites in the 

llletropolitan New Jer_sey-~ew York region is the forecast of futur~ 

aircraft movements into and out of the region which will be required .. 

to transpor~ a11· future air passenger traffic. 

Any. ·study to determine the region I s future airport requirements 

must consider many factors: 
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The volume of futurie passenger traffic · 
both domestic and int.ern.ational .•. 

The specific de.stinations to which these 
passengers will travel. 

·· The number and types of aircraft which 
will move into and out .. of the. region to . 
haridle this traffic.· 

How the passenger traffic demand will 
· caus:e these aircraft movements .to peak 
.at various · times of the day. 

In addition to passenger air traffic, consideration must be .given 

to the gr.owth in volume of air cargo which will move through the 

area, the type o.f air.craft which can be .e.xpected to .handle i.t, and 
. I 

the n~ber of aix-craft movements which·will.be required .to carry 

the load. The activity of general a°".'iation aircrait must .also be 

considered·in the light of their need for.access to the major 

metropolitan airports. When the full impact .of these accumulated 

demands on the ·region's aviation.facilities are combined they may 

·then be ·assessed against the present, and improved future capacity 

of the'airport complex to determine the need for added facilities. 

PASSENGER MOVE:MENTS 

· The st·udy accomplished by R. Dixon Speas Associates derived 'the 

future aircraft· movements required to .handle regional passenger .. 

traffic. A ,forecast of the rjumber of .airline passengers which 

woul~ be moved into and out of the .New York region in future years 

was provided by the Forecast and Analysis Divisiop of the P.ort of 

New York Authority. The Port Authority's forecast, which a.rta1yzed 

many factors·contributing,to the growth in air traffic in the 

---=-1r----
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future indicates that the region will·be called upon to ~andle_ a 

total of 24,700,000 passengers in 1965 and 45,300,000_ in 1975. 

In addition to forecasting growth /in total traffic an analysis 

was made to det~rmine the respective future volume of travel to 

various domestic and oversea~ destinations. 

An extensive analysis of past airline services was accomplished in 

order to establish a basis for forecasting future aircraft movements. 

Frolll these analyses, the number of plane movements into and out of 

the.region, the number of seats offered in various types of service 

and the pattern· of hourly distribution of movements was established.· 

These analyses also established the influence. of through-flight 

passengers on the regfon's aircraft movements, as well as the rela-· 

tionship of the number of movements requirec;I_ ·in a peak peri~d of 

operation to the total. From this firm base of service patterns 

evolved_ under the requirements of traffic demand projections of 

. future aircraft movements were made •. 

It is· obvious that to transport a given volume of traffic the number 

of aircraf~ movements required will·be less when larger aircraft are 

used. Our ~tudies made ~ull analysis of ·the factors determining 

futut"e transport aircraft characteristics .. This-work included de­

tailed review, with the National Aeronautics and Space Administra~ion,. · 

of the technical, operational, and economic feasibility of.all major­

air vehicle design trends. · 

·In· addition, all major aircraft and. engine manufacturers. were . 
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interviewed to determir,te their views on the feasibility and timing 

of ·potential -transport air-craft projects. A larg~ number· of U. S. 

airlines were also contacted regarding_ their views on future 

equipment requirements and the extent and timing of their· future 

re-equ~pment programs. With this background the type and capacity 

of aircraft forecast for use in the New York region was established. 

for all major elements of future passenger traffic. This process 

gave consideration to the specific route, traffic density, movement 

frequency, sector distances arid airline service patterns. It should 

be noted _at thi.s_ point that, based on full evaluation of technical 

and .economic factors, no significant ·replacement of conventional 

aircraft by VTOL aircraft.in scheduled ~ir transport is forecast 

for the years 1960-1975. 

The hourly distribution of total aircraft movements required to 

transport air passenger traffic is influenced by passenger demand 

·for· services at specific ·times of the day, as are the railroa_ds, 

buses, tunnels and bridges. In consideration of the manner in 

which traffic demand will concentrate the requirement for aircraft 

IllOVements at specific times of the day in -future years accoqnt: was 

taken of the growth of traf~ic to each.specific area, both 

domestic and international, and of the influence of advanced .type 

aircraft on reduction of travel time and desirable arrival and 

departure hours. 
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CARGO MOVEMENTS 

A forecast of future air cargo activity in the region.was made for 

the Port Authority under. the direction of Professor Stanley H. Brewer. 

Professor Brewer has done extensive work in the air cargo field for 

such organiz~tions as the Boeing Company, Stanford Research Institute, 

University of Washingt,on as well as manufacturers and operators of 

cargo a~rcraft. This study ·takes r_ecog_nition. of the advent of new 

turbine powered cargo aircraft, their established capability for· 

providing cargo air;I.ift at substantially reduced opex-ating costs, 

and the potential for.cargo rate reductions from such capability. 

The recent growth in cargo air traffic has exceeded that in passenger 

air traffic and this trend is forecast to continue in both domestic 

·and international operations.- The growth in international cargo air 

traffic is expected to be even more pronounced because of the greater 
' . . 

. relative potential in rate reductions and because the_ speed advantages 

of air shipment are g:i;eater ·over the longer international route 

distances. Historically, the relative number of cargo aircraft 

movements has been small, and although substantiai growth in this 

element of industry is _forecast, it_ ·is not anticipated that its 

~olume·or time of-movement wilL justify separate all cargo airp?rts 

in the forseeable future. The bulk of cargo movements have · 

characteristically occurred ~t periods of the day when other move-. 

mentij are not at peak activity .. Although it is forecast that a 

substantial volume of cargo traffic will.take place (approximately 

350 movements per day in 1975) they.will continue to have only 

moderate impact on peak hour a"ir traffic dem_and. 

---+-------,---
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GENERAL AVIATION 

A forecast of the requirements of general c:iviatiOn activity in the 

New York region was accomplis~ed foi t~e Port Authority by the firm 

of Booz, Allen·and Hamilton. This firm is one of th~ countries' 
. . 

largest management consultant organizations. They have been active 

in the field of aviation studies a~d planning in many projects for · 

government ·and industry. They have extensive experfence in general 

· aviation in project· work for the Federal Aviation Agency. Their 

study artalyzed the·air traffic demand for the many types of aviation 

activity .other than scheduled airline flights. This ·category is 

referred to as general· aviation. · .It .i~ significant to note that 

although -all of the scheduled airlines in th_e U. S. operate ·c1n aggra­

gate of less than 2,000 airplanes, there are appioximately 1,800 
r 

·active genel:.'"al aviation aircraft based in the New ~ersey-New York· 

~etrbpolitan region alone~ A la~ge :percentage of th~se aircraft, 

.pluf? many ~tinerants ~rom other ~reas, are used in business fly:i.ng, 

charter operatio.ns and air taxi services. The growth of general. 

aviation in recent years. has been rapid and it is expected to .. 

continue so for the forseeable future.· There is a very active 
. . 

present q.emand for use of the major aviatio~ facilities of the area 

in all weather operations. A large segment-of general avia~ion 

activity is amot1g aircraft with high .standards of equipment and 

_ope~ating.capability equivalent to air line standards., Many of the 

aircraft in this category are large airline types~ A·substantial­

number of these aircraft find it necessary-to' use,_and pay the 

landing fees for· access, ·to the major a'irports for such reasons_; as 

--+----
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charter and air taxi connections with schedu.led airl~nes, .business 

aircraft passengers require connec.tions or acces~ .;o airport 

ad.jacent business a~eas, and larger aircraft requiring th~ physical 

facilities of ~~jar airports .. 

The activities. of general a1viation aircraft are influenced by many . 

of the same factors that establish the peak hollr air traffic demand· . 

. of scheduled Sirl!ine movements. It is expected that the two classes 

. of movements - general aviation: and; airlines - will continue to have 

similar dem~.'nd pat terns. 

AIRPORT CAPACITY 

··_Th~ capacity of airports iri the region for· handling air traffic 

·_demand.was studied by Airborne Instrµments Laboratory. Their report 

and the qualificati'ons of this firm have be_en p~esented to you 

sepa~ately,by one of their representatives. A.I.L. 1 s extensive work 

in th_is field established the criteria and the limits on the capacity­

of the regicms airports to_ accommodate aircraft movements into and 

·out-of the area in·periods of poor weather when aircraft ~perations 

must be conducted under instrument flight rules -(IfR). Their 

studies looked not only .at the present capacity of the regions 

·. 
1_airports but also ·at ways. in which capacity could be improved 

through modification, o·r expansion of facilities. The influences 

and interrelationship of the 9omplex air traffic control requirements. 1 

in the area were also .studied. ·From this work there was ·established 

a maximum practical peak hour IFRcapacity for the future regional 

airport.system. A summary of peak hour air traffic movements 
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required to handle fut~re traffic in the· area ~an be se~n to 

exceed even the improved capacity of the regional alrports in 

tpe immediate future with the deficiency of capacity becomi~g 

more serious iri succeeding years:. 

Passenger 
Year Aircraft --
1965 112 

1970 130 

1975 143 

SUMMARY OF AIRPORT CAPACITY & 

PEAK-HOUR· I.F .• R. AIR TRAFFIC DEMAND. 

1965-1975 

·General Airport 
All-Cargo Aviation Capacity 
Airc;:raft Aircraft Total (IFR) 

-j 

2 22 136 123 

7 41 178 137 

16 78 237 151 

· Deficiency 

13 

41 

86 

This summary portrays the forecast ~ir traffic demand in relation 

to the improved capacity ·of the regions three major airports. It 

can be seen that air traffic ~ovements will -exceed the expanded 

capacity of the current airports. The urgent need for early 

-plan~ing and construction of added facilities is clearly. shown-o 
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In addition to the technical, statistical, and necessarily 

theoretical s~udies which have been made on:this matte~, there 

are broad and deep over-riding considerations which must be taken 

into account on behalf of the citizens of New J_ersey. 

I am not a resident citizen of New Jersey - although for the past 
\ 

25 years I have spent a great deal ·of time in New Jersey - on: 

your highways, on your -railroads, and at your aviation facilities; 

I travel extensively in consulting engineering work and scarcely a 

.month -goes by but what I visit or fly .over New Jersey. In refl~ct-' 

ing -upon the l&st·25 years of as$ociation with New Jersey, my mind 

goes back to my first visit to the air transportation center of 

Metropolit,an- New Jersey-New York -:- namely Newark f,.irport. To and 

from this airport in 1936 traveled business passengers, pleasur~ 

travelers, _ and industries' cargoe·s on the then finest service in 

the world - approximately ·65 outgoing and 65 incoming planes a day~ 

At that time plans were. underway for expansion of the old North 

Beach Airport into LaGuardia Airport. LaGuardia opened in late 

1939, at approximately the•t.ime work was getting underway on_ 

. Idlewild. I well reinempei; the time :in about 1940 wh.en a group ·of 

airline personnel climbed ~pa wooden tower and looked out over the 

sand being pumped into the area on which New York In.ternational 

Airport wa,s to be built... Twenty years later th:ls airport is not 

yet fully completed -' part;Lally because of wa:t interruption, but'· 

also because of the drastic changes in-flight equipment of the 

airlines during- the past 20 years, adv~nces in operational·: tech-

----!,----
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niques,.and expansion bf traffic requirements_beyond expectations. 

· By 1940 there were approximately 300 arrivals·and departures -a day 

from Metropolitan New Jersey-Ne~ York region which have continued· 

to grow to today's· traf fie of over -1200 departures. and arrivals 

every 24 h,ours. · With two ait""ports then operat~ng - _Newark. an_d 

LaGuardia - ·it was consid~red· foolhardy by many to be thinking .of· 

an.additional airport. On any theoretical or technical basis it. 

seemed overly ambitious to µndertake such a large project-as NYIA. 

Vertical lift aircraft were receiving prominent attent:Lon. As a 

mattet-of fact, New Jersey was on the airport end of an airport: 
. . (:) . , 

to center of town scheduleci service by VTOL aircraft .. · This 

service was ·from Camden Airport to downtown Philadelphia and wa-~ · 

operated by Eastern Air Lines. The vertical lift aircraft of that_.·· 

day was the Autogiro and one of ~h,e natiop's political leaders 

· stated before work started on New York International-Airport 

"The Autogiro offers tremendous possibilities 
without large airports. That is wpy business 
men can commute from within 90 to 100 miles' 
from the centre of the city and l?nd pn the 

· centre of their roo:t: or in any pa+t of town ••• _" 

•.:,, 

. Despit:e 1:he. l~ck of a theoretical ot technical b.asis a~ tl1at t:J.me .. : 

for positive· assurance o'f sufficient traffic to fill· ~o: airports -: 

let alone three -·and despite the promises of vertical l:i.ft: 

. entJ;lusiasts, othe;r men o~ ciea~ and practic_al vision decided ap. 
. . . . . ' . ' ' 

aqd~t:i.,ona+ airport ·wou+d he needed and they_ :p~she(i · throµsh thi$ . -

tllird airport against heavy oppos:Ltion. Help cam.e :f:rolll thos~ wl.10 

· . -had faith in the new form of t:ransp<;>rtation which· p+-o~ised to. do· 

much for travelers, industry and genex-al .· economy of the area • 
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Today a critical requirement is upon the metropolitan New Jersey­

New York area for additional facilities for airborne _traffic of 

the future. It ·takes time to create these facilities and .. a rea­

sonable.planning construction schedule will be required. When 

we look at the contrast between the time to plan and con-struct 

aviatio~ facilities which existed as of 1940 - the .urgency of 

today's critical requirement for aviation facilities, it is·ap­

parent early action is required on two counts. 

First, to meet the ·air transportation requirements of metropolitan 

New Jersey-New York. 

Secondly, to enable citizens of New Jersey to participate fully 

in the direct.and indirect benefits df air transportation -

present and future. 

In addressing this second consideration, which inust be of primary 

.impo·rtance to the citizens of New Jersey and those responsible 

for the fut~re planning of the state's weli being and progress. 

The areas of key importance which appear most prominently are: 

Cargo aircraft and their contribution_· 
to the.area's ·economic growth. 

Business aircraft operatio:ns whic~ 
have similar importance in expediting 
industry operations and decision making. 

Plus the acconnnodations of total passen- · 
ger, mail and express movements which 
have come to be. -such a vital force in · 
our nation's growth. 
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~he need :for additional airport c~pacity iS:Qlea~. The decision 

now to be inade·as to locat:ion o:f these faci:I.ities will _have 

long range significance in the indust~ial g:rowth of Ne~ Jersey 

and air service availability to the citizens of New Jersey. 



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Call Tom Kean - Ma 2-0775 - Home: Wy 2-4833. 

STATEMENT OF CHARLES H. MARCIANTE 
S~~retary-Treasurer ~r the 

New Jersey State Federation or Labor 

' NEW AIRPORT LEGISt.ATtON ·. 

July 12,'' 1961 ~ Publfc ;,Hea.rtng' 

·I am .Charles H. Marciante.. As -Secr~tary-T:reasurer of .the 

New Jersey State Federation of Labor I ·have the honor of present-
/ . 

ing at this hearing views t,f over 300,000 members of the Federa­

tion on the legislation under consideration at this.hearing. 

This proposed legislation seeks to outlaw for all time the 

construction of a major new airport anywhere within a vast area 

in the northern half of this great State. Now, we in the State 

Federation of Labor understand full well the feelings of those 

who have supported and voted for this legislation. Our members 

live Jn all sections of the State - including the.counties within 

which no airport could be built if this bill becames law. 

I want to a$k that the record of this hearing show that the 

State Federation of Labor is opposed to this anti-airport legisla-

tion. We therefore urge it be vetoed and call upon the Republican 

and Democratic candidates for Governor to also request that the 

bill be v~toed. 

The proposal in substance is a legislative declaration on 

the subject of airport site location. Ps such, it is defective in 

several respects,. It doen 't. reach the basic ques.tion - whether·· or 

not such an airport is n~eded in the best inierests ot the people 

of :riew Jersey.· It jumps right to the matter of locatione Legis ... · 

lation such as this in no way takes into account the comp.lex array· 

of technical, economic and practical factors which necessarily must 

bo consido·red· j_n provid.:1.ng a maJor ai.rp.ort 1n this a;re~ •. 

MORE 
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I would not pre_sume to s.peak here to day on controlling 

technological matters affecting the location of a major airport. 
(", 

Thf3se have been studied exhaustively,by specialists under the aus­

pices or The Port of New York Authority. 

But let me say that northeastern New Jersey historically 

has been the largest industrial and populat1on_aenter within the 

State •. Des-pita the migrat'ion pi' peoP,le and industry· westward and 

southward for several. years, this general region still- remains tm 
primary metropolitan area or the State; although fore-casters have 

said that in the y~ars ahead the area will grow taster along ita, 

outer per.imeter. By the ter~s of the bill under examination, ai:r 

travelers an(j air cargoes into and out·of this key reg:l-on woµld 

have to-make lengthy and inconvenient trips.to and from the air­

port in an age when efficient air transpor.tation 1s indispensable 

to prosperity. 

Trips to outlytng airports would be prohibitlvely .expensive. 

In either event, the attractivenes_s of air travel ;would be largely 

· dim:l.n+shed •. This mearis that the·apti-airport bill, if enaoteq, 

woul-C, cast a dark shadow on any p:rospects - no matter how dim -
' \ 

that the people and commerce of the .northern oart of New Jersey 

wo.4.lld evei· be able to obtain air transportation fac11it1es which 

. a:re adequate, aocesible and economic. In other words, by barr-.ing 

airports from northern New J,ersey you _would probably foreclose al,l 

chance~ of meeting in a realistic way the g.rowtng air tr~nsportation 

nee4s .of this. reg!on. . Such an unfortunate event 1nev1tabl-Y would 

drive busi~ess and indus~ry out of the State and make it unattra.a­

tive to new business. 

In other words, continued growth. of tpe economy of northern 

New Je:,.•sey w.t1i :require oonstru.ction of a. ~ew ~Elj():r alrport, 
' ; • f •'\ 
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This legislation will not succeed in turning back the clock 

to h_orse_ and buggy days. Modern industry has come to expect and 

depend upon up-to-date air transport facilities as a normal part 

of business. The important growth of air cargo in recent years 

shows that aviation has become increasingly popular as a mode ot 

goods distribution. And no one seriously questions the fact that 

business personnel relies upon air transportation. 

Now, what happens if a major industrial area is cenied con­

venient air transportation? Obviously the area becomes less de­

sirable than it otherwise would be. We cannot afford to let the 

· 'business and indus·try in northern New Jersey deteriorate or ra11 · 

to grow for lack of a convenient major airport. People who work 

here should not and cannot be permitted to get caught in the 

middle of a piece of destructive legislation sQch as that under 

consideration here todayo 

Establishment of a new major airport would be a stimulus 

to our economy. I am talking about, new jobs. Employment and 
I 

· income·would be stimulated in three major aspects: construction 

of the airport; operation or the airport; impact on the general 

economy of the region. The members of the State Federation or 
Labor have a heavy stake in each of these aspects. 

Jobs and wages f.or skilled construction workers will be very· 

conslderable while the airport is being built. I understand that 

roughly f~ve years of construction would be required before any ma­
jor new a!r.p.or~ wouid be. operable - and that ·substantia:J. co~struo4. 

tton act.ivities would continue for many years thereafter •. Exper­

ience at New York International Airport demonstrattes graphically 
. . 

ttiat • new construction on a su.bstantial scale is a long-t~rlD pro-

posit .. ion. _lt'or eJCample, in the eleven ·years it has been open, the 
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Port Authority has inve~ $290 million in that airport and it is 

still·not·completed. 

All kinds of labor would be employed- in preparing the site, 

building access highways, basic field and building ·construction, 

installation of a multitude of equipment, establishment of count­

less service facilities. Cost of basic field and building con­

struction alone has been estimated at $175m1llion or more during 

the beginning of the job. 

A new major airport would naturally provide an extremely.im­

portant source of permanent employment for many thousands of persons. 

I know that in 1959 some 51,000 people were employed directly :1.n 

air tra.:°sportation and closely reta.ted industries at the r~ur 

major metropolitan airports. They earned over $341,000,000 1n 

that one year alone.- They worked for .airlines, aviation servicing 

companies, air cargo operators, ground transportation companies, 

consumer services, government agencies, and others. 

It has been -estimated that by 1980 close to 40,000 people 

would be at work on and off the site at a new major airport in 

northern New Jersey. Their wage levels would be far above the av­

erage in the community. New Jersey can ill-afford to throw away 

these jobs. 

Finally, there will be ·a lot of jobs made in the region as 

a result of the existence of a major new aixport. The exact number 

of new dollars that would be earned by both business and labor is 

impoasible to estima~eo 

I have outlined in some detail the business and job.consid­

erations related to the establishment of a new major airport in New· 

Jersey because these considerations must be wed.ghed most carefully 

before ,taking action on the anti-airport billo Let there be no 
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mistake about it. If .this bill is approved I believe that the 

people pf this State will be sold short. 

The st.ud;les which have been made raise the prospect that the 

only place in New Jersey where a new major airport· can be ~conom~ 

ically established ·and ·used is somewhere within the ver:y area which_ 

would be foreclosed by this legis·1ation. · Thus· perhaps what is 

really being decided here·1s not where an airport will be, but 

whether there will be an airport at all. 

1 am personally proud of the fact.that in 1959 the New Jersey 

Federation or·Labor,was the very first organization in the State to 

go on record in favor, of the basic ·proposal that a new. airport be_ · 

built somewhere within New Jersey •. On December 30, 1959 our Exec­

utive Council adopted a Resolution commending the Port Authority 

"for its foresigtit and (letermination.to keep t~e metropolitan area 

abreast or the tremendous requirements. brought on by the advancement 

of air transportation to a point where it has becorne our basic med­

iwn ot inter~city commt.mication. '' My fellow officers and I were 

instl'ucted by th:J,s Resolution to cooperate in efforts to b:rin.g about 

the realfzation of a major new air terminal. 

Nothing has happened to alter this position. On the contrary, 

tr the legislation under consideration is signed the realizat:l,on 

of any new air termina1·1n New Jersey will be jeopardized. Perhaps 
, ' , I 

it is natural for our New Jersey members to express their self 

interest by urging here today that this destructive piece, of . 

. emotior1al rather than practical legislation receive the treatment 

it . d.ese1·von, wo roco,nmend that 1 t be Vt:?"t.oed. 

-30-
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STATEMENT OF FRANKL. PHILLIPS, 
JERSEY JET~ORT SITE ASSOCIATION, 

ON GROWTH OF NEW JERSEY 

. To '11he Honorable Robert B. Meyner, Governor of the State of New 1.Tersey: 

I am sure you will agree that New Jer·sey has had 

substantial growth quring your administration. The basic 

indicators all favor our State over its neighbors in the Middle 

Atlantic Group: 

Population% Increase 1960 Over 1950 

New Jersey (closeup) 
New York 
Pennsylv~nia 

25. So/·~ 
12 .• 9% 

7.8% 

Retail Sales - ¾ Increase 1960 over 1953 

New Jersey 
New York 
Pennsylvania 

3LB% 
20.5% 
12.4% 

Employment - % Increase 1960 Over 1950 

New Jersey 
New York 
Pennsylvania 

16.7% 
12. 5% 

- 3. 3% 

Manufacturing Establishments - % Increase 1958 over 1947 

New Jersey 
New York 
Penns¥,lvania 

30.6% 
13.7% 

1.8% 

(Use of percentages here takes into account the differences ip areas 
~nd does not distort the picture, beca-µse all th+ee s·tates had 
supstantial development at· the beginning of the period.) : 

The Morris area is contributing substantially to ~he State•s 

growth~ It has been a magnet for research laboratories and a variety 

of light industries seeking the l)eaceful atmosphere ·of this suburban 
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·and semi-rural section. This atmosphere is a· considerable factor in 

attracting and ho'iding the skilled workers they n~ed. 

'For example, just within a seven .:rlle. radius near Mori:~stown 

there are at lea.st 33 sizeable new ·businesses or substantial additions 

to existing plants. This group alone (list attached) employs about 

8,000 peo!)le and includes such f.irms as Allied· Chemical' ·Resea.rch, 

Warner Lambert, Essa-Research, Beneficial Management and General 

Drafting. Com:pany. Allied Chemj.cal Research will expand another 2,800 · 

people by 1963. 

The North lJersey area probably has the grea.test •Concentratiotj · 

of research effort in the country .. It is•no accident that more than 

10% of all u. s. research dollars are spent in the· t.deal thought ~ 

climate of New Jers~y" 

1],e products of this -re.search are ~he vital ingredients for 

fprthet' industrial growth· throughout the State. If we permit a 

j et}?ort ·to worsen the •living conditions near our laboratories, qur 

scientists will be lured away to greener pastures, and scouts from 

organizations in other states are.always at hand.with offers. 

For the cc;:mt.inuation of our State's growth, much depends 

on t11e ability of all counties to do 1:heir' part. · But to date the• 

qortheJ.:n ~ounties1:, with, the help lof certain oatural · advantages,. 
. . . I 

have contr~butet1 the lion's share :I · 

·•·Me~cer anq. Monmouth ·counties and above. Th~ 
areas of the two parts are almost equal.- Data· from 
bulletins of the N. J. Department of conservation-' 
and Economic Development., 
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- 3 -

Population Increase; 1960 Over 1950 

Northern- Counties 
Southern Counties 

891,000 
341,000 · 

Retail Sales Increase, 1960 over 1950 

Northern Counties 
Southern Counties 

$2,359,000,000 
650,000,000 

Covered Employment, Increase 1959 over 1950 

Northern Counties -
Southern Counties 

146,000 
46,000 

Manufacturing Establishments, Increase 1958 Over 1947 

Northern Counties 
Southern Countj.es 

2,757 
540 

Can the southern counties get in the big league? 

Notwithstanding developments in the Delaware Valley area, data* on 

the most recent phenomenon in manufacturing, industrial parks, does 

not suggest it. The 121 industrial parks under development in New 

Jersey are almost all in the northern counties: 

Northern Counties - 108 industrial parks 
Southern Counties 13 industrial parks 

Historically, the Northern Counti.es ·have benef.ited fr.om 

proximity to New York harbor. But with the leveling-off of ·shipping** 

and the increase of air freight, as factors in growth, we have a unique 

* Survey. by New ~Tersey Manufacturers' Association 

** See °Freight and the Metropolis". Chapter 2, pi1blished · 
by Re9'ional Plan Association. 
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opportunity to create our own growth-generator. In one stroke we 

can utilize the open spaces of South Jersey and become a port which· 

.both our New York and Pennsylvania neighbors will patronize. Instead 

of being a "funnel open at both ends~•, New Jersey can become the 

dominant factor in the Middle Atlantic area. 

And a glance at the ~ap will show how well such an airport 

in South Jersey will serve all New Jersey cities: Atlantic City,. 

Vineland, Camden, Trenton, Asbury Park, Perth Amboy, New Brun.swick, 

Elizabeth, Newark - even.Jersey City, Paterson and Passaic are 

readily accessible yia highways or railroads.· 

The Port Authority is interested in glorifying the Port 

of New York. Let us be interested in developing our whole State in 

ways that will be beneficial to all and detrimental to none. An 

. airport in South Jersey will build without destroying. 
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GROWTH OF BtJSINr::ss AND INDUSTRY IN 7-MILE RADIUS 
MORRISTOWN.VICINITY. 

7. 
a. 

'gii 
10. 

11~ 
12. 
1311 
14. 
15. 

16 a · 

1711 
18~ 
19. 
20. 
2L 
22 .. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26 .. 
27. 
2EL 
29. 
30. 
3L 
32. 
33. 

New Plants or substantial Additions 
l.951-1961 

L .. Bamberger co., Morristown 
Hu·nger;ord Plastics, Hanover. 
U. Sc Ra.dium, Morristown 
Texas tJ. s ~ Chemical, · Pars:t.ppany 
Nuclear corporation of America, Denville 
Singer Manufacturing Company - Research 

Cent.er, Denvill.e 
Allied Chemical Research, Morristown 
.Mennen Company, Morristown 
Sanl'Jo2 ~harmaceu tical Co. , Ht\nover 
Warne~ Lambert Phelrmaceut:lcal. co., 

Morris Plains 
Automatic Switch, Florham Par.k 
Nicntet Industr:i.es, 'FJ.orha.m Park 
Silver Bu:rd~ltt Company, Morristown 

, Dairypak Rutler, Inc .. , Morristown 
Atrtron corporation (I,it.ton), 

Morris Plains· 
Esso Research Center, Florham Park 
Cameron Machine co., Dovex­
Pacquin, Inc., Parsippany 
Advance Pressure Castingo, Denville 
Rayonier, .Inc'", Whl.ppany 
Beneficial Management co., Morristown 
Radio Corporation of Aroer.ica, Rockaway 
Thermal American Fuze Quartz, Boonton 
Ballant::i.ne :tabs, Boonton. 
Calculagraph\ co. , Hanover 
Dale and Rankin, Hanover 
Design Service; Whippany 
Fairleigh Dickinson Un:i.vers:tt.y., Madison 
Control Products,· Hanover 
General Draftirig Coa, Convent Station 
HCH1.'fH'U~ Holmes Bureau, Inc., Morristown 
Marotta Valve Corp., T,lylortown 
Micrownv~ Services International, Inca 

Denville 

rrota l Employees ct t the~rn l?lants 
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400 · 
175. 
'35 
70 

150 

135 
700 ('3500 bf '6: 

~500 
225 

1,4.00 
650 

40 
160 
100 

300. 
600 
280 
100 
180 

90 
350 
475 

40 
, 70 
l.00 

35 
100 
150 

25 
190 
165 
140 

35 
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statement 
by Anthony M. Hauck, Jr. 

SENATE BILL NO. 218 

My ne.me is Anthony M. Hauck, 'Jr. I live at Whitehouse, Readington 

~,()wnship, Hunterdon County, New ,Jersey. I am a practicing Attorriey of 

;he State of New Jersey ano·a member of the law firm of Hauokand 

,utton, Clinton,· New Jerse1, 

I speak against Sena.te Bill No, 218. I represent t_he:J Hunterdon-
a 

>omerset Association for Progress, · We are/newly .formed non"""pro.t'it 

lssoolation formed under Tltle 15 of. the Revised Statmtea of New Jersey, 

~apers w~re filed Monday in the County O.lerk' a Office a.t Flemington 

md yesterday with the Saoreta.ry of State. Thi$ is a new group 

Jta.rted two week:s ·ago when ·two of the trustees, both business men in 

~~e Whitehouse area, after watching·and listening to the hyste~ia 

juring the past year anq a half created by th~ opponents of a jet 

lomn1ercial airport~ with numt:Jrous meetin~s, letters and peti•tions, 

~eeided to make o, personal survey among some of their friends and 

rie_ighbora. They were astounded by the fa.ct that almost 100% of ·the 

people they contacted war•e· either outright for a corrm1ercial jet airport 

at the Solberg-Hunten•don site, known as the Somerset-Hunterdon Site 

in the report of the Port of Authority of· New York, or were· for•. 1 t but 

reluctant to·ta.ke a publio stand because of a possible ef!ect tc;­

their.bus:tnesses by the opposing group. 

Like most proper•ty owners, farmers and .business men in this great 

State of' New Jerse·y, they were appalled and becom.ing f.rigl'l.tened b~o~use 

of the constant lnorea.~e of taxes ·and the· burden created thereby. i'hey 

1•.ealize that the best way· 'to obtain relief from the bu1 .. den of taxation 



i.s ,,, through now industr:y-, which in tu1"n will• .. : create new jobs, new 

d 1M ~ 0 t!I 11-,~. ti..:~ over) twenty farmers and buildings, new roa s e·.;o.. ""' ~ ~ ~ 

business men met and formed thla group known as the Hunterdon-Somerset 

Association for Progress. I wlll now read the most i.mportant purposes 

of this Association: 

The purpose a r or whioh th.a oorporati on 1a formed are 

as .followai 

( a) . T·o propose means to 'increase revenue for the Counties or 
,. ; 

Hunterdon and Somerset 'by enoou.raging new industr11es,, busines,s, 

research la.boratorit:fs, ate. to 1001.tte in the area •. 

· ( b) .. 'J!_o wo:r•;,. towaJ?d and promote the building and establishment 

of a commeroiu.l jet airport undo_r the supervision and management ot 

the Nl)w 'Y.'orlt Po:r•t of Authority a·t ·the Solberg ... Huntardon Ail,'ipOrt, known 

as the Hunterdon Somorr"1et 81 te in I{e£tdington Township,. Hunterdon County,, 

New Jen•aay. 

( c) To dlesemina.te informa.tion to voters and taxpayers in the 

Uuntardon--Somerse,t County a~ea.s a'bout the proposed Solberg .. ~llunterdon 

Airport, known as the Hunterdon Somerset site in neadington Township, 

Hunterdon County, Me~,,. J,,rsey. 

( d) 'l!o fully oo('>Ptal?Ette with the Governing bodies of tl).e c,ountiea 

0£ Hunterdon iu1,d Some:r·sH,t and the Governing bodies of the various 

munioipalit:tes wHibin the s~11d ommties in bring:tng ntlW industry .and 

business in the area throtigh advertising, promotio~, etc. in orde~ t6 

lower tax.t."113 whioh have been 06n.::1ta.r.1.tly :tr.1creasing in the ·past. 

'l1he namea, a.ddrasse~ and occupa:bio11s of thel original aaven 1l111uatee1:f 

of this Association are ns .follows; 

Thonrn.s Ha:r•vey, Route 22, Whitehouse, N.J·,, Owner of' a larg1:l Chevrolet _1\geno: 

J. B~yan Walsh, H. D, Whi te1'1ouHe Sta.tlon, .N-. J., . Ownex• of a large farm. 
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Andrew La.chenmayr, Whitehou~3e Station, N.J.; Owner o.f• n large tarrn 

Thoma.~ Kearns, R.D. 3, Somerville, N.(T., O·wner o!' ta.ve11 n and_ :NHlta.urant 

John R. Haver·, R.D~ 2, Lebanon, N. J-. t I~1 e.1--10.er and ·p11operty 011,rner 

Thomas L)ennls, R,D •. Call:Con, N.J., Salesman and property <>iitnPI' 

William. J. Hance, Whitehouse, N~ J .• ,. Hetai.l m.ilk dealer a.nd proper•ty ownei, 

In this great o ountry of' oil.rs we a.re involved in an enormous 

struggle•· Comrr1unist controlled countries vs·. Freedom of the 'Western 

Dem6cracies. W~ are all fearful of an out and out atomic .war, ·but 

~ even· greater m~~~~r, isn't it far worse to be erialaved under a 

oonu~~.!f3.~i9 reg!mtl because of the· threat of eoonom1o disaster? 

- The way- to meet thia threat is w.1th continued eoonoiuiQ p:r.osperit7 

in ·this oo:mtry and 1.ts free gove:r.nnlent under the ~1~ino1.plw ot 

treedortk' o.nd demoor&;.oy, 

A large oom.m.ere ial a.lrporu 1n the Solberg Hun tei~don area would 

add generally to the ecomoznicaligrowth of this great country or ours 

and add in keepi:ng us ahead of the Communist Powaxus •. Your Exoellonoy, 

Governox- Mayner, all you _need to do to be eonv1nced.ot this 1s·to 

carefully road the report, of which. I. have a copy he~e, which was 

issued by ·t.he, Port of Uew York· Authority,· and particularly ,this 

portion under the Second Seot:lon ent:1 tled "I:m.portance or Aviation to_ 

The Eoonorn.y of' t_he Region" on Paga_ S s 

RE.AD MAHKltD 1)0H1'I0NS 

This report-is an·unbiasod·~eport prepar.ed after oaretul_study by 

individual groups such a.s Har•vt1rd Unive;[l'.sity tor- ·the Regional Plan .. -

Assooia t_io11, · !11.c:;. -
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- I have hei,l)e a :ser1~)3 of t@..X bills of ceJ?tain real esta:te properties 

in Headington ~l1own:~hip tor th(:) past i'ive yoo.:r.s; READ Tl!:}; SEVERAL 

'f.A:X BILLS. 1-lhat ht:ii.a ce1.ua1:1d this tt~E.nnendoua 1ncrcHls·a in real estate 
) 

property ta::res? Inf'latio11, trr;mandous :r1 ialns of ~cliool costs, the 

buildi.ng of' new rocHls, llt~,w 1.a.rg,:1 r'et3el:'l/voirt~, 110w college buildings., 

new hospitals for the sick and aged and many other oausest _most if not 

all n0oesstiry •.. What is b1::~irig done, wha.t can be done? lfa.ny have said 

tha. t the equaliza:t:1on 10:f taxes togtsthe:r w1 th l00% a.sseaamer1t · is the 

a11ewer.. Oh yes, we have been told thnt this wou.ld redi,oe the tax .rate. 

the.t taxation would be fairer and equalized and the tax bill of' most 

of ·.ua would be 1~eauced, · This will be true for a short petaiod of time 

. but won• t t4is gtve the rschool boa:eaa,. the looal county and state 

heads of government moi•e money to spend and in a .short period ot time. 

wont t we all be paying again too much. rr;toney for taxe a• 

My group feels that the answer t;o high taxation is the introduction 

of indust1\r, new oompanies, new recsearch la.boratoriea, .whi~h would 

mean more ·I\ew Joba · .ror people who will be paid. wages to be spent in th~ 

oom.muriity., the building -of new homes, the purcha11a of more automobiles, 

the purchase of more refrigar.stors, more electric. stoves, more hot 

water hsaters, which in turn will give_ the buslness men 111 the various. 
( 

communities a. grea:bor· :1.ncorne, 

~Ch<i, :f'ar.mers who b,slong to our~ or•gRnizat:1.on. have been faced w_ith 

near disastf.:Jra 'J:he poultry men are vil~'tua.lly ou't of business, the 

dairy man have beeri ftrned with the high cost of machinery plus the 

need to pay, high :wt:tgea to their farm laborers to meet salaries in 

industr,y. ~L111ese m.en_don 1 t.wa.nt handouts. i:l1hese men dcn•:t want 

s~bsidies. They don't want to be in tha position of the New York 

:farme:r who received a largt:i a.rr1ount of' money f:rom the Ii1ederal Governra.~nt 

and bought a Cada.llac a:uto.m.obile and made the trip 'to vJashingto11. to 
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advertise tb_;_.~) unfal1"'ness of tliiH type nf help. They ·want thEi r1.ght at 

thii1 time, -where farming ls no longer prof'i te.ble:, in th(1 State of New 

Jer~ey, to be able to divide their ·ranns and.sell the lots at a fair 

prioe... They a:1.,e not interested ln lett:tng ,the la.nd lay idle. and 

reeeive large ·smns of money from the Fede1,al Soll Bank e.nd from the 

:failure ·to grow wheat and other crops. 

I .would like to call to the attention of your Excellenoy an 

article taken from the Plainfield Courier· Uowa., p·u.blished in Plainfield, 

·New :fer.say, 'which is an ·e.1ccellent newspaper and which is e,irculated to 
. . . 

a great ·extent in Hu.nter•don Coun'.cy •. The ti tla is "F:t•oblem ·1n. Subu_rbiaw 
. . 

and:-l will 'only reacl the firs·t ·two paragraphs and then I would like to 

have: ·thi·s. put in . as part of ·the record: 

· tf'It. la amazing hm,r easy 1 t is to get people all stir;r:•ed u:p over a 

subject,· like. a jetport in Morris County which is several years otf in 

the futur,a ., 

What people in our' area should get excited ·about is rail transporta­

tion,,·~ p::r•oblem which is with us now.· and has been for some tiwe,. tt 

·our grol.l.p feels that; although the Port, o:f' New York Authority has 

suggested that in the even·t that the Solberg Hunterdon site is 

chosen that a monorail shall be built. in order to facilitate tranaporta• 

tion, I call to ·the e.ttention of' Your Excellenoy and the Lagisla.ture 

· of New Jersey, that a railroad that has been in existence for many 

years runs right next to the slte of the Solberg Hunterdon Airport, 

namely the Oen.tra.l Railroad of New ·Jersey. It was only two days ago 

that ·the Mew York, New· Haven and Ifar·ttord tiled a. peti tio~ of bankruptcy. 

The State of Mew Jar say, with the· consent of its people, h.av<i~ ,_ been · 
.. 

helping the Central Railroad of New Jer1 sey and other railroads to keep 



out o:f bankruptcy·. The Federal Government at .th~. present. time are. 

studying ways and means· of helping these railroads. Here is e.n 

exoelle11t opportunity to add. to the economic gro1rith or ·t;he State ot ·-

-New·: Jersey by the use · ot buses with .flange wheels r~n1ng on the tracks 

of the Central Railroad of New Jersey from the Solberg Hunterdon Airport , 
- a . . .· .. 

site to the, terminal at Oo.mmunipau in New Jersey.~.if!nce the Central· 

Railroad ot New Jersey is oonneoted with the Lehigh Valley Railro,ad. 

and with the. :Pennsylvania. Railroad ot· New Jer .. se_.Y· - ·._ .. th.H~.~~-.·:: buses wft_ h 
- . · . . traalfs or t ha -

flange wheels. could be connected with the kudson-Ma.nhattan Tubes. · 

I believe ·that this w~e done by one of the 1mpor~ant railroads 1n or 
. ' 

. about Ohi_oago, the ·result of which. was to pull that railroad out ot · 

a state· of tailur~} 

Buse~ with flange wheels on the railroad tracks would prevent the. · 

necessity- of o:rc31nary buses and Oart1y limous.in<u, fro:m._ being tied up ·in 

heavy traffic as· a result of a.rose roads, red lights and traffic. ·jams, 

The ride would be pleasant and fast and the Eierviee could be used •not 

only by people comming to .and from the airport but by the many people 

iri the· :counties through ·whioh these railroads ._run1 suoh as Somerset 

and Union Ooynt1es, 

· My group teals· .that the answer :1s .. the bu1ldirtg: of :a .large jet. 

·cornmeroial airport 1n N.o~th Jersey. I am sure Youv Excellenoy has 

read the re.po11 t ot the Port of Mew York Autho:r1 t:, and so we oppose 

this bill because it 1s a deliberate attempt to prevent the eoonomto· 

g?towth of the State of New Jersey when it is deliberately needed. 
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:3 present It is not .my parrog~.tive .to speak today as. to: whether this - · 
1e P.A. . . 
a port commercial air.port should be at .tbs,. Solberg- mmterdon -slte or- at 
1 full 
9 p:roofhe MorJ'1.a _County-. site or at any othe:r Qf the oth~it• sit~a whic·h are 
nat the I 

tr- aescnJibad in the report ·of the Fort or Authority, , The sole queot1o;n 
3rt ~ill . 
1 ve here, today, ts should Sena;ta Bill lio, 2lt3 ·become a law, 
s a 
~eat economic 
plift. 

READ ~~NATE BILt NO, 218 · 

You. know, 10met1:mes I think we. are sending too many l11wyera to 

the Legislature and. that we ought to ha,ve. 1110:vo iood solid· busineaa 
. . . 

men. Yee, I am a lawyer and I was a nternber ot tho Genera.l .Asiu,mbly 

for the ye.ar 19.)2. 
. . I wonder. . . . . · 
G·overnott Meyn.er/ it eithel' th:, Attorney General• s _ Otf.'ioe 01' 

your private OoU;Jlsel _have given you~ legal opinion as to whethel' 

this Act is :oonst~tu.tional~, Wt oppose :tt beot1.uae we say 1t :la 

unconstifiutional in that· lt is contrary to .A.rt1o1e ·z. ot the. N~w 

Jersey Constitution wh1ch reads as tollowst . ·ttAll pe:r1on1 are· by natuN 
. . . . t 

tree and independent, and have certain natuP•l and unalleruable rights, 

among· wn1ch. are those Qt enjoying. and detendine; life and ,liberty, ot 

acquiring, po$saas1ng and proteoting property, and ot/ pursu.1.n, and 
. . . . n 

obtaining. safety a.ncl happiness. _ 

By the passaga of this Aat you are preventinti tho public in lforth 

Jeraey under the Mew Jersey OonstH;ution. Artie.le I of aoqu1:i-1rig, 

posses_sing and of protecting property by telling tbt.tm ·"you cannot 

· sell or use t_h.to .- p~operty tor a epeo1t1o purpose, r.uuuely a co·mineroial 

aii--pc;,~t, '' 

We say this bill 1s 'tUloonst1tut1onal also because it is cont:ttary 

to the lc1ourteenth Am.endmont of the United States Oonst1tt.t1on whioh 

reads as tollows1 "Mo State shall make or er1fo:r.oe e.ny law whioh 

shall ab:r1dge the. privileges or im.rrrunit1es ot ·cit1zena ··ot the United 
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Sta.tea. No1'll shall tL."lY 3t;ate deprive any person of life, liberty or 

prc>pi.~l?ty with.out due p1':too,H3S or l.e.w, n.01~ deny to . a.ny person within 

its jur-isdiotion the equal prot0etion of. the ltrw. n 

E.xoello·ncy" tb.at u ccmmerc:h.l ilirport ls t:t .n1.t1.; __ :::.;,rtc-c per~ ne: ln tho 

aevr,:,,n ccm.n.t t~~ s c,.r t".'.oi.~r11 s, Hnnte rd on, So:m0l:'ti~ t, lin1on, J1~trnex, Wa1.,r0n 

and Pe,:t,sa.lc." ~1:t~~:; psopll? or this g:i:-E,a.t State of Mew Jorsey ba.ve 

always been prot~~t€1d by the 1"1-ght of 1n~1unct:lon against a nn1aanoo •. 

and. the at)u.:rts of tha State have pi.,oy:t.<3ed prope,r<.·. ·remedies to 

enfore<r; ·the r1s;ht ot .1n_Jtmot1on e.gainst nuifHtn.oea, but the_ Leg1s18:ture 

ha.a s~dd this 1a a nu1a~mee befol'•o 1 t is etJ'bo.blit,b.sd. · ~1here tcre no 
' ' I, , • , ., 

oases 1n· the -t3ta,te of Mei~~ J.ersey which· state tht.tt a oommercia.l · airport 

ia a ·nu_1ti&\noe pe1 .. ae. I~l that was tru$ 01)p()ne11t a to the very important 

alrport :tn th~, City of l{ewa.rlt. would ha-v·a obte.:lnod. 1nJunot:t<.:ms through 

the proper procedure._ Why should the r..,egialatura or the Stirta or New 

Jersey be a,.lowed to aubstltu.to Bena to Bill '!fo. 218 in tl~1e place and 

ate.ad of an :tmportan.t, or•derly p:t•ocedttre through the Om11-.ts. 

Bttt the Tjt:1gislature ha.a gone .fur.~the:r than this, · Tho I,egiale.tu:r~e 

ha.a ·aa.1d in offect that a oo-r1n1ercin.l nl rpo:t't 1a a nuik1a:noe pel' se in., 

the ootmtim$ of. Mor::r~is, Hur1tGrdon., Sor:1.eraat, Union., r£st1ex, ._ llliarren o.nd. 

Pas saio but 1. t is not a n.u.is~tne{1 per se in the County of B0rge.n :to-.r 

instanos, the Cotmty of Mercer for instance, the County of Cape May · 

f<?t' lnst~1noe. A.r)en' t the oth'-U' fourteen c·ountiae pa.rt of. this grea'l; 

State ot New Jersey? 
.a 

I. oall tp your Bxeellonoy' a e._ttentto.11. ~u.pr,eme Oou1,·t ·. d:eoislon,• in: tJ?,e 

ease of fl~}g~JJ..!rriar Roq._1 ~! ·2.2J...Y~ .... ~~J?~_tar1 20 .N •. (J~,.~. Fga )Yi., .. !at. a 

splendid op1n1.on wri tte·n by tha este0t1ad · n.nd lf1a1.~rH'H3 tTustice Heha3:,-

whera ·~be Bo1~ough o.'t Now Provit~onca a1:t'tcnnpted to $.-xcltH~~ n propose~ 

shopping eent;,a:r. t:tie Oou:rt tHdd as followr.q 
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. (l-.6) Use restrlctlons upon real property must find their 

justification in some aspects or the police powar, reasone.'bly exar·ted 
. . . 

for. the publio welfare. 'lho police tunotlon cannot be expressed in terms 
. . : . ._ . 

or· a definitive fo~mula that: will e.utomat1ca.lly resolve every case, tor 
. . . 

_ its quality and scope are oommensux1ate w.ith t~e public exigencies 

arising from ever-ohnnglng ·social and eoonorrdo oondi tiol}s. But U1 11 

basic to zoning, as with every exercise or the police power, _that 1t be 

contained by the rule of reason; constitutional due process· and equal 

protection ordain that th.a exertion of the authority shall not g,o 

_beyond the publlo need; the:te oa:nnot be. unn.eoease.ry and excessive restric­

tions ~pon the use or privat:ie property or the pursuit of useful aot_iv·1t1ea; 

a substantial it~\trusion upon ·the right infringes ·essential 1ndiy1dual 

liber·ties :tmmune ·to legislative 1nterferenct, 1'he rest:riotions 

may be so, unreasonable as to be confiscatory, and the regulation then 

trax:isgresses the or,~a.nic law s.s arbitrary and oppress1ve. · ~re.ndon v, 

Boa.r.d or .Oom• :rs ·or Town of Montclair, 124. N. JL. 135 ( Sup, ot. 1940), 

af:!'irmil d: 12.$ -N, J. L. 367 (E._ & A. 1940) • 

(7-11) The po11oo power is the public right to reasonable regulation; 
' . ' . . - . . 

tov the oom:n1on good and- welfare, · .1•11s constitutional principles or. 
due px•ooess and eq-ual protection den1and t,hat the exercise of ·the power 

be devoid of' u.nreaaon and arbitrax•iness,: and the means selected tor the 
' . . . 

tulf'illment -of. the policy bear a real and substantial relation to that 
: ' . ' 

' •, . 

end. In a wo:x~d. the autho.r.ity ooincidea wt.th the esae.ntial public 

need_ And in zoning there :m.uat be a rational rela.t1on petween the 
. . , . . ' ' ' . 

1.,egulation am! the se:rvioe of. the general w:elfax .. e 1n a11 _area of actio~ 
' . 

within the rar,ge of the police power. Excesses in the rearzation ot 

the statuto1\y considerations are inadn11stJible. Schmidt v • .Board of . 

4d,1ustment ·01:,, Ci tl o·r lfowarli:1 2 ·N. J· •. !j.Q2 ( 12;$2~ ~ 
' .. · ,, 

(l2-l6) It is tu.ndamerltal ~n zot1ing polfcy that all, p:rope-rty in, . 

like c:i.rcums·lamoas be ·. ·treS.ted alike. · The use :restraints must be gener.al 

and uniform in the particular diatric,t .. ~e1rn v, Mort:ts, 1!1:,, N. J. 522 
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. . . 

We eay that· by the passagie) of this Aot the rest:ricti.ona parring 

·a commercial _:airport are· ao unreasonable as to be oontis~atory and: .. 

tl'.le re gula t 1:oii. then tx-anesre sse a . the .Organic law as arbitrary an~ ' 

·. oppreH~Bive.,,and SillCG the Oo~t ~a1d,- 11 tne use ?·'.'. ~:traO.nte must- be in 
tenerlll an.d· unifot"m 1n the pal't1cular dietri~t 11 . hOW in the world can 

the.Legislature' explain that this use shall be illegal 1ri the Oountiea 

or Morris, ·Hunterdon, . Somerset. Union, Essex, Warren and P_asse.io but. 

at.ill legal and allow•ble in neighboring .counties· such as Bergen Su~sex, 
. . . 

. . ··, 

_ Hudson. -Monmouth·and 1\/fe:rCtl':? · .· 
. . . 

- This &:'1me reasoning- was again followed 'by JU$t1oe Reher $.-n the ca.ae 

. o:C Ji? Sell$ v., 0 wi,:113tt1i il !,N# J. . t,aw Jt,00 ~en · the qo\lrt 111!l1d • .. 11 The 

ElltG;l"Oise Or> the. pol.toe pqW$ .to h eon tit t.rr41 d by the r 111♦ of . ~e;a II on, • the 

. lintithe·s111· of tho· a.rbit~~r1 actl~n tru.a-t. 1s a.lien. to the s•niµs -.nd. · 

· ,piri t ot ou:v demoorati\\ sc,oiety. •• •. 

··.We· 21ar· _that· ·this Sena't;e· ·Bill Mo' •. 218 i's a: p:rod·uot. o"t. ey·ste:r~a anc:t 

eh.ould be veto-~d- by yo~. ~~Cu)\J;e~cy. · · 
,. - . ' 

·we· ar~ fllso · .oppo$ed . to the passage of Senate -Bill llo. 21~- · ¢Jn tne · 

gr01111as that: lt 1~ contrary to th~ -spt:rit o:f ho111e ·rule. Day a.fttar day 

• :"we find the several ti:C~1- Jt;atell ~r this s:r,a., country _ot .ours lo011ng 

right; .• , prtv:tleges and powers because' of the U$l.U'-pat1on ot th~ ~lede:ral 

Ooverri,rnerit •. 'Year• by yea:r w, find th~t · the princfples ot tvee.do·m •n4 
. . 

democracy a.re '.t·aken ewau,, f;raotll tM: cc,µnt:t.e·• _,an~ :t~unic1p~lltle$,. \:>_y. tho 

+'egtslature an~· year PY _y-ea~ aote are p~ssed gJving · _the. Vl>-:X-1.ous c:oun.t1e~ · .. 

t.hrough t.heir raspeotiv• ·boar,dc:'.. ·or treehQldeJte.: which _t~k.• awit.y f:roni t'he· · 
. . 

·cities, townsl,.1p$, towns and village's ~he- right ·or ~orae r\ilE&t · i_his 

CH>unt:vy was founded .. on ~he: rights_ f)t' 1nd1vid'tiala to ,nJQy · ~l'l8 freed_Q·m, 

. prov1dlng ! C)?'de:rty ·sov.ernmsu1t'.s )f$:r'e tc:>rmed.~ A. true deunoo:raqy \:tel ba'sed ~ 
• , • • J -· ' 

OJl th~ 'g(.)ver~nt _-ot kl.Ol'.t. rule~-- 'The peopl~ in Washi-ngt~m To~~sh.ip, 

· Mor:ri'$. OountyJ the pe.ople, ill Br$-nehburg· 'l'ownsh1p, · ~onm~ se~ OountyJ 
. . 1··. . ' - . . 

aµd ~rie PGPP:t.fl 1n tlerad·t,s~op. i,\''o:~ri~llip,' UµnterdQn 09w}t1 ~Q'vl·, W'lia1.· . 

the'1r.n•ishbC>:t'S war1.t~., _· Tl?.,· gov·eftning ·bodies. kno~ Jht ·feollPsi _a.n~.:.: 
. ~3. 



teri1perr11ent of the membett1 s that make up these particular mun101pa..L1ll1ea· 
. ' . . . 

and so the Legiala.tu1~~ of .the State of Mew Jersey, under 'l'itle .40, 
. . 

OhapttJr SS· of ths Revised Sta.tutes _give. to the various mur1:toipalit1es 

the right to plan and to zon:e: a11d. to ·s~bdivide propert1efh We a:re 

opposed to Senate Bill No·,· 218 on the ·rurther. ground that thia is 

taking away the rights or various mun:1c1pa11t1eo to control local 
. . 

a1.tuatioru,· and, therefore, is contrary to the· sp1r1t ot the laws ot · 
the St.ate. bf ·i1ew Jersey. 

If the State. of lfow Jersey is allowed to pass this type ot 

Legislature, what ~"s. to. prevent them trom coming into any county o~ 

any- seven counties of the State of New Jersey and saying, "no da•1rJ 

fa:rins tor the production ot in.ilk shall ·be operated in the count:10 a 

of Morris, Hunterdon, Somerset e·to·." What will prevent the Legislation 

ot the State or New Je:r&$J' :f~rom passing an act in which they state 

no service stations ·o:r- no res·taursn·ts or no doctors shall practice 

or no contractor shall b1.11ld e.ny houses o~ no auton1obile d·ealor1 shall 
I , , ' 

sell any autom.obil~a w1 tnin the severa+ counties ot·
1 
th·e State ot Now 

Jer,sey. What._o·an ;prevent eon1e minority group ot· people, and I say 

m.1nor1 ty-, your Excellency, because .it 1a my underatand1:ng that ot 

the petition c1rcul$ting in the County ot Hunterdon ·there. were only 

7,000 to 8,000 signatures of a poa-sible 54,000 people• a_nd ~t course, 

you know the ·meaning of petitions. W~ ooulcl go out tomor:row and obtain 

thousands of petitions tor tht oo~nmerc_ial aii:-port but the. question 

isn't whether Pi1 not a nW11ber of people sign a petition but ·the 

question is.what ia fort the. good ot most ot the people ot the State 

of' New JerseJ-tt 

·M.v. G-overnor, I waa opposed in the beginning to ·a je·t airpor~ 

in Hunterdon Oounty until I Vi411 ted Idlewild Ai:x-~ort . in· Lcmg Island. 
' . 

I heard from ~Y people about .the, terrible noise ot' jtt planes, that 
.. 

·one couldn't sleep, ·that windo·ws would be. shattered, that. eardruni1 -

would ~e puri.ct\lred, tliat people. wo.uld have nervous breakdo~na which· 

would result 1n the detriment. ot
8

fthe1r health and lite.,, One day I· 

. ' 



visited Ide1w1ld Airport and '1 -deliberately stayed ·there and·· I -was 

dllntbt.ounded btcatuu1 I tound out that the .noit1e · from the la.:i-go Jet 

plan.es was not. as great as ·the noise f;rom the pist.on driven toui, 
. . . . .. . ' 

. engine airo:raft vrhile on the ground o·r lan,Uns o:r leaving t·h•· ground·.·· 
. .· . 

. I _call ·yQur attention to.· a clipping froni -~- exoellen'fi ·newcpapez, 

lmown. as the uNewark Even'ing Ntw•" under. the date· ot Friday, Jul1 7, 
' . . 

entitl•d 0 Nawar,k Air'port Jet Tests Brought No Moise Oo~plainta••. 
~videOtly as the resu.lt oJ: the jet plans s being brought in and out 

i~ 
-ot the ~ew.a~k Airpol't· thia resulted 1.n an editorial in the ssune issue 

· ot the N~war'k New,k Thia edi~Qrial tirSE/11 the uae ot the Newavk Aiz,pC,pt 

tc>r Jett 1n: order t.O prnSnt the a1.rport at Newark meeting Wtth the· 

tate -r;,t• Qllicag.o •·• Midway Field·, · which. ~ thout ·. Jets .ha• 'lost its · 
•, . ' ,·.. ' ', . 

protJperfty and .praat1ge!~:to ne•vby o•:aa~e. :t as.:k th11t this ollpp.1rtg -

be made· a· part ot the reo·ord ~. 

In ,closing~ ~o\l.r :U.:xoel,l.ency, I ·would like t:Q reiterate that w.e · 
. . \ ·. . . 

oppo.se .tha ·passage of Senate 8111 lk>~. 218 on the grounds that: 

l-. It will prevent the. great nee~ of a tutur~ eco,p.om1o srow~h in 
. ' 

the State ot New Jersey, 

a. _ .I~ ilill unoonsti.ttl.ttonal in that it, 1e against the .. Principle.~ 1Je'b -
, . . . 

tor 'in_ Article I ot. t~e New Jers4fly Oo.tu1t1tution ·..,;11(Lthe Fourteenth . 

Arnendm~nt ot the )"'ederal ·oonstitutlo:n: .. : 
' . . .. •,,' 

,3. The ·t,a:gislature 1~. 1n ett$ot· stat.ing that the operat,1011 ·of;.,a. 

commercial a-1:rport .is a.,nu1sahce per •S.et. The :µeg1slat1on 1• unt111l-, 
' . . 

utiro a ll!()na l'J le , 0 ()l'.\f isQ Q tor:,, . ar bi t11r;v &i;ld C apri.(I ioua • •· • • :' iii;; . .· · ' 
· 4, It · is unoonstltUtiona~ a~a unta1:r ·in tba.t !t-. take~ awa1'k1e;t1.t of .· 

home rule whfeh has been given · to the varioue mlµl:to ipalftie "•: 



on ·the ·further ground that :lt is puhl~o 1eg1slat1on cont.rolling a 
. . 

' ' . . . 

speclti'c 'industry' in tht seven- counties· there~y :oont~a. ,to the:rule of 

law tblit all property- in lilct'I eircumstancea be treated. ~1ke and. t~t 

ii!fdx· use rest:ra.1.nt_a n1ust be general and uni.form_ in ~h.llpartioular 

distriot a:nywhere. !ll ~he .. State or New J~rsey. 

In closing, Governor !1er,ner',. my gx,<,u.p wtmta to o-ommend you on-_ 

o.n retua!ng to bet Jno~ballfld in slgning a t,111 . auch as Senate Bi+l 

Nch_ 21a'i:t1 spite of ·the ta.ct t;b.at the· ltading cancU.dat)J& ot the 

Pemooratio · · Pax-t~r,. · of_ whloh· :,ou ha.tr$ lonti b"e,n a standard ~earer, are 

· opposed ~o · commerc!~.l Je·.f;a1rp~1 ... ts ai1d • in the~ t·aca of the hysteria . 

. that baa llld to the l!!Peot~11le or ,the sr,at numb~:t- 9t P, o1)'le tl;la t a:re 
. .. ' . '' . . ' 

!lttend1ng thta $$EIS1on a:n:11 wno ar. tn: f!,\vo:r ~t. the plles11.ge of thia 

bill~. O'll.:t:t S~;()UP furtba:r, _oomxn~,nda fOU .on tifl$ tact 't1?-a;_ ){OU hnv~, _.,·net 

undoubte.dl,J w:ti,.i · gi v·o, · ·tllia )'~o'ble1~,. gre~t- study be-to:re making a 

, very :1,.mportant ¢teoislon·f 
r . . 

·' 'Rhank .you for t)le · l,:):ri. °".7~+ege <>t r~p:r,e&1entirtg, this gr-oup•· 
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STATF,MENT ·. BY 

ESSEX· COUNTY SUPEHVISOR WELDON R. SHEETS. 

AT THE AmPORT HEARING 

STATE HOUSE, TRENTON, NI!.'W JmSEY - JULY 121 1961 

MY NAME IS l'iJELOON R. SHEETS, I AM COUNTY SUPERVISOR OF .ESSEX 

WITH EXECUTIVE RESPONSIBILITY FOR AN INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTL\L 

. . . 

ARFA WITH A POPUIATION OF 923,545. SINCE OUR COUNTY INCLUDES THE 

J.ARGEST CITY IN THE STATEa NEWARK, IT IS CLEAR THAT THE PEOPLE or 

. OUR COUNTY WOULD BE DEEPLY INTERESTED IN THE DE,'VEIDPMENT OF· ADE-

QUA.TE, MODERN AmPORT FACILITIES IN ADDITION TO THOSE WE HA VE. 

IF SELFISH MOTIVATION OR PROVINCIAL SELF-INTEREST WERE TO 

GUIDE OUR .POSITION, IT WOULD BE REASONABLE TO CONCLUDE THAT IT 

WOULD BE TO· THE ADVANTAGE OF ESSEX COUNTY TO HAVE A NEaW MAJOR AIR- · 

R>RT IDCATED CLOSE UY, WHERE OUR COUNTY COULD DIRECTLY AND INDIRECTLY 

BENEFIT FROM·THE ADDITIONAL 181,ooq JO~ ANDA~LIED INDUSTRIES THAT 

SUCH AN Am.PORT WOULD BRING. BUT THE RESIDENTS OF MORRIS COUNTY, 

FOR VF.RY IDGICAL REA.SONS, HAVE TO AN OVERWHELMING EXTENT EXFRESSED 

THE DF.SmE THAT THE NEW AlltPORT FACILITY BE IOCATED EI.Sl1WHERE. AS 

GOOD NEIGHBORS, WE OF ESSEX COUNTY MUST SUPPORT . THEM~ WE 00 SO WITH• 

OUT RESERVATION. 



. . 

IT IS MY FEELING, AND THIS MAY BE JUST A P.ERSONAL REACTION, . 

THAT WE SHOULD ALL TAKE THE BROADER· VIElll. NAMELY., THAT A MODRRN 

. AIRFORT IS GOOD FOR NEW JERSEY. FURTHER THAT 'WHAT .IS GOOD FOR 

NEW JERSEY WILL BE · GOOD FOR ESSEX COUNTY AND ALL COUNTIES• SO 

LET US DISPENSE W.ITH. NEEDLESS 1'JRANGLiNG --AND.APPLY CIVIC STATES- ! . 

! 
. I . 

. . .\ • . .. • . I 

MANSHIP OF AN UNBIASED NATURE. BUT FIRST 'LET. us ,!DOK AT _SOME FActs· 
I 

I 
le MOF~RIS COUNTY DOES NOT Vi/ANT. 1"IIE Am.FORT. THEm. REASONS i ____ ........... _____ t 

. ARE GOOD. I WOULD HOPE OUR NEIGHBOR COUNTY WOULD SUPPORT .ESSEX. 

IN A S·IMIIAR BASIC HOME RULE MATTER •. FOR '!'HEM WE f.J.N DO NO LESS .• 

n SUPPORf MORifis COUNTY. THEY HAVE A RIGHT ·ro-·DETEmUNE THE X 

. \ OF COUNTY THEY WAN~ TO BE--AND TO KEEP OUT. AN INDUSTRY THA.T DOES. 

NOT CONFORM TO TIIEm COMCEPT OF WHAT THEY WANT• 

I 

2e TaE COUNTIES OF BURLINGTON AND OCEAN WANT THE NDl FACILITOC. - --~ - . - --- -- _, __ ____ . I 

I 
. . . I 

THESE COUNTIES ARE IN rossESSION o»~. AN ARF.A THAT CAN BE WELL DES-, 
. . I 

i 

CRIBED AS A COMMEllCIAL WAS'.l1EIAND. THE PINE REGION OFP'ERS MA.NY Al)-

VANTAGES. A tARGE AIRPORT ZONE CAN SET UP TO PRh"VENT THE DEVEIOP.MENT . I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

OF THE TYPE OF SITUATION '!'HAT HAS CitEA.TED A PROBLEM IN REGARDS· Toi 

.MORRIS COUNTY. FmST-CIASS RESIDEN'rIAL AREA.S AND TECHNICALLY UN~ . . I 

! 
i 

DESIRABLE cow~'.iERCIAL ACTIVITY ARE ADNAYS INCOMPATIBLE. ONE MUST: 
-. I 

. . . . I 
. I 

. · DESTROY OR HAM?fill THE OTHER. SOUND ZONING PRINCIPLES APPLIED TO !THE 
. . I 

88 ! 
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I 

_. ( ' 



souma JERSEY AREA UNDER CONSIDERATION CAN AVOID TH.IS INCOMPAT-

OCEAN AND BURLINGTON COUNTIES HAVE INDICATED THE.m WILLING- · 

NESS TO LEND EVERY POSSIBLE SUPR:>RT 'J.'O THE VENTURE. · EVElf TO THE 

EXTENT OF SE'rTING UP WAYS AND MFA.NS WHEREBY SUCH·AN ACTIVITY COULD 

BE FINANCED WI1rHOUT THE OORT AUTHORITY IF NEED BE. HmE. AGAIN, 

SP.EA.KING FOR GENERAL ESSEX COUNTY SENTIMFJIT, 'EVEN THOUGH OUR 

DIRIDT I3FJJE14"'IT M~GHT BE LESS., I SUPPORT THE DFSJRES OF OCEAN AND 

.BURLINGTON COUNTIFS •. IF THEt WANT THIS AlRPORT,, WHICH IS PERSONA._ 

NON GRATA 'ro OUR NEIGH.BORS IN THE COUNTY OF MORRIS, THEY SHOULD BE 

HELPED TO GET IT. FURTHER.,· THE FORT AUTHORITY .SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED 

TO REVmw THEm rosrT~ON AND PARTICIPATE. 

J. FLIGHT PATTFJRNS. MUCH HAS BEEN SAID ABOUT INTERF~ENCE · 

WITH EXISTING FLIGHT PATTERNS IN SOUTH JERSEY.. IT l5 MY FEELING 

THA.T WE HAVE NOT ·ADEQUA'l'ELY CHALLENGED WHAT SOME GROUPS HAVE ACCEPTED 

AS FACT• · I CANNOT CO.MPIACENTLY ACCEPT THE RlfASONING .THAT THE fflFSENT 

800111 JERSEY FLIGHT PATTERN STRUCTURg CANNOT BE CHANGED •. IT IS 

CLEAR TO ME THAT AS WE INCREASE THE INCIDENCE OF AIR TRANSroRt ... 

ALL P1LIGHT PATTERN S'l'HUCTUIU!S MUST EVENTUALLY BE . CHANGED. IF FOR ~ 

. OTHER REA.SO:H THEN .· TO · ABSORB '!'HE AIR TRAF'JlIC NEEDS OF THE·· FUTURltl • SO 

WHY NOT CHANGE THE SOUTH JI£RSE~~;i;R PATTERN s·rRUCTURE~ •• NOWI 



4. GROUND TRANSIT TIME. ltUCH HAS BEEN MADE OF. ELF.AGE ------
DIFFmUiliCE BE'!WEEN A NORTH JERSEY AIRPORT AND THE . CENTRFB OF 

COMMERCE AS MEASURED AGAINST THE DISTANCE OF A SOUTH JERSEY AIR-

R'lRT FROM MAJOR CENTERS OF COMMERCE. IF YOU THINK ONLY .IN. TERMS 01 

MILE~. TO- NEW YORK AND NEWARK, .THE DISTANCE IS CONSmERABL'E •. BUT · 

THIS OVERSIMPLIFICATION, MADE BY fflOPONENTS OF A HORTH JERSEY SITE, 

SHOULD BE EXAMINED AT THIS 'l'lllE. 

A NEW AIRR>RT WILL CREA.TE CONSIDERAB!E ADDITIONAL VEHICUIAR 

TRAFFIC. D4IOOE THIS ADDED TRAFFIC ON THE AIRFADY INADEQ"(JATE. 

HIGHWAY STRUCTURE IN AND AROUND NORTH JERSEY AND THE DIFFERENTIA.L · 

Dl TE!lMS OF GROUND TRANSIT TIME W~LL NOT BE AS STRIKING AS THE DIF• · 

FERENCE IN TERMS· OF MILES~ TO THIS, SOMEONE .MIGHT ANSWER "BUILD 

MORE ROAIB .• 11 WE ARE BUILDING MORE ROADS IN NORTH .JERSEY •. BUT AT 

THE RA.'J;E WE ARE GOING, BY THE TIME THEY ARE RFADY FOR USE, THE 
I . . . • 

~ORMAL GROWTH OF MOTOR TRAFFIC WILL MA.KE OUR NEW ROADS INADEQUATE 

A.ND OUT OP' DATE. I WOULD LIKE AN ENG.INEmtING STUDY THA.T WOULD 

DEVEIDP COMPARATIVE GROUND TRANSIT TIMFS ON THE BASIS OF EXISTING 

CONDITIONS-BOTH NORMAL AND AT PEAK TRAFFIC PERIODS. TOTAL. AVER• 

AGE GROUND TRAVEL TIME BE'lWEEN THE NORTH JERSEY SITE AND LET_t.B 



SAY THE HOLIAND OR LINCOL11 TUNNElB SHOULD BE COMPARED WITH; THE 

- ' . . . . 

AVE.RAGE . GROUND TBA VEL ''!'nm. m 'nmSE R>INTS FROM A SOUTH JERSEY 

SITE USING THE TURNPIKE WHICH IS A RFAD! LINK- BE'IWEEN.A SOUTH 

JERSEY A.mPORT'AND NORTH JERSEY CENTERS OF COMMERCE. 

m THOSE wuo SlY THE TURMPIKE wILL· SOON sreoME .. OVERCROWDED 

THE ANSWER IS OBVIOUS.· ·.THlS AUTHORITY HAS DEMONSTRATED ADEQUATE 

· SIULL m PREPAR~O AN EXECUTING.AND FntANCINO. PIANS FOR ADDED 

. JANES. DIP.RovED INTERCHANQES-. AND OTHER .. NEEDS •.. THIS BOl)Y •. STDU-· 
. - . . 

IATED ~ SUPPORTED BJ T_HE··lEOISIATURE, ~HOULD NOT BE ADVERSE TO 

SETTING UP THE NECESSARY TURNPIKE LINK BE'IWEEN .· ANOTHF.R GRFAT 
' . . . . . . . . . . ,' . . . ' ' ' ' 

· CgNTER·OF· COMMERCE THAT SOMEHOW OR OTHER SEEMS TO BE OVFlUOOKED 

IN .PUBUCIZED CONSIDERATION. I REFER NOT ONLY m THE ·CAMDEN-

. fflILA.DELPffIA ARFA• BUT TO THE AREAS THA.T FEED IT, BY WAY' OF THI 

. . . 

PENNSYLVANIA TURNPIKE WHICH 1.S PR~ENTLY LINlCED TO OUR OWN NEYl 

.,;,,. , .. ;.• .. ;,: .... ,.,.c.,,. JERSEY TQRNPIKE. 

IN' CONCLUSION LET ME STATE THAT ESSEX COUNTY WOULl) LIKE TQ 

SE;lt ViORK STARTED ON AN ~DEQUA.TE AmPORT WlTHOUT DEI4?.,. 

NE!W Jersey State library 



THE VARIOUS COUNTIES OF THE STA TE SEEM TO BE RFASONABLY 

UNAHOOUS IN SUPPORT OF THE SOUTH JERSEY SITE. IN ,KEEP~O WITH 

THIS FEELING THE LEGISIATURE HAS GONE ON RECORD WITH RESPECT TO 

. · NORTH JERSEY. UNLESS PEOPLE CHANGE., THE LEGISIATURE w·ILL NOT 

CHANGE ITS POSITIDN WHETHER THE GOVERNOR SUPPORTS THED. FEELING 

o,: IF FOR RFASONS OF HIS ovm. HE SHOULD VETO THE IAW SPEC~ICALL~ 

BARRING A.NORTH JERSEY SITE. 

so., LET ·us BREA.JC THROUGH THE IMPASSE. LET US WORK COL­

LECTlVELY IN THE J)IRECTION 01· A PROPER, SOUND AND FOPUIAR RES­

OLUTION or THIS PROBLEM. I SAY, GET IT GOING. GET IT OOINO 

1 QUICKLY. PUT IT MIERE IT'S WANTED. WHERE IT WILL DO THE MOST 

GOOD FOR THE MOST P.fjPPLE. w·ITH TJ'IE LEA.ST .POSSIBLE PAIN. 
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·.·, ;, 

I am appearing t'oday as the Chairman of the Pinelands Regional Planning Board 

A reg~onal ar;e}?CY officially formed to plan fQr the development of a portion of Ocean and 

Burlington Counties in the cehtral part of New Jersey. Ari agency in which the State and 

this administration participat'es by having one member appointed by' tHe Commission of don- . 

servation and Economic Development. I am that membero 

Objective _of our Gr6up 

To present a positive and constructive alternative to a major jetpol:"t in Northern New 

Jersey - to support the enactment of Senate Bill 218 into law as being ih the best in ... 

terest of all. the people of the State() 

Area of our Concern -------.~ 
We have a vast area suitable for aviation development and supporting economic development~­

Our Board in its a:rea of jurisdiction alone has 33 Municipalities of :j:3urlington a.nd Ocean 

_Counties •. An ar€!3.of over 1,000 square miles or 1/7 of the State's total land area. 

An area of sparse deveiopment and scattered popul~tion but an area destined for clesirable 

economic development. 

Excellent transportation facilities with more to come, putting us within reacq of both . 

New York and Philadelphiao 

An area extremely interested in aiding the development of our State by encouraging_ the ad~ 

vance planning and thinking necessary t·o, prepare ,for ·the jet aviation age of today ~nd to-

morrow. 

To tell our story I would lik~ to call on some others from our area to present teohnic_al 

and practica]. considerations as to wriy we feel we have the perfect alternative solution 

to placing a new major aviation facility in an already crowded area af our State and why 

S-218 sµould be made law and the established policy.of our State. 



First - Mr. William Whitesell, Chairman of Aviation Subcommittee 

for the Pinelands R~gional Planning Boar~ 

and Aviation Consultant· to Burlingt·on Co. 

Planning Board. 

Second - Mr. Lc;,gan, Engineering Cons_ultant · to Ocean County and Pineland~ 

Regional Planning Board. 

Third .:.. Mr. Edwarcl Hlu~e, Burlington County Freeholder Director 

Fourth - Mr• Paul King, Ocean County Freeholder Director 
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Statement by William WhiteselJ., Chairman of the Aviation Subcommittee for t~e Pineland.s · 
Regional Planning Boa.I'd and Aviation Consultant to the Bur~.lngton County Planning Board. 

Governor Meyner and Gentlement This report that I am about tt> deliver makes reference 

tfl a reeent report put forth by the Port of New Y_ork Authority. Their report in essenee 

justifies the ereatiori ef a new jet. airport in the Nc,rthern !few Jers.ey a.re.a and ertti• 

eizes the p('t'tentiaJ. of ·an airport,: as erwisi.oned -~ -t.J;ie BurliP-gton ~a ~ca~ -0~ ...t:r1eial4 

for their area. Rec6gni~'/ ttie :fact th.at thi,s Port of New .York Authority flelX'rt may · 

pessibly tend to influence your thinking ~n Senate Bill 218 of which we speak today_, I 

therefore m.11s-t make referene~ to theif reP()rt arid take. excepti<m to it •. 

For pu.rpeses ,.f brev4iy ·r shall_ refer to the Port t,f New York Aui:ihcrity as .PONYA. My 

statement is ·l'lt,t t~tended as a crit'ieism ef F .A.A. or PONYA, It is intended te> .p~nt out 

the inadequacies and inconsisten_ei~s of their report. 

The PONYA Report has been carefu:).ly apd p~yctiologically designed to prepare the publie 
. . . . ' . ~ 

and gt,vernmenta+ agencies that the POI',fYA ';ls the only a'seney eapable· of l:>uilding :and 
' . . ~ ' .. , . ' ' . ', : . ' . . . . ' . ' 

administrating the new airport., Th:roµgn the Report wpateve~ proplems arise irl' sit,es 

are treated in. a condesc.eriding manner, except in. tpe partic4ar site tllat PONYA ha.s in 

the p;,3-cl<: nf its mtn4. Ip ·~ his· case., the s~e prob+ems are solved very. eas:i.ly, 

In all ottier locations,· civil ai:r,w~ys are a prepo~d,erous prf'blelll• +n their location tpey · 

el:il1lipat,e OJJ spift 8:,:if'Ways t3.'{j. will, .In four ye~r.~, tµe Burli11gto11-0ceari County_ Site has 

state.a th~t cin+ a;N9-y~ ca.n bfJ. fllPVeQ. (r_rr,ey a.r~ n~t. CO?iO:r°f3~e1 thFl FA.A ~riq J'O~YA. eai~. 

they could not• 

Now when· it suits tnei:r p~rpo¢~,. they PaJ?. ~e Nloved. r~ad+ly.· They stat€3, ·. for example, 

tl'lei:r site in ~ortl.1 Jersey is sµpert(')r pecaµE>e it is West- of the heavy cop.9ent:ratton 

. of trafq& }P ~GA :apq lPL. 

If it is true., then ou:r site wq$.'oh it3 still furtqer West, shpuld serve.,better, 

They do not mention ip·. thei.r report the ~creage invo).ved i11 sµch a. j~tpnrt. 

The fou·r thousand (4,000) odq acres ip the Qreat S~amp. of Mo:rr.l-s County qopstitutes an 
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~ea only one half of present Idlewild which is not large enough. · They do not mention the 

3rrain feat1:1res, ·hills and congested housing area., or the .condemnation of surrounding 

~operties to acquire the necessary acreage. They studiously avoid any mention of 

?rrain features, size of the Burlington-Ocean County site, lack of condemnation pro­

~edings and n~ congestion in reference to the Burlington.:.ocean County site. 

1 the contrary, they use a letter from a Colonel Tippets of FAA, as a derogatory in­

jrument. l'he Burlington-Ocean County site is ttie only one on which PONYA used any 

1terial such as this. The letter, incidently, 1, a FAA refusal based on an aileged 

:,udy ·by FAA. 

'his study has been requested .by our United States Senator and FAA and has not. produced 

,he report illdieation tha~ this study was ever made. 

1his REPORT does not show the grcwth between the Greater Philadelphia area and the New 

~ork City area,· 'l'his ~ pa'l;te,r-rr-wil:J, c.l.cse the area between these twe cities be­

·ore the Jet..pt,rt will be completed - - - .. .. ...... Our sit.~ will qe ~ ~he &qt~ Oenu-al. 

1dge of this vast Metropo:l.i~. 

'ACTUA:L ADVANTAGE$ ,OF THE BtJRWNGTON~EAbl A.C.OUMrY ;rrTE 

1 .. Serviee ..t.o t.wo great met.a:sopoli tap.-c~ties as w~ll as the f:ill between these 
cities. · 

~. Flat up.obstructeq. terrain 

3. Extre1T1ely large land area available without condemrla±.iOJ\ of build~$ • 
.. 

4. La:rge area allows expansiot\ planning fo:r andless future, 

~. Large. areSr permit,s longest QVernm apd a:pproach areas of any airport io ttie 
worlq. An airport does not ~top at the fence., tpe approa~hes ar~ j11.si as 
iJrlPQrtapt as · the rupway s, · · 

~here are mapy other c1dvant~ge~ toc,nu.meroµ~ to m~ntion, ~tich ~s lt>we:r · constructiol\ 

~ost, cp~patibte surroundin~ areas, an~ last., cp~verston of n~n-prpouetive Pi~elands 

Lpto industrial complexes. 
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Governor Meyner_._ not too many years ago, Aviation in o~ Country .was set_ back many 

years .by a small group and their small-·thinking in dealing with a man who had foresight 

where Aviation was. concerned. I refer specifically to the stup~dity of 01.1r Country 

in· the case of General Billy_ Mitchell. All of us know what the mistake -of our Country 

in the Billy Mitchell Case cost this nation at the time of Pearl ·Harbor. In the annals 

of time and throughout history, there have been ~ther "Billy Mitchells" either indivi­

duals or collective groups who propoaed something and that .something was rejected and 

fought ~ooth and hail by ppponents who were too 'blind to see the llandwriting on the 

wall. Inevitably these opponents ·of "Billy Mitchells" are tlle first to scream ".Lock 

the barn the horse if3 stolenft.. Governor Meyner, OoJnme:rcial and general aviation hav-e 

now :re-aqhed. the p~:a:rl Har9or stage in the· nature ·and developtnent iP our· coµntry • · The 
, • • • • , d 

State of New Jersey· !\as a:n -9:rea, adequate· for an ai:rpo~t nQt only· of :today but to•· . 

morrow as well. · That area lies in B~rlinlrt,on and Ocean Counties and is available. · I :"" 
' . . 

would like to submit to you a copy 9£ the Burlington County Realtor, in which there is 

an article I wrote in 1959; I would lilce you to react it aQd st.udy it ·so that you may 

understand the problems of aviation. 
, 

In conclusion., Mr. Governor as-~- citizen of the sovereign State of New Jerseu and ~ man 

well acquainted with aviation, I sincerely urge your signature on Senate Bill 218 and 

also aid in the passing and signing of S~n•te Bill 219, wpen it is introduceq in the 

Assembly this Fall~_ 
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Hearing before.Governor M~ynor of Senate Bill No. 218 
I 

Assembly Chamber ~ State House, July 12, ;1961 

. In the Southeast portion of the Central Section of this Great 

State., there is·an area known as the 11 Plains 11 • During the period o_f 

creation a· glacier melted and deposited most of.New Je:r·sey~· Th~ area 

of this State South of the rock formation was so formed. 

The "Plains" is a_. l.ivel:~plateau with a ooyeri.ng of scrub oak., 

pine and. laUI,'el. .Travelers on Route 72, wllioh or.asses the np1ains" have 
'. . __ ,,, . 

views of miles of this unique area. 

This area is not Site 16 Lebanon Forest as reported by The Port 

of New York Authority in ·"A R_eport Qn Airport RequirementQ and, Sites 1n 

the Metropolitan New Jersey.;.. New York Rt3g1on'*. 

Site. 16 _is .many miles northw~st of th~ "Plains"~ The· "Plains" 

is the· site proposed for a· jet airport by the Burlington and Ooe~n County., 

Boarcis:of F:t'eellolders,~ .Th~ studies made by Burl:l.ngton-Ocean Oounty ante-. · 

dat·e the Port· o.t New York Autho:rity by four yea:rs~ 

Tlle "Pla:l.ns" site has an elevation of 150 to 200 fe~t aQove sea 
)• 

l·evel. The area is nearly level with alight natur~l grades. Tl:le soil is 

conipo_sed of s~d, pebpleEJ and clfly with a conglomerate st~ati.f:1-cation ot 

these.elements. 

·. Tner(' are. no bu1ld;tngs, residen~es or +ndµst.:ries ot any ·k;r.i4. 

Natµ:re ·AA~ p~oq.uced and given this Great State or New Jersey -~ ma.gnifi­

oen~ le>,Qat+on fQr a gref:l.t jet ·airport. 

· fhe ec0nc,pi7 of ·~p.i,.s locatiqn is qui.. te· obv:tous El.pd ~fln· 'be. enum.er-· 

at~d aa roiiowst 

J.. .. Site ol~ar,anoe of bu:l.l<iings, and ol>atrµotio:p.1:1 · ..... coat· noth:l.ng-._ 

•. z.~ Remc;>val of material g:rowtb-acrub tll.e l~ast expenai v~ or a.ny 

possiple compa:r:1.son • 

.3~ -E.x~avat;ton a.l).d porrow whicll can pe desigp.ed· to ba+&:nctl the 

lowest cost of' any- poss:l.ble oon1p1rri~on, 



4- Drainage - due to.nature of soll will require the minimum of 

drainage structures of any posslble comparison •. 

5~ The geology of the '·'Plain·su ·will produce materials for con­

crete coristruotion. 

6- Water rnaY ·be. obtained economically from the ·underground. 

7- · Fotind~tions oap,. pe t:tuppor~ed by the soil· with e·oonomioal . 

. designs. 

· 8~ .O.onstructiQn can ~tart without the necessity of_ building 

access ro~ds as New Jersey Hi~hW$'Y. Syst~m is on the site .• 

These eight economice.ll;y sou.pd r·ea.a'ops. o~nnot l;)e ·t<>unci in an.y other lo.;. .. 

cation. 
' . . . . . j . : . . 

The New· Jersey Turnpike, Tbe Ga:rden Stat,e Parkw~y and The State 

Highway system· wit~ i ~s · planned ext~nsion trutke ·available highws:y tranfJ-
. ' . . . 

po;rt 1'$0:l.l.i-tie~· th.at llave. 'no pr:eeren:p .equ.al.o 

'!'here are · no sw(ptip~ .· to dr~in :a.t ·great e:x:p~ri,ae;. ·ho ··mud to f3e-ptle · 

and not+de ~Q·f'lood tp.e El.i~po:rt $.t tb.~ 11 Plaitl.s 11 o 
. . 

. , .. ' . ·-~ 

· It· 1,s time t·o stop puilqing a:lrpo:rts +n ijWatµps ~d oQe$.r1 si,de 

mud tl.ats which will be ·t1ooded with tide W&ter, < 
Distance today is measured in minute~ ·anq not ip. ~ilee. 

It is time· to take· th:J.a natµral · reaoµr.oe · into cons1der.at:1op · 
. . 

·and utilize its· adaptability .be:f'c,:r,e it is px-1rem:p1led by other rriQ;re fa:r-

s~e-ing p~o:ple • 
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Statement by Edward J9 Hulse, Burlington County Freeholder Director of Edgewater 
Park, N.J9 and Member of the Pinelands Regional Planning Board 

Governor Meyner and Gentlemen - My name is Edward Hulseli It is my priviledge to be 

Director of the Bqard of Chosen.Freeholders of Burlington Countyo As such I feel that 

I can speak not as a technical expert· but as a representative of~ large number of 

citizens of this great State of ours0 Both Freeholder King and I have given this matter 

careful thought, study and hours of inve_stigation even though we happen to be on opposite 

sides of the political fence, a fact which should prove that this issue is more important 

than mere political considerations. 

We know our areas, our Counties and our people. We know the many advantages our section 

of the State has to offer as the aviation center of the future 0 In addition, we· find 

ourselves in an enviable and.unusual positione Instead of having citizen organizations 

decidedly opposed to the development of this needed facility; we have an area almost 

completely devoid of even token opposition from our peopleo We come before the people of 

the Stat,e with the full support and endorsement of our area and its officials,. seeking to 

constructively aid the development of our State and aviation. We want the jetport. We 

have the ideal spot for it. In proof of this we have technical experts to support our 

position, but to me the strongest possible testimony as to the desirability of 9ur area 

for such a facility is that the best experts in our Country - the Military Aviation Experts 

long ago saw the desirability of our area for aviation. 

we need only point to the successful existence of Fort Dix-McGuire and 

Lakehurst Naval Air Station as ~estimony to the fact, tha·t a major air facility can success­

fully operate in our areao 

Nor does the existence of these facilities preclude the development of a commercial jetpo~t~ 

Our expert.s tell us it does not and that the air patterns can be adjusted to assure the 

maximum of efficient movement and air and ground safety~ Our area offers the unique ad­

vantage of also providing the only area in the State where on the ground developm.erit can" 

be controlled in advance through proper planning and zoning to nake · certain that there is 

a minimum of adverse effects on the private development in ·surround:i.ng areas~_both:f:zrom 

a noise and safety standpointe 
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. . . 

This alse assures us that the use of any air facility can b~ p~oteeted ··and preserved fo:r 

the purpose it is intended to serve with the -minimum of t>bjeotf6ns arising_. · Let's 

therefore., not be short. .• sighted. and seek only .to solve the immediate problem of the 

moment but instead let us have an intelligent, long-range viewpoint, full. of pr·aetieal· 

connnon sense and inspired by the visi 6:ri. artd wisdom thijt marked the daring and determina"'"' 

tion of the men that pioneered this great Country ef ours.. As an elected official, I am 

concerned about the ,future of my area and our entire State, just as is Freeholder King. 

We. are united in our sincere bel:i,.ei" •.1'a$ed upon thtirough investigation, that there is no 

necessity to endanger a developed area of our State with a new jetpo_rt, and that instead 

the Central Jersey area. oan arid should be considered· the a. vi.at ion center of the future 

for our Stat~, .and the two adjacent metropolitan regions ... 

We wholeheartedly endorse the policy and principle- of s.218 and we urge its enactment 

into la~, 
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Statement by A. Paul King, Ocean County Freeholder Director of Beach Haven, N. J. 
Member of The Pinelands Regional. Development Council bcean-Burlingt,on 

L E S T W E F O R G E T -
THE PINELANDS REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL comprising Freeholder and public members 

rt both Burlington and Ocean Co~ties urges· ajgning.. Senate BillL #~18 by the Governor of 

rew Jersey - and offers a prime site for a New Jersey jet airport in the .midlands of our 

itate - primarily because it offers unlimited space to install such a facility, as well 

lS maximum. safety and minimum annoyance from noise factors. 

Lest we forget the air tragedies of 1951., 1952 and again in 1960 over Elizabeth and · 

~ew York City, I cite the horrible record of a few major air crashes in heav.Lly populat­

~d urban areas - December 161 1951 - 56 persons killed on a Newark-Miami flight seven min-

1tes after·takeoff, crashing into the Elizabeth RiverJ only a short distance from the 

rteavily populated _Elmora !esidential area. January 221 1952: - 23 perish in plane crash . 

lnto two houses onWilliamson Street opposite high school with 6 killed on the ground. 

~ebruary 11, 1952 - 32 killed,in plane crash, along with 4 residents in Wea~minster Sect­

ion apartment house in Eliza ooth with many injured. 

·Noone in this chamber can afford to forget the fatal collision of two airliners over 

New York City December 15th last year, with the tragio toll of all 125 passengers of both 

planes., including the lingering death of the last survivor anll-year old Chicago boy~ No 

one should forget the sound advice of u. S. Senator Mike Monroney, c hairman of the Senate 

Aviation subcommittee on his arrival home from Europe one week after that ghastly accident 

when he warned that the air space above the metropolitan region's airports has reached 

the saturation po~t., and urged plans for a new airport to. sen-e this area. Also, in supp­

ort of the wisdom of selecting the Burlington-Ocean midlands site for the new jet airport., 

may I recall for you that Senator Monroney said he visualized the day when it will take 

~ ·bus $0 mi:les to reach an airport., and said: 11That' s not too far away • 11 He called for 

at least 18_ miles between airports, and decried beefing up old .airports like Newark Air- . 

port in overcrowded areas, declaring "Now we hope to get some new air~rts.11 He might have 

added 11 in }>laces where they won1t continuously pose a threat to the lives of those crowd­

ed around them in cities like E}izabeth, Newark metropolitan and suburban., as well as New 

York City.11 
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These is a compelling ecooomic reason for locating this new jet ai~rt facility bl 
the 8.lrlington..Oce~ land complex. This midland portion of New Jersey is growing at a· 

rate faster than aey other part. 0£ the _Ga.rden State -~ mc,.s-tly 'beca,us_e of the immigration 

of new families ~d job seekers from mrthern. Ne,w .Jer_sey __ Counties.·_ Ocean bad a population 

surge -of more than 90% between 1950 a.nd_ i960; ~lington's .jump in all~y~ar. residents was 

second in the state with a 65.5% increase1 In addition, the land-area of Ocean is still 

nnre than 7CJ!, covered with trees;. and that of Efu-lington better. thlln .3CY,( wooded,, 

Thus, people and their hopes for a nnre relaxed and prosperous way of life,· are t00v­

ing south in New Jersey. There is a stepped-up flow of bsuiness enterprise and new·/MORE 
. . . -

ing in ever-incre....anr~:;;mmoers from north to south in· the Garden 5t'ate, accelerated 

b.f the construction arid operation of the New Jersey Turnpike and the Garden State Park­

way. This southerly migration is· a unifying force in the life of our _state, ·washing away 

old feelings ofsectionai rivalry, and joining north and south into a prosperous and econ­

omic whole capable .of providing a mtJ,ch better way of life for our citizens. 

A new jet airport in the Burlington ... Qceail midlands will contribute to the econ­

omic betterment of every part of .our state, and do away once,a#d'!Qr all with the constant 

dfl:nger to those ~ho live tinder the ~urtain 0£ horrible death in a crowded city region 

surrounding such an installation_o In ordering a free location in an unsettled sector 

such as The Pinel~1nds Re~on provides, 20,000 to 30.,000 acres may be set, aside at xroder-

. ate land cost, and a safety zone carefully .planned for indust:r!al development, witll 

residential housing miles from_ the runwaysci There are few S'1Ch idea)J.y-looated sitE;S 

in .all! America - and ·such a potential location ~ies with Senator Mc>nroney• s definition 

of a safe_ distance for a new and modern jet airport - right in Burlington-Ocean Counties. 

Respectfully we submit that no other State in the Federal Union has such a ma.g­

nificant opportunity to make a fresh start, by putting new wine of modern jet aviation. 

into a new bottle of an unparalleled, unspoiled location, as does Wew Jersey right now · 

_in the heart of the Pinelands Region. I have faith that this location will not be found 

wanting when the determination is made; that this midland -sector will be selected by the 
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Federal Aviation Agency, and the State of New Jersey for construction of such a jet 

airport facility. It is natural that such a decision should be made and such an air­

port wilt to fulfill the economic destiny of all of our State, and the 6,000.,000 cit--
. -

_ izens, as irell as millions from the · face of a traveling earth, who will bemf:tt by safer 

air travel to· and from New Jersey. I believe New Jersey w.i.11:not forget thE;3 toll in lives 

in the fateful Elizebth~Newark air crashes - that we will show the initiative and courage •.· ...... ,.; . 

to locate the new jet_ airport in the safest part of our State in The Pinelands Region 
. . .......... . 

of Burlington and Ocean Counties. Thank you. - - - -
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RALPHS. WILLIAMS 

P.O. BDX 218 

MADISON, Nt.::W JERSEY 

Governor Robert B. Meyner 
The State House 
Trenton, New Jersey 

:Dear Governor Meyner: 

July 11, 1961 

I am a resident.of Harding Township in the area that is desig­
nated for the proposed Jetport site. My strong objection to the 
~pproval of this site is, however, based on very factual grounds of 
a nature t~at has _not as yet to my knowledge been publicized., 

·As a business man I have· flown over 500j000 miles throughout 
the United States and since January 1933 I have wjtnessed the devel­
opment of airports in almost every major city in the United States. 
It an impartial survey was made of the conditions that develop with­
in a radius of ten to fifteen miles of these large city airports, it 
could easily be shown how undesirable they are, and as the noise 
factor has developed due to Jets, the basic condition has become 
worse. The combination of the dirt, noise, traffic density and 
blight is indeed a high price to pay for a public necessity. 

It is not toe, late to have an aerial survey made of ~e general 
environs of these · immense jetports and if those picture's, · together 
with a factual description of what·exlsts in these areas, could be shown 
to the residents of the area that will be effected by the proposed 
Jetport in Morris County, I am confident the public reaction would 
be one of overwhelming opposition. 

Quite the opposite of the situation which exists in areas like 
Detroit, Chicago, St~. Louis~ San Francisco, etco, wh9re you quickly 
go from the city to a sparsely populated suburban area, you must 
realize that between this area and New York City, the principal city 
to be served, you have almost 35 miles of continuous and densely 
built populated ~reas between which there is almost no break with 
one community running into another. I have watched this develop­
ment since 1927 when I lived in Short Hills and have moved three 
times in an effort t9 find an uncrowded area of countrysjde where 
I still had some elbow roomo 

In spite of this growth, the administ:rators of local governments 
have planned well and carefully and although villages have grown to 
towns and tows to sm·J.11 cities, with thousands of new homes being 
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Page Two 

built, institutions such as churches, hospitals and schools built 
to take care of the expanded population and with manufacturing plants 
of all kinds, as well as vecy :important laboratories. and·research 

-centers witnessing the industrial growth, the basic character of 
the entire area has never been lost and it remains as one of the 
finest general residential areas adjacent to the country's largest 
city. 

We are now faced with a proposal that could nullify all these 
gains within a few years and put a blight on this area which would 
in the long run be a catastrophe. 

The careful planning and foresightedness that has preserved 
in this general area a clean, healthy and ooautiful section, where 
American life at its- best is still lived, is under threat of can­
cellation. In this area life is now enjoyed by all economic classes, 
each of which compliments the other. The many small towns and I cities 
in this area, each an ideal cormnunity and linked together by many 
mutual interests are now asked to voluntarily accept a plan that 
would link ·them together int6 one giant community of over 2001 000 
people, their individual cha_ra-cter to be surrendered forever, and 
in lieu thereof, be inundated by a plague that would be worse than 
an epidemic of a. contagious disease. The sollltion of the resultant 
traffic problem alone would bring about a sickening impact that would 
by i tsel.f destroy most of the present de sira bili ty of this chain of 
communities as a desirable place to live.· Far from a favor~ble 
economic advancement, you could well have quite the reverse result • 

. A large part of the millions of dollars needed to finance this 
project will as usual come from the Federal government and as tax­
payt;1rs, that money is our money,· and we don 1t want it spent for our 
destruction. In conclusion, may I state that the creation of this 
airport will also have created a prime military objective subject to 
almost immediate attack in the event of f'uture hostilities • .. ·•' .' 
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TO HIS EXCELLENCY ··ROBERT Bo ·MEYNER 
GOVERNOR OF NEW JERSEY 
TRENfON NEW JERSEY 

Dear Governor Meyner: 

I am herLe today to 'petition you on behalf ,of the Morris 

County Park Commission ·in connection with the signing of S~nate 

Bill Noo 2180 It is the f~nction and re~ponsibility of the Morris 

County Park Commission to acqufre ·and protect lands within the 

County which are needed for the multi-purpose recreational pursuits 

for Morris County re:sidents,. ;now and. in the f.utureo ·To insure an 

adequate land a:cquisitlon ptogranl, a Master Plan was prepared by 

professional park planners in I957o This plan recommends that 

certain Great Swamp •areas be .. pres.erved for future generations as 

a natural wildlife areao 

Cq_nservationi~ts~ tong inter.ested in this section befmre 

there was any thought of a Jetport, started to acquire .the land 

in 19550 At present, the a~ea is used by conservation groqps and 

schools as an outdoor educat!-onal laboratory., 

Due to the sudden turn of events threatening this unique 

valley 9 a movement to supplement the initial effort was started a 

year agoo Since that time. 9 more than Il~O people from thirteen 

states have coritributed. apprcbd.mately $400,000e00 to l,uy land for 

the purpose of er.eating a national wildlife refuge 51 under the 

di:r"ectlon of the United States 9 Department of the lnterioro To 

date, deeds conveying I400 acrea have.been delivered to the 



United States of .America and 615 acres are in the process of acquisi .... 

tion, making a total of more than 2,000 acres that have been set 

aside for conservation p~rposese 

6n June 21, 196!, a lettet w~s received from the Boston 

Regional office of the UoSe ·Fish and Wildlife Service wherein the 

great natural values of this area were summarizedo I quote in part 

as follows: "The plans which are now being disc.ussed '-in a general 

way, will, if carried to completion, along the ·lines which we are 

discussing.si result In a model arrangement for the public enjoyment 

of a wildlife refuge unmatched., so far as I know., anywhere else 

in this countryen 

Th~ Director further stated that '~The~e effdrts f6r 

preserving the Great Swamp have the full support of this· office 

and the Bureau which I represen·t(t" 

In an area whe.re the planners ·project a doubling of 

population by 1980, the Great Swamp Will provide a green oasis fo:r 

the population explosiono This is consistent and compatible with 

your "Green Acres" programe .The recent flyer ptibl !shed by the 

Department of Conservation and Economic Development says nyour 

stake in New Jersey:11:s Green Acres j) Land for Tomo:rrown o As one of 

the salient features of this program-9 it says tl£s tabl ish more ar,ea.s 

to support wildlife and assist wildlife management, h~ntlrig, 

fishing and other outdoor sports useso Protect wetlands and other 

natural areas to conserve ~nd ·increase wildlifes" 
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These Green Acres are vital in a rapidly growing urban 
. . . . 

area and we should protect some of these natu,ral ·lands which wi 11 

make New Jersey a more attra·ctive state for· healthy citize.ns to 

1ive 9 work and playo 
.. . 

The Morris County Park Commission has petitioned you, 

and the Legislature, on two previous_ occas~'9tts~:: and does so again, 

to preserve on~ of the finest· opeti jpaces of its kind in the 

United Stateso 

This is an unmatched area, within whose radius of 90 

miles live nearly twenty million people.,. and yet has unusual wild= 

life, plant life and geologic history& You 9 the Legislature, and 

the Citizens of New Jersey., _have the opportunity to preserve the 

Great Swamp not only for today 9 but to leave it as a conservation 

monument and heri t~ge for the . futureo. 

The Morris County Park Commission urges you to consider 

·these facts and to sign Senate Bill 2180 

Very truly yours, 

Wmo Lewis Arthur, President 
1\/DRRIS COUNTY PA.RR.COMMISSION 



Statement in .. oppos1t1on to a Jetport in Morris County-prijsented by· 
Alderman David B. Norris of the Morristown Board of ·Alderman, speaking 
as the appointed representative·from the Morr.istown Governing Body-

Governor Meyner, Fellow Citizens- My name is David B •. Norr1s Sr.nd I 

am here today.representing the voices of 1?~000 citizens of' the County 

Seat of Morris County, Morristown. As Chairman of the Legislative 

Committee of the M0 rristown Board of Alderman, I am here to make it 

very·clear·that the Mayor, J. Raymond Manahan, and all of the eight 

Aldermantof Morristown are irrevocably firm in opposing the location 

of a jepport in Morris County. As our town is but 2.9 square miles. 
. . . . . 

in size, we Alderme~ are abl~ to be in close tolch with our 

constituencies on-all matters and especially on matters of such im­

portance· to all of us as the jetport location; we therefore must dis­

agree with other opinions which have been expressed.and state that we 

· know best what our citizenry wants.· We know too that our town.and our 

neighboring towns and boroughs have long range comprehensive pl_ans · 

for orderly 11i:m:111ex1 growth, and we feel certain that such an installation 

as the jetport would wreaik havoc with the plans of our respective 

planning botards. Certainly with the terrific congestion of traffic 

on the streets o-f Morristown, the in.flux of milt ions, 11 terally millions 

of automobiles in our area there·can·be only one obvious resuit- com­

pounded cong~st1on which .will have a strangulating effect on o~r 

business and residential areas alike. This coupled with the· noise 

wh1ch so many of u~ can testify must accompany such an installatlo~, 

and the increased danger element to our town which is in line with 

routes to and from the proposed jetport add up to one answer. We 

don't want this jetport; we don't intend to have it foisted up~n us, 

and we'll continue to fight it until its beaten. 

• Regional Planning Associations and .the Governor have long been · 

urging.appropriations of millions·of dollars to insure "Green Belts" 
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a-round· commercial, manufacturing \lrban areas. It.seems a real· 

paradox to us· that they can turn around and try to eliminate one 

of the finest llgree~ · bel ts 11 in the state, a:).ready ex1st1-ng in 

Morris County. What 1s being forced upon us- an elongated slum. 

from Boston to W
8

shington?The real estate 1mprovem~nts cited by 

the Port Aµthority as natural products of such an installation· 

aren• t the r~al estate improvements we want 1n M0 rris County- the:r·e 

may be an increase in cost of such .establishments which looks good 

on paper, but- it won't loolt r1gh,t in the count1; indeed it will 

· quickly el.1mi:p.~te the pre·sent caliber of resl.dent1Eil development. 

- We tnerefor~ urge yot1, Governor Meyner·, to sfgn this bill 

ai:rea.dy oeerwhelmingly endorsed by both houses of the legi~lature 

and by the citizens in the affected areas. 
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The Hon~: Robert B. .Meyn er 
Governor of the State of New Jersey 
Trenton, Ne_w Jersey 

Dear Sir: 

J~ ly H , 1961 

A$ businessmen in New Jersey we would like to speak about 
the problem of locating a Jetport in our State. We are particularly concerned 
about the damaging effects that the instal lotion of a new airport would cause in 
the Great Swamp or any sirrii lar area where so much important business and industry 
are_ located in the surrounding countryside. 

. The green-belt surrounding the congested metropolitan area 
has attracted tt,e highest class industry in the postwar years, iust as it has attracted 
home builders.· In Morris, Somerset, Passaic, Bergen, and western. Essex counties 
the relocation of top-line industry since the war has been tremendouso Our State 
must recognize the reasons for this migration and acknowiedge our primary responsi­
bility to these indu~tries which have already settled in the green-belt. While 
there hc:JVe been glowing ~stimates of the growth of new industries surrounding a 
Jetport, we believ~ithat consideration of the security of location and the con-
tinued growth ofour resident industries must come first ca • 

While we have heard estimates that 30,000 new iobs would be 
· provided by o Jetport in the Great Swomp, we are fearful of two corollary effects. 

The first is· the loss of employees of our resident industries; one prominent employer 
has 3, 000 employees within five mi I es of the center of the Great Swamp and 5, 500 
within ten mites, alt of whom would be severely affected. A visual impression of 
this personnel concentration may be obtained from the enclosed mapo The loss of 
the maiority of thi$ population in the area is probablee Secondly, the prospective 
loss of 20,000 ernployees a~ Newark Airport is a distinct possibility. The future 
of Newar~ in competition with the Great Swamp Jetport is very dim indee~~ 

The personnel of our l~ading communication, drug, insurance, 
electronic, and chern :cal firms are their most important assets. They are 
presently happily mari-ied to the Morris community. Many of them are highly 
trained scientists and speciaHsts for whose services our industries have had to 
cgmplete with employers from such distant and attractive areas as southern 
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California. Establishment of a Jetport in this area wi II drive outmany persons 
presently resident and inevitably many of the fine and important industdes 
qlready established. It is perfectly obvious that· the noise, vibration, and air 
pollution of a Jetport would be intolerable to our leading pharmaceutical 
i'nd~stries and our fine office buildings and laboratories. There are large vacant' 
areas in the southern part. of our State ·which cry··out for.·a Jetport and are able 

· to ·accommodate itproperly without dislocation qf residential or business uses. 
The only probl~m to be ·solved in their use is transport~tion to the pe>pulous 
centers· of Phi ladelphi~- and New York. New innovations in rapid transit, both 
in the: air arid on the ground, it seems to us wi 11 answer this problem • 

. While the location ofa proper airport may become a New Jersey 
, problem, it will -be done _largely to accommodate the- business travel of New · 

Yorkers and Pennsylvanians and neech,ot be done in:a locati9n that would devastate 
an. i mporfant. segment of our · industry.. · · · · · · , 

. . : . . . . . 
. . . 

A large number of leading industries are located in the immediate 
·area of the Great Swampo A partial list of those located ih the affected area 
follows: 

Bell Telephone Laboratories, Murray Hill and WhiP,pany 
Daystrom Inc., Murray Hill 
Air Reduction Co. lnco, Murray Hill 
Allstate Insurance Col>, New Providence 
Strong-Cpbb-Arner, New Providence · 
New. York Life Insurance Coo·, New Providence 
Ciba Pharmaceutical Products lnc·o, Summ'it 
Sandoz Inc. , East Hanover , 
Warner- Lambert Pharmaceuti ca I Company, 1'h:>rris Pl·a ins 
Si Iver . Burdett Company, Hanover · 
U •. So Radium Corpomtion, Hanover 

· · Litton lndvstries, · Morris Plains . 
Th~ Mennen Company; WPrristown . 
Ethicon Division of Johnson & Johnson, Somerville 
Chubb & Son, Mi II burn 
Allied Chemical Corpo, Morristown 
Esso Research & Engineering Co., Florham Park 
Automatic Switc:h Coo,· Florham Park 
Beneficial Management Corp. Morristown 
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· Hungerford Plastics Corporation, Hanover 
Aircraft' Radio Corporation, Boonton 
Measurements Corporation, Boonton 
Radie> Corporation of America, Denvi I le 
Radio· Frequencies Laboratories, Boonton 

· Reaction Motorsi Denvi I le 
General Drafting Co. Convent 
L.· O. Koven; Dover 
Nicolet Industries Inc., Florham Park 
Suburban Propane Gas Corporation, Whippany 

· American Cyanamid Co. Wayne 

WFB:S . 
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Respectfu I ly submitted,· 

Wm •. f. Blanchard 
Alfred Eo Driscol I 
George Munsi ck 
H. Bruce Palmer 





THE MORRISTOWN MEMORIAL. HOSPITAL 

oo. :MADISON AVENUE 
MORR.ISTOWN, N. J. 

PAGE CHAPMAN, PmiJenl 

The.Hon. J,tobert.B.· !-ieyner 
State -House · 
Trenton,. New Jersey 

Dear Gov~rnor .Meyner;_ 

.. TEL . . JEFFERSON 8·4500 

ROBERT G. BOYD, AJminii1,a10, 
July 12, 1961 

The follo.w:Lng hospitals·· are opposed to t1:le ·.installation of the 
proposed jetport in Mprris county or any contiguous county: 

All ·Souls•· ·aospital 
:Morristown . Memoria.l . Hospi t.al 
Morris View.Hospital 

· ::Jt. C:l,a:a;-e • s Ho9.pital 
. . . .' . 

in Morristownr · 
in Morristown, 
in Mo;rris Plains, 
in Denv:Llle. 

The offici~:J. positiqn. -of ~or+is -View Hospital has b~en atated 
in a letter.· addressed to you Qn.·July 7, 1961, by Mrs. Arthur 
B. Churchill,• Chairman,· M.orris county welfare Board. 

On behalf of the otner i·n,;titutiom,, I'. woul'q pQint out that the 
·inst?1llE1_tion· Q.f ·.sqch •a,· jetport is· considere·d to be co:nt:rary· to 

. the· welfare of. the· i;-esid~n~-s .· of ·this area, ancl· is contra:r:;y. to 
the express wishes of ·substcJ.ntiaL numberij of such residents. 
There is reason ·.to f~ar that- the instal~atiol1 and operatJon of 
such a jetport WO'Q.ld ·crea.te hazards of noise, t_raffic, neighbor­
hood. co_:p.gestion, · psychological distress, and the like, sucp; as 
will seriously disturb tlle _pa.tients_of these hospitals ancl would 
fle;riously impai:i:' the <3f flclent and successful fu°ifill.ment of the . 
servic~e . and•. duties. o'!; tllese hospitals. In tbe fµr.tpe:r ·copsi¢J.ereq 
juq.grner.it gf the alltllor,ized representatives of these hospitals 
the p;-0,poseci' jetpox-t. would. so a·lter t.he :·character ·of the communities 
support.ipg ~he hq.spit.a+s as. to damage the financial position of · 

. these institutions,· to the detriment ot those whom they serve. 

Ve~y co+dially yours, 

i111t!tf.--
Administrator. 

RGB:gh 
cc •. 'fhe Je+sey Jetp.ott Site Association 

Administrators of Hospitals mentioned. 
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Governor Robert F. Meyner,. 
State House.,,. 
_Trenton, N~ J. 

Your JB;x:cellency: 

[Submitted by Rev.Thos. ·s.··Mutch 
presbyterian _Minister, Morristown 

We,. Twenty two pastors of the. Morris - S.qni-erset Area· 
. exercise our ministry in an area where the living cc;mditicms 
provide a way of life which is very clos.e to ideal. · · 

· We are, naturally, very much concerned a.bout the proposed 
location of a jet airport lnthe ~orris County arect. . . 

. . Jf this cdrportJs located' on th~ prop<ls~d ~-ite;· it·wiildestr.py 
something: v~ry, ·very precious •. Itwi~l :riof rne:rely us~ sw~nip . 

- .land, it: wHl· uproot some whole communities a~d adversely . 
·µf~ct many~ many others.· . . 

,A..t present Morris Couilty provides a type. of suburban living 
which, '·in-our opinioti~ is mosf COilduc:iveto the.pre>motion and 
sustainJrig 10£. those:·hµrnan valqes w.hic;h if is the •'cg~~tant amllition 
and.lclealof'our natioxbuid,ou~ chµr~hes: td 'provide~.-'' ' . 

: : · ...... •· ·, · .· :fle:1te .w~ ·P<+Ve c~pserk::µit, J:,:,J~:riqly. c::pmmun~ti,es which ~re . 
. . . . · ,ble':t<>· p:rqvi_d¢ a.:a¢qtiate-and_everi exc:ellentfaciliUes.,for eclµcado;n,· 

¢ultu1:e~ sanitation,, protection, recreation. and moral ·uplift. · 
After the. advent of the jet a.irport, these· ~ornr,nunitie s-wol.ild be so ~!"iang.e_cl.Jpat tpes:e -fa,cilit;es co·\tlcl p.9Jo11ge;r be ad¢qµately · 
provided. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · , · . 

· Qqt (!otr,rr11.uiities at present lp:'e :O:ot .eJC1!lqkiV¢i As P~Sthrs we•.· 
a.r~_ s~r'viµgJaajl,U~'Ei that r:epres¢J:1t ~ll' <:la.EtS~S :ot·$oc!ety:,: •. ·Ou-;r 
c·ompiu11it:ies· and:churches hav:e been·a.cc;eptihg ~nd:·abso.rbing,-at ~ 
steady thot1g'l1· conJrolled rate all ki,nds :of people • .- ~t is certainly. ·. 

'nqt t_lje sha:ri:p.g PY µ1ore people of ,our way of:lifo ,tli;at we protest, . ' 
but rather its destruction so.'thctt no one wol.lld e:njoy· it. .. . . . . 

.. . .. · •' . ' . '. ·. 

_· We (hink ffi~ .. ,r.elf~evident tliat reini"."ru.ral living areas· in· 
the v:i;cinity of a ·rqetropolis· are ne¢essary •.. 'fh¢ Port 6£ New York 
~utb:ority·proJe¢tEJ the deist'ructfoxf of one such major ar,ea, and 
PY :its own cl:dmission ha$ not even G,oµs1dered that.!t was doing ~o. 
, . - , • • , . ,. I 

.. Y,e reCogni111e t}t~t a,Il East Coast Jet Mrl'ort is a 11l'Jes sity · .. · 
in this day~; ·We :r~:cogn:iz~, also that technica.t constcieratioris 
will have mu~h tq clo with determining its lqcatiqn,: J3ut w.e 
pro.test that hµrnan valt1es should have- at least as.·:rnuch to ·do .. 
with.. 'd~ter1]1ill-iI1g Jts, locatJhn p;$ purely t'eqhniFal. const~~+a!J9.!1~ .. ~ · ..... 

j •-•A••••••---•'. •. ••• ••' :,. ••••~••--•"•••~~-••,--• ••••••.:_...,._ •,-:•.'- •• •• .. •••:,••- r••••,. 

We have n~ wish tp stp.:P.d in tl}e way of true p-:r~g.r~ss.~. but 
· we ccmt~st·the_ ~s.s.µroptiqti that .t;he clestrµction pfpdllle resiclential: 
:~:tte.afl·•rep:resE!nt.~ .tl'µ~_prpgr~:a 8. ·: l?itjgre~·sr.neiP:s ·tn-~ (!r~at~on:of · 
't~ose·· ~·o:ttdit~•ons ~n .. which human life· c~ii. b~ liveq · rnor e :fal_ly and 
. more:f:ruitfµl~y. . . . . . . 

I ,w~- pasto~s of tMs · area wc1.nt you, as. one whq will help :JD~k.e-'.: 
thif? decisio:p._, to preven,t this inver·sion of true values. · 
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·COMMENTS OF PETER"· WEBER, ·BUSINESS MANAGER OF LOCAL a2s, 

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF .OPERATI~G ENGINEERfi OF NEWARK, R. J • 

. · 01 SSNATE BILL BO. 218~ 

My name 1s· Peter w. YlebJr,, and I reside at 5?4-9 Park St.·, 

Upper llontcla1r, •• Jo I.am the Business Manager o-r Local 

82S; ot lewark, New Jersey, with union jur1sd1ct1on·embrac1ng 

the entire state of. Re1( Jerse7. Our organization represents 
. . . 

a · memb•rslrl.p' ot ~••r.ly'.\1.o~OOO skilled worke:rs engage4 . 1n the 
' ' ' ' '~-- ·'t: ' . . ·. . ', ' . ' ' 

operation of construction and related equipment. ill or th••• 
1,tk1.1, f •• :1.,4. . · · · . 

men liave a direct ,stake· in the econoJll1' and welfare ot our great 

State. 

· t)ie7etore. I appear betore 7our Bx:cellenc:,· ·to tell you 1rh7 . 

I teal Senate Bill No. 218, 1a. RO! tor\ the best interest and 

the c0Dm1on good ot the citizens ot New Jersey. 

F~rst, I teel that :the propone~t• ot this Bill have b••n mi•-
. guided in presenting legislation which is lacking in tor•sightJ 

and, lacking·in the true and objective evaluation or th• ~at 

econonlic and aocial b9netita to be derived, by allot our 

citiz-enr7, trom the placement ot the proposed Jet -l'ort 1D. 

Morris County • 

. Oar decision to place the proposed Jet _Pott a\ .lffitr1s County, 

. mu1t not be predicated upon motives or inco4venlenc• or ael-r­

ishness • . Progeesa is. assured onl7 through, "looking ahead• 

and planning for the COMMON GOOD ot ALL the citizens ot Bew 

Jerse7. 
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8urel1, those who. have planned· and proposed the Morris Jet 
' , . 

Port site,· could not be accused ot being unmind·:rul.. Qf the 

needs ot this State, nor .the benetits t~ be realized· trom 

it1 tult1llment. 

·. lorthern Rew Jersey 11 tlle. only remiining natural hub ot 

COJQb!ned·busin•••, industrial and resident1._1 activityG 
' ' ' 

. . 

. It' a devele>~11e11t int·o greatness is ineri table.. It pos•••••• 

allot th., elemElnte -.nd resource• necessa:r7 ~o the lite:and 

. ac~i·vltf or: the ag~ ol space - whtch is. alre•(!r upo1,1 · 11•• . 

We must pl&lland provide tor that age NOi l - and not put.it 

ott becauae~eraonal considerations, or inconVenience~. · 

Particularly when we can teal sure that teclmological advance, 

11111 remove those inconveidences. 

The establishment o~ the .Horris Jet Port, will enable ua to 

cope ~t~ the evergrowitlg populatio119f ~• atate ~,.tt1 

resulting ,como~c pro'bleue It will enable u, ~Q lc«.ep p•c• 

·nth tbl time•• 

. . . . . 

. µoua 1:p1J.rt to c,ur ecQJi0'1J' by e,nerva t.ing aJ..1 phase a ot ~onst:ructioa · 

· 1ctl, Ti ti•• and. 1 ts rel,ted oomponents ~ . ~c-lU~g, tor 1;llQ1111.P.d• · 

qt. worker• and· IDilU,()111 in •t•r1a1•• 
' ' 

· in1• · n1l,. •ahroom. and· pyramic.r by the' need tor per,c,lla•i, ~•bor; 

.. t.er~•+ alld. other :,.-eqµire•ents nec4r;ssar1 to th, op$r~tton ~4 

·maintenance Qt the Jet Port. 
,·.:. . ' . '. . 
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ill or these will b~ supplemented .b7 the needs ot the 

workers and users ot the Jet Port. 

Tbeae needs, will call tor the approprlate.hou11n1,. reeding, 

transportation and satisfaction ot the gener~.welfare ot 

th••• 111dividua;l.11 and enterprises. Creating new homes, Quild-

in11, .atores, business enterprises, transportation 11stem1, 

manufacturing establishments, servicing systems and enter­

prise•, additional.manufacturing facilities and expanded 

commercial •ctivities. ill or these ractors, directly 

b•neticial to the economy of mmllilll our State and nation. 

Tho Horris Jet Port will give lew Jerse1 a closeness to the 

"tour·cornera ot _the earth• ----thus giving allot the •orld 

a quick and ready access to what New Jersey baa to otter in 

in~ustry, comme:rc, ·and culture •. 

It would.take many written pages and hours ot reading to show 

all the good that will be derived trom the placement ot this 

Jet Port in Borth Jersey ---but, very few, it any, to exploit 

it1 di1advantages. 

While we are extolling the virtues ot this proposed .Jet Port, 

we. ~at ratlect soberly on the security or our tut~• - and 

the protection ot·our Americ~ ••Y ot lite. To this end -

would we not teel more secure by knowing that we have in 
. -· ,. . . 

readiness - allot.the facilities necessary to that-protection -
·2 

right in our own back yard.· 

Governor l!ayner,· in the interest ot ALL ot the people ot our 

.I.. ur. ,_• 70 ~oz .to eig.~ 8.ena_te Bill 218. 

,lrAr#:AI. • • tf)~: ... Peter 11. Weber . 
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CONSERVATION COUNCIL OF NEW JERSEY 
· · and -

$UMMIT NATURE.· CLUB 

Statement of George G. Becker 

.r wish to offer the following statement on·b~half or 

. the Summit Nature Club and as an Offic'.er of the Conservation 

Council of_New Je~sey 

Governor Meyner:: 

In an article which appeared. in the December 17t:h. 

issue of tne Satu~da:y Even:ing Post; Joe Alex Mor:ris pointed out 

that the eyes . of the nation .were µ,pon New Jersey to s.ee. if an 

aro~sed public could pr~serve its natural heritage, or words to 

that ·effect~ ~gainst the pressure· of industry, and the pursuit of 

the quick bucko Our present way of ~ife was not.developed to 

serve. industry. Industry is here to se.rve h,liinan:L ty and it must 

do so w:t.thin the framework of.human needs; spiritual and in­

tellectual as well as material., 

Quasi government institutio'ns are incorporated for a 

specifio purpose in a spectfic interest~ ~hat su~i crorporate 

entities do not always o:perate in tn.e national or·hurnan- interest 

was abundantly illustrated in the N.ew York l?ort Authority•s· 

opposition to the $t. Lawrence Seaway. In a tele:ca;3t I heard· 

M,r •. Tobin, as spokesrnanfor the Autl1.ority bemoan the loss;of 

sea-botne trafflc to ~ew York .thpough the develppm~nt of the 

Seaway. •· That this project promises to be of immense benefit. to 
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th·e nation -as well as to our good neighbor the Domi_nion of 

Canada _was not mentioned a Is n.ot Mr., Tobin I s ,selfish promotion 

of the proposed Morris County jetport a close paraliel to his 

oppo~ition to the Seaway? 

T:ted·up with the .conservation· of the. Great Swamp and 

our other few .remaining natural sanctuaries is the.conservation 

of· ·humanity itself a We have in New Jersey close to .100, 000 

, members ·6f. organizations conct~l:med wit~'.1 conservation and .. many 

thousands more with the same interests who do not hold membership 

in such orgariizationso For this large group neither the theatre, 

the movies, T. V ~ ,·- the radio nor the bridge· table can take the. 

place of our unspoiled open SJ>aces ih dissolving tensions, 

_shrinking frustrations a_nd restoring the mental balance ne-eded 

f6r·effici~n~y on the job~ 

If a futur'e generation is not to become ·a phalanx. of 

goosestepping ro_bots marching for the· -moloch of ·materialism .to 

a tµne piped by.the ·torch bearers-of speed and the quick buck 

our bltiep~int for the future will have td_be developed within 

the framework of what human :nature demands a 

In thi~ day of mechanical progr~ss we can;move 

mountains., divert the_course-df a: river and- perform other feats 

undreamed of only 'fifty years agoo What we cannot- do is to 

make a Gll?eat Swamp; a Pine, .. Barrens or an Island Beach and 

populate it with forms of life which we have rendered- extinct. 

Once gohe the~~ are beyond the Tecall even of atomic•powero 

12? 



- 3 ... 

As an officer of the Conservatioh Council of New 

Jersey and on behalf of the Summit Nature Club we-urge your 

approval of Senate Bill No. 218. 

Respectfully submitted,-
George d. Becker, President 
Conservation Council of New Jersey 

12~.' 
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unless its deferred cha:r- L·, · .DL=Day Letter -

;,:;.!'.~;::;;_«1 by<he . TELEGRAM . 12oi (4-60) ~~=1~:::~~::1 
. . . . . W. P;:MARSHALL, PRESIDENT . ·.. . . ·. : ,' . . Letter Telegram 

The filing time'·shown .in the· date line on dome~tic telegrams is LOCAL TIME at point of origin Time of ~ec~ipt is· LOCAL TIME : .t ··. · t f d · .. . .. ·, ., . , . . . . . • •. . . , a pom o estmation. 
.. . . . . . . I . u , . . •. •. • . .· . . . . ' 

• • . •1/. · • eJ~3~4 J)l ! · · . · · . · . · 1961 JUL 112 AM . 11 . L15 

fl ~~~o~o l]/eNG Bx to oLYR TMMY sOaE:: · · 
.. ····.· -~1r,:ZABEJH ·n~c~a 1:2 1:1·15A ijrr~£-'"~• ·. . ....... . 
·.GOVI ·ll©BEIRI B MEYNER, BUSB DCY At ONCE : .· 

.. :·•-~··-·~·:::;_~ :,,.. ·•. - .• _,.~1: ~-.. . • .··; ; ·. & •• ..'.. ' • .. ••• ·: ...... • ' • • . •• .· • , • • • 

. · .· SJAJB: : blOtl.Sli . JB·ENT©ff N J[(k:;:; 

.:fat~~ ~°.V~~~~~;"~fj©~({.Sfi.ND)~N~-,.BistNESS A~f:>@;tifHNs .. , · 
~RE!~~ts MY P,1tsONA{ Af PEARANC&'. At TREN!TON ToDA+~r .. · 
~~!1~YE~~ ~$ t~E QFF,J~'(:AL RE~RESENfitl5ili @riHE-WrlfGltil: .. 

·•·• .. ·· ~:r:n ~~~tm GF C~OSEN i,REiit:10Co1rns •. rfV(tsM ;t6 tdAVi imE . ·. . . 

• 

1 

. :41 ~i;g5 c_, 

.. • 0Pc:t.os1m r0 llilE &:siABL(sHMENi · 0F ·A jEJ ATiRP0flt .At' MofiEf&:s 
f@UMtf. oil. ANf OTHEii .N0Rflf1ERN COONtJiis Mli'NitO~ED TN· ·sE~A tE; 

•·;· -. :· ~ ... ; ::. :~. . .. ...... ·r~ ... ..... ... . . .. . . , .. . .. .. .. ... . . ·" .. , . . .. - . ··• , .... - .. .... . .. . . 

·.c.· . ·: B Ill 218 • , 
< q [j;rt m: ;t:aE irSfolff Of AYR. TRAVEC YN- N~f o~f:ON cr,r.tf AND : 
· · .. · NEARS~ StiBROiiND'i:NG colJNr1ES ·1-1/\vrnORNE ·tHE sRtiMT 0F SA&EH 

... ·_ .·•.·. HAZA110S, -NO'l]SE eRoac.EMi AND taAi,fj<ffo8M0\L-BUr NEVER · •·· · 
.·· ... HAS UNYON CITY EXPERIENCED· taE· EC@NoM'f<f wEL.t BE;fNG. +HAT 
TIS s0Pp08Eo(t ASSOOArED Wna °c"AR.GE A:oieoRis. · CONstmhi~: 

··• [ID~Y~- ·~tcc.·J~! ArioJ!J:©NAL ~AZARos Ou1u~~I~~~N ' · 
. ciotJNT'J;ES, ~SP_EC°(A~~-y~---~--~~~'(S AND ___ .. o_~-~!·:_~~. \Y'fLL ~~ VE T.~ 
. . ·ABSORBEID SHOULD A J·Et A'fRPORt BE L0CAT.lifJ JN oua AREAo _: · 

· WE~A(RiADY lliVE·cA GtiiRoJA, ·;i;oLEwlljl · AND, $00 tORB)'ri, ·. · 
.. .:.:.. _, .;;: · .. ~ _· .. · ... ,',_,_.:...,,, ... ::··-···-c--:_·- ... ---.. • .. -···~--·.~--.. •:" ....... ··•::·· ... ; . : ·.: . ,·~ ~ ...... -•• ... ;·:~-............. .... . 

. E'.ERHAPS NEWARK THE ff[NCREASED JIET TAFFJ.C AND BRl,N~S ,,-
. ." -.:..: ... ~. - . ;, .·. :·.... .. .. ·- .. -. ,- ... ·--~:... .. _ ...... . :.--•· - . :..;.. . . -· ·-· , .............. ~ ·~-- . ·,;· ;·· - . ~-- -· .... ;·· .... ,.,.. .. ~-: ............... , .. ··,. ·-~- . . . _: . 

·.· ADDi't't'ONAll SAFETY HAZARDS, J;NGREASED NO,ISE PROBLEMS AND.·• 

·•· : ;YNoiR~Ctci w'fl.( cl\i:ISE f°AM"ft)ES To BE UPROOTED. rO i,rnKE. · 

~-~AY ·Fa~ ~~A~s-·y~·~rvn:cc-FEED·r~Es~·· ·JE.~ .. t~~!~~I!i~_RE .. •.··•••··~~ 
.· · .. ·.· · ARE MANY SlJRVEY.S TO SHOW tHE NEED. FOR JET f>ORJS JN OTFlER • 
'.·· .. ·. l~~~JS_~F-~UR St ATE~··, . ' ' . . . . . . . 
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I ~- W~ ~AVE OUR SotlltHERN ¢otJNt)EsrnAr NEED A .JET pioRt, . 
THAT WANT A JEt PORT,·. Arifo· WE 9 .Tl~IEREFORE, ArPEAL TO~c'.fotJ?. 

fo G{VE f.T to THEM~ Ii:iN V):EW OF. THESE FEW hers; uE+-H 
·aE ___ cLE-AR{v·--·-u·N-oeRs-f000-·:r11Ar tME uNoN_ c, T:Y--BJi- of .. c.HosEN 

FBiEwocDERS ON BEHA(.F or· Tlttt MAJ01f[rf Of AC.Ctlft~ aEs'foENtS 
o·F .. Utf[\@N. e~fTY AR"E' t'ffAMETR''ic ALLY . OPPOSEJJ, TC)--T~E. J-----·'--------~--'..· --- --~------ _: 

•~• .. •, \ •-- ••••~J"''.""':, • • < :., .. ; , • ~ • ~ • :, .... _ ;, -~•~•~ ,:_ - :•. •,i_••:,,'• ~ '-: _ ... :. ,_.:: ••••; : . ',~ ,.~:,• : .•<••• ~I •• •,, • '"': • '. •, •,,• '_,' :: :; ~ : .-' .••. _. • ~ T' f+, ' • • 

ESTABCfSHEMNT OF ANY JET P0RT ·t:N THE NOlaTblERN·_ G!0WNTIJiS: 
rMiNfT©NIW fN sl!ANtE BXL.Ll 218~ Wn ·iaANI< \',Q loR rotJajuNSE 

. , ! -._. ... •,' • .. . ·. ,·.. . . ... ' __ ;. ·:. . .:..; ·. , '"' ... . -. -- ,. . . . ,,:- ... .-.: . .. - , . . . 

-©F FAtBNESS AND WE SHALL HOPE FOR YOUR HELP JN THIS MATTER 
• • • - ~ •• -~ ,;..• ,,--, '• , ... _~ ... • ~ ' ~ -•• •:, .. •• ..••. ,;• •~:• ••- •• • . ~ fl'' ',i • I- ' .... • . .. • .,t, -~• • • •,•• • •• • • .. ' .-~ •:.-,~•-:::::::'-•;.•••:• :.-:.•,.~_:,-,.,:.:".~.•;--•..-;'.::,_,!-_':_::;:•: ."'C°';: ~ ... ::._:.:...:.:.••,~ ,..:..••~•'• .:.::•J• .. :._:_:::••;:~ :-~ 

-, FRANK. T CUCHl'.li FREEHOLDER UNl.0N CJ TY ;. 
,!t . •.· ' • . ,,.,.,; ' . . .• · .... ,. ' . • 

- '• ... • ... .:.i.,--·-·.····;··--·--·- • !... . "----- •. _,... --- ...... ~ ......... _, ... ~~- ... - ...... ._,..__,~~ •• 

BD 9F CHOSEN FREKHGLDERS• 

THB COMPANY WILL APPRECIATE SUGGESTIONS PROM ITS PATRONS CONCERNING ITS SERVIPB . 
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July 11, 1961 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:· 

The .undersigned ·employee$· of Sub\lrbe.n Propane Gas Corporation ot 
·. . ·. . . . . :~ . . . . 

Whippany, New Jersey, all resiQ.ing in Morris Coun~y or in adjoining counties 

close to the proposed jet port, wish to be recorded as opposed to the 
. . 

location of this. jet port in Morris County in the s.o-ca.lled Great Swamp area.. 

··ADDRESS 

.) , . /' 

J 

/ 

. l 

. '. '·~ :, ... 1, 

·,~(,,~,iil}( ZPa±:K~-\~~ · 
I 
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c.· ':, >·- >t.. .. :;:,,(/__ . wmri -rp,c!!:) 



.·. :.·s~ a~~( CL>~~ .°r n 
/f?., ,£ c? /:JP<' ,r/ A-1/e , l/.:«ll ;:,_i O;I ~-• . (j 

.~ (Vj,vQro Gk.. - fo ~ _. N, J 
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