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}“‘oll-ow.?ng letter submitted by Congressman vﬁréliﬂg‘hﬁy;éﬁ,‘.

The Honorable Fugene Zuckert

+ Secrctary of the Alr Forco

 Departinent of the Alr Force
'.llu‘hmfrmn 2%, D. G,

Deay Mr. Sccutm-y:

. On Dccmmbcr 24, 1959. I first wreto your predocescor,
Dudley &harp, about the status of the Alr Forcs's plans for
MecGuire Alr Force Basa, My rsascns for contactlng Mr.
mrp weve a3 follows:

There ha.c beva 8 ari«ty of propusale mads for the
establichmont of & commercial Jut airport. in New Jerevy to
serve the grvater Nsw York azes. I do uot bolis .« that & project
of this magnitudo should be plaaned withouti taking lato account ~
the potential & ailability of an existing atr lhotaluuon in Now A
Jorsey -- McGuire Alr Force Bass.

: There are reports, of course; that tho Alr l‘or-'- muy
 be udue&mg ito requiremonts {or maanad alrcraft and, accord-
- iagly, its reguirements for installations euch a8 Melulrs, which
serveo as a base for jet latsrecptora and othor types of plane,
Since It would requirs several yoars to plen and constiuet & new
cormnexcinl airpost for jot traffic, there would be, in all ltkelfs
hood, & aery corcrete ssving in both thme and public {unds if
McGuire (iold could become a ailable for this purpose,

My, Shorp end Goneral Kingsley both ad. {sed pac that th
Alr Force Lno 8o publiched program for use of {te bases beyond
1964. Thoy added that whils there 16 a firm progrem for
McGulze at pregont, Alr Ferce requiremcuts keop chany.ng and
could resul in changes affcctiug McGuire AFB, They obsirved,
too, that the Alr Force could not forcseu any ladications of this
{in any pleaning curront at thet time, :



The Hororable Luygone Luckert ‘
Juae 3%0 3%6! , ' P“. 2,

I regegnise of coures the fact that & major miosion of
McCQulre today 18 t0 coavveo @9 & baoe {or the Military Alr Transjot
Sor.lce. Thia should not precluds conaideration of the bage for
cemmmevreial use, inacmuch as MATS Lo, in large part, another kiad
of airline,

- More than & year hag pasoed eince the cxchange of correde
pondsnce. The situation tsday calls for & review of Alr Force prians.
for the future of McCOuire Alr Base, and it lo my hope that you w.ld
give thie matpar tae fullest consideraticn poseible. '

Slncerely,

Clitferd P, Cose
U. 8 Somatey

CPC/ax



"NEW JERSEY SENATE _

WESLEY L. LANCE

SENATOR, HUNTERDON COUNTY

: 29 CENTER S’nmnjr . 7 L ‘ Jl_lly 12,1961

CriNTON, N. J.

The Honorable Robert B. Meyner
. Governor, State of New Jersey -
‘S8tate House

Trenton, New Jersey

My dear Governor:

- As one of the introducers and sponsors of
. Senate Bill No. 218 which prohibits a jet port in-
. several North Jersey Countles, 1t is natural that I

should respectfully urge that you sign this billinto.
'law. .

Many months ago on December 18, 1959, just
a couple of days after the story of the Port Authority's
proposal for a Morris County jet port had broken in the
~news, I inspected the Burlington pine barrens by hell-
~copter. It was my privilege to take this alr inspection
. trip with Freeholder Haines, who now represents Burlington
“1f,County in the N..J. Senate.

S ’ It was my conclusion then - and it is my
L conclusion now -.that the best place for a hugh global
- jet port in New Jersey is the Burlington Pine Barrens.
Senator Halnes told me he had already been saying this
“ ... for some time. Never before has a Burlington Democrat. - - - -
S and a Hunterdon“Fepublican been S0 thoroughly in accord. .

- - Enclosed is a copy of an article "Under the'g"*
_ ,State House Dome" written by me for the Hunterdon County -
- Democrat on Januarv 28, 1960 which expresses in detall the -
‘u;desirability of looatinp a Jet port in the Burlington pines.yﬁ

- Some people sav it is too far to travel from o
'»the Holland Tunnel to Burlington. However, 1f the Russians .
~can builld a hellcopter which can carry a house, can not the }g

“U.8. build one which will. oarry people from New York City
to_the Burlington pines? T - , :

' Gordlally, L
S Wty C Qe
WESLEY L. LANCE, T
State Senator, Hunterdon County.;g;



" By Wesley L. Lance
State Senator, Hunterdon County

Helicopter Over Burlington

On Friday, 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 miost respects. In this
article I attempt to analyze the
Burlington site in respect to 11
points,

Where is the Burlmgton site?
Look at a map 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 Forest, This is the loration.
) 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 bogs on
t:e fringes of ihe 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

'lington site at

Boards of Freeholders of both

-counties say they want the jet

port. The Burlington P}anning
Board has spent money- on print-
ing up an elaborate brochure

heralding the .merits and advan-

tages of bringing the alrport to

Burlmgton
2. Size :

Is the Burlmgton 51te 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
readxly 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 noise 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 with 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-
reasonable cost?
1 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 avallab]e

9. 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 Washingtoa,

D.C. to Toronto) over the site. I

e,




would think shifting an air lane
would not fall into the categury of
the impossible.

(b) Nearby airports.

To what extent would planea,
ete., 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 site?

(e) Holdmg areas.

The PA claims the Burlmgtoq
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 trust. Would it not be pos-
sible tu operate the  Burlington
jet airport in some integrated
fashion with traffic in and out of
the McGuire Air Force Base? It is

| my . hope -the federal agencies .

will show a spirit of cooperation

in these matters of the shifting .

and - adjusting of air patterns. -
8, Ground Travel 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 passen-
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 people
would 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
taking’the fast jet.

I suggest that the possibility of
a spur from the New Jersey Turn-

pike at Boerdentown (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 Te Finance

What agency would raise the
money. to build a Burlington air-
port at a possible cost of 200 m11- )
lion dollars?

(a) The Port of New York
Authority has objected to the Bur-
lington site on the ground that it
i3 too far away from New York

" City and the air lanes 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 be a

‘start to help solve the problems

of the New Jersey commuter and
help keep the trains running, As
long as ‘this non-cooperative 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 he-
come financially profltable at our
own state level? :

(¢) New Jersey and Pennsyl-
vania might cooperate in the cre-
ation of a joint bl-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 big chunk
to bite off. After all, 200 million
dollars is a sizeable capital im-
provement..

‘11. No 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,

H(Reprmted from the Hunterdon County Democrat January 28 1960)



STATEMENT BY - -~ -

GEORGE K. BATT; Chairman -
Citizenst' Advisory Committee

The Jersey Jetport Site Association

o

Gové,rnbr ‘Méyné,r, it is oﬁr understanding that you have ciavll‘e'd thi..s publibc_:’ -
hearing on Senaté Bil;l No. 218 in order to provide sufficient facts to: guide you in
your decision as to your actién in signing or vetoing this bill. Wg re.cognize,

-that the proper appraisal of t.ech‘nical'facts caA.nb be done q_nly by q:"ompetent
-technica.l authorities. | |

Our three tgchnical reports have already been éubmittéd to yoﬁ. Today

we are able to‘provicie you with additional competent technical authority of
. unimpeachable reputatipn to asééss both our reports and the May 31. 1961 report .
of the Port of New York Authority on th‘e subject. We do nof intend at this time
to further recite the long history of this controversy. You are §ve11 a.cquairited
with the fact‘s from many sources. What we should like to do at this time is to
_ivmpre'.ss upon you, as the Chief Executive of the State of New Jersey, the facts
as they affect all of the p_eop;é -- not only of quth Jervsey, but also of

South Jersey.

In your current espoﬁsal of the '"Green Acres'' plan, you have beén
qudted as saying "the development Qf jet planes which break thé sound barrier
threatens peaceful living in our cities and suburbs. A sound ﬁational aviation
pqlicy predicated on the safety and rational needs of peaceful living is needed_.
The ‘a.viatior; specialists must léarn to treat citizéné as ﬂlore than mere

inhabitants of houses that lie in the path of proposed landing’s and take-offs. '
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~Governor, no better espousal of our cause could have been made than this
statement of yours in a speech to the Wildlife Management Institute in Texas.
Further interest in this ifnporta.nt 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 County. " "
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

aQ

refuges, more recreation areas, and an enlar.gement_ of the wilderness system
clearly 'sta.téd; | "Op,‘enkspa.ces and Qild lands and the wildlife that goes with them
are essential to our national health and welfare as places whére people can go
for rest and recrea’;ion and receive the kind §f épecial nourishment that comes
throﬁgh communion with nature.' Secretary Udall further stated, "As our
urban and ir;dustvrial development moves apace, so we have t move quickly as
_fhi,s rhay be our last chance to ehlarge the park system, to safeguard enoﬁgh
wetlands and other special hé.bitats to aésure»the |fu1:ure of wild life resources,
and to make certain that future generations may dx;aw inspiration from our
wilderﬁess areas. ' |
He further stated, "It will be the guiding principle of this administr‘a;tion :

to seek the solutions .of all such iaroblems on the basis of 'whaf is best ‘for‘ the
nation as a whole. Decisions will never be made for the purpcse of rewarding
one special -intere st group against another nor for the behefit of one segment of |

. humanity to the detriment of larger public interest, and we shall try never tq

forget that the larger public‘intere st includes the welfare of future generations.

7



:3,'

It_ will be my policy to encourage thi_svkind of cooperation because much of the
érogrgss that has been made in wildlife co'ﬁse'rvation has been due to the
whoie,—héarééd Willing'ness of federal and state agen‘cievs to Qo’r_k togethef and |
to work in turnw1th oﬁr cifizen"org'anizatibns. " |

To further illustrate that this is just not a fight of a few prbp‘erty owners,

we qqofe frorﬁ an a,rtilclef in The Satufday Evening Post dated December 17, 196"6.
aé follows:‘ "Communities near big airports from San Fr‘anéisc‘o and Los
Angeles to Chicago and Dallas and Bosi:on have testified of‘ the se:fiousness of
the jet noise nﬁisance; They have loudly protested that the npise of landing

and deparfing‘airc‘:x"aft fnakes conversation impossible in nea;.i'by horhes, disrupts
school work and church services and causes chiidren tp waken screaming in

the middle of the night. " And further in this same article, "Thus an important”
principle is involved. This community could become a kind of tesf case, a
critical ba;ctleground in the struggle to preserve the last open si)aces in the
) met’iopolitan areas all over the country. Inertia and indifference )a.lready

have lead to the blightix_ig of traditional family living space around many
American cities. It is é.bout time that hor‘ne.owne;rs stood up and fought for
-their ’rights. "
This excellent expression on thé need for conserving existing areas

such as we have in Morris Coﬁnt}; is aiso well guppqrted by‘ the posii‘;ibh taken

by Sénator Harrison A. Williams, Jr., on June 16, 1961 in his proposed
amendments to the Federal Airport Act desigfxed “to help bring a little more
sanity and order to the urban landscape." Senator Williams stated to the Sénatje

SubCommittee on Aviation that his a‘mendments were intended to "mak‘e sure -
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that other important considerations will not be subm_ez_'ged and neglected in an
éxcl;_lsive preoccupaticn with the interest of the air tiaveler who is first and -
foremost an urban resident himself when not in thé air. -It is extreniely impor;
tant that any new airports be located, to the greatest extent possible, to.. carry
out the .plans ofl the urban committees for theirl future developmentiand af the

~ very least, the people havé a right to expect that every effort ha.s been made
by the agencies concerned to consider the needs and values of the communities
affécted by airport construction, and to make sure that the site selected ivs the
best one possible in terms of promoting the welfare of the total urban
environmex;xt. " "Fu;rthermore,‘ " he sa(:id, "Construction of hew airports _cé.n
have a .rria.jor impact both desirable and undesifable on the future growth and
development of our urban areas. For example: the noise generated by a.irfort
activity can disrupt people for miles around. The mislocation of an airpoi't ‘
can drasticélly reduce the wﬁole point of building it in the first place because
‘the a;.cces'sibility is so inadequate or it can overburden already crowded roa.dé,
thus making travel more difficult for the regular users of thosetoads,‘ T.he
construction of an a,irpért and all the related development attracted to it can
seriously affect an important water shed area and compound water sup‘piyla.nd
flood control problems or it can destroy a partiqularly valuable scenic area, '
Senator Williams in hié statemeht further urges the Federal Aviation Agency
to consider the need of urban and metropolitan areas in their orderly_ grbwth
and development in formulating any national airport plan just as they must
consider aixf traffic needs and 1.:echnological developments.

He also feels, according to his statement, that the Federal Aviation
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Agency should consult with the Housing and Home Fi.nvar‘xc'e Agency with respect

| to loca.ting new airports so as to promote the orderly growth anci development -
of urban areas and that all future applications for new airports should be

related to the greatest extent possible to the plans 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 coordinate the airport with the-
other community plans. "

In furtherance of\S-ena.tor Williams' recent statements, we should 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 ofb Re si‘dential Properties Near Airports. In this instructive bulletin,
FHA disgusses the discouragement of residential developrﬁent and the e:pection
of public buildings and places of public assembly in areas contiguous to public
airports as such areas are subject to high aircraft noise levels, in particulai.
the locations lying under the approach and departure pa.ths 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 no.ise,.
and the possibility of fnushrooming non-residential uses. FHA further states
the every-increasing activit.y of jet aircraft'has greatly multiplied the noise
nuisance and reduced the desirability of land for residential development and

~

adversely affectcd existing residential propertie‘s heretofore readily marketable.

10
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The agehcy in. its guidance to field dir;actors. quo’tes_ analy»sis of‘." data necessary
., where propérties are isubject to high infensity ﬁoise and as su_ch the health and
nuisance factors -- that wﬁgre‘the consideration of all variables lea‘ds to the
conclusion that the' health éf occupants will be adversely affected, ‘t}le a.ppljing
property will be conside.red unacceptable for a FHA loan. It is finallyystated by
the FHA that these carefully considered steps are necessary in view of the o
Commissioner's interest and that it is to be hoped tha.t the joint efforts of the
FAA, the airport and.city officials, school boards, etc., and the administration
can work for the benefit of all and achieve the result of minimum home constructic
in areas that are or may be expected t§,become undesirable. |

The above well-known. public figures\ cannot be accused of bias. They
certainly are not speaking for any one group or particular ihteresf. Their
statements do, however, bear out the most thorough‘lr'eport of the New Jér sey
Association of Real Estate Boards, a committee, we understand, appointed by
th‘eir président at your réqﬁest to Study the impact of a major airport in
New Jersey. This excellent report, under date of August 9, 1960 completely
bears out the feeling in North Jersey as t§ the adverse effects to be anticipated
from the co'n'structior.z of another major jetport in that area. This corn_fnittee
/Vmembership,‘ ma;ie up of leading realtors all over the state ;:ould hovld no brief ‘.
~for any one section, but in their joint experience, as you know, recommendeé
_ ybui- disapp}roval of the p:oposal_of the Port of New York Authority to 10#3_.1:3
the néw fnajor jetport in M‘orris County. They futher st{ated to you that they"

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

11
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- on the ipe‘rii'phery are entitléd to relief vfi'orr;" the dhééftéinty Which pi'e s:éhtlir
attends ‘this issue and further tha.f you, a.; éo#éi;nor,‘ -imfr%ediafeli;" c.affelx'. fhé
aséistaﬁce é.nd rééourées of your office. and appijbbf‘iafe .exisfing‘ stafe }ag:envcies;
to- Work'in.thev fnatter of undertaking an e:bd‘la,tv.lb‘stivé' st;;dy.bf avé,il‘abvle:ié;rieasv in
the pine baxjreﬁ section of Burlington and 'EO‘c.eari coﬁntiés or of ari}:r other
potentially accepi:able ‘sité in the State of ‘I‘\Iew Jersey involviﬁg‘;vmi‘nlimum
displaceme nf:.

.Anbther state-wide ‘group,‘ the ‘New‘Jersey A-ssoc.iation of Ch‘os‘en
Freeholdefs, ina resolﬁtion, opposed a.'MorrisCo.unty Jet'];:ovrt iﬁ.favor of one
somewhere in South Jerséy.

.The communities sur.fou’nding Idlewild have long béen at war with the
Port Authority over the noi.se factor. Queens Borough President, Johh CiancY
has been in the forefl;ont of this fight. Heads of the local civic éssdéiations
are constantly considering court action to ébtain noise abatement. The‘y state
that this has created a désper'ate‘ situation., These people have lived wi‘tlb‘l‘this
problem for several years and it isn't just academic with them. Here a major
airport is surrounded by large areas of péople. Their a.cvtu‘al expei'ience
would be duplicated in northern New Jersey counties, weré a jetport t‘cb)‘be

| erected there. |

To quote one of these citizens orga.niza.tipns of Laurelfon, New York.
thejr state "We in Laurelfon have long been plag.ue‘d by fhé jet noiéé and thé

power of the Port Authority. Many of us are not in the position to simply

12
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buy another home and move away from the area_la_ndls'o we fight ‘thc_e‘rn as best
. we can and so after many years of seeing their prorrﬁses- 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.'

13



PUBLIC REACTION i

Backing up our position in Morris County, ar‘e'p.et'i"tion‘s from 125 state,
county and rriﬁhicipal govérhmént Abioavr’dé‘ and isrii}éte 'agénc‘:iés'”ahd these bublip
 res oii;ti@n’s in turn have been backed up by péti‘ti»&‘x‘fs” “'sivg‘ned by some 125, 000
: ﬁersons. in ten northern New Jers ey cduntieé w'h:ichvhéire been ‘pr'e'seht'éd' to the
Le"gislatur.e é.nd now are being presented to you.

This is NOT a project affecting what the Port Authority calls a few
wealthy landOWneré and many acres of country estates. This is a problem
affecting dozens of modern, ideally situated, suburban communities populated
by thousands of citizens in every walk of life and voccupying homes in every
possible price range. They too know "The Horrors of Living with the Jetport"--_‘ ,.
an afticle recently prepared i)y J. C and Helen Furnas for the citizens of
Hunterdon Comty ifx,which Mr. and Mrs. Furnas, who are nationally-esteemed.
journalist;,’ quote verbatim the living conditions of pebple around é grea-t airport- |
such as Idlewild and tﬁe dire threat con’stiantly hanging over their heads and the
coxistantly worsening liv-ing CQndititioﬁs from airport activity.

You were‘-quotevd reéentiy as stating in Honolulu that you favored a jetpoft
in Mqrris County because §f its closenes; to New York, its acceptable'situation
as regards overhead air traﬁic, and the need to pursue industrial progress if the
State is noﬁ to go downhill. You 'furthevr stated fhat the argurriente; of Ngﬁva‘rk B
businessmen in favor ‘vof enlargihg Newark Airport for ,_iets could equally é.pply to
Mo.i‘ris Cpunty. - Our technical repbrtssubstantiate the fact that no new major .
~ airport fnay be needed until 1980--so‘me 20 years from now, certainly not before
1970-1975. With the technological improvements daily being made in aircraft |

construction, airport control, air lane control, no one knows at this time what
\
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can bg done with the so-called éir umbrella over South Je?sey. ‘ With irr;p_rgvé-
menil:s of high-speed rail transportation (which is pow in effect in some parts of
the country), and with the inevitable improvement in large, fas't-tr‘a.velinlg.heli-
copte?s, and with the -almost certain development of monoraiialbng major
highways, distance from a central point will no longer be a pr oblgm. 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‘cobm-
pared to the increasing jamming of travel by rail, By. present over-crowded |
‘highways and by those ﬁe'wly to be constructed. Major rail trackage, stations
an'd‘tunn_els. ﬁow in exiéten_c'e can handle a vé r»y heavy load of air passen’ger_s-.‘
C'onst.ruct.ion of new highways into New York City for the future is not alone the ‘
answer, The doubling and triplin.g of tunnels and bridgés at the various croé s‘ing‘s_
would als§ be necessitated and this cost Qould many tirﬁes exceed the cost of a
quarfer-billion dollar airport.

Northern New Jersey has progressed normally and very sxicc:ess_full'y as
related to aﬁy other part of nearby in‘dustrial states. The fact that Morris
County is the site of perhaps more nationally known industrial laboratq_ries than
any other séction is proof of vthe _fact-that the personnel of these laboratories '
want to live kin a quiét area such as Morris County and nearb‘y counties pr.oduc'e.l
‘The serious effect alone on Arﬁe rican industry could be far- reaching if the quiet
of tﬁese'laboratoriesv were disturbed and the living cOﬁditions of their Eo-workers'é :
were mad.e impossible. Morristoﬁnty is réally the scientific center, in many
instances, for the indusfrial world afxd these laboratories are located in that area

solely because of the living conditions provided. To disturb this situation would
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AL
be one of the tragedies of our State.

We cannot believe that you would veto an act of thé Legislature governing
the living condi,tions of almost 200, 000 people-e»ah act that'wouid terminate the
present living conditions and the possible disp‘lacﬁement of some 18, 000 people
_and subject the additional 12, 000 people to a noise level comparable to a jack
hammer in Operatibn Oor 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 affeéted 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 in;:reased as much as 85% by 1980 if thé normal population of Morris
Cqunty increé,s ed as it would under predicted controilgd conditions. 70,000
people now reside within a five-mile radius of this vproi:osed airport and 195, 000 |
- live within 7-1/2 .miles from the center of the site. How contrary to the report
made by Mr. Wiley éf the 'New York Port Authorit_y_’pf September 27, 19.60;
testifying before the N. J. Senate Investigating Committee, when he séid in
reply to a question from Sen_atdr 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 yoi).,co'uld do by driving ’through the area or

flvyi'ng over the areé. or something like that. ' Governor, this »is a t_ragicf«
vbetfayal' of hunvdred‘s of thousands va pebple'_s vda_ily lives. - It is this soft of
thinking that has weakened an entire part of our great state of Ne\;v Jersey. It
| has caﬂsed real esfate sales fdr more than a year t§ be‘pra-cti,ca.lly non-exi“ste'nf;

it has disrupted many, many homes because of worry and uncertainty. It is
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unworth_y of a great organization such as the Port Ap.thority Fo égqtinue this'

, ha;-assment; but, Mr. Tobin, Exeéutivg Directo_r of the Authority, c9rrect1y
stated in his tentative report fo you and the Legisléture in May 1961 that

"the Port Authority as an Interstate Agency is the creature of the Legislature
of New Jersey and New York. As wé have stated in the course of the current
discussion of the néed for such an additional airport, the Port Authority has
no power whatsoever to carry out the recommendations of either fhe Prelim-
inary Report which was issued in December or any tentative report of our
studies of this problem. Their duties in this field uﬁder the Port‘Compact, |
afe simply to study and report.. This we have done to the bést of our ability.
THE ONLY AUTHORITY IN THETWOR.LD THAT CAN AUTHORIZE THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW AIRPORT ANYWHERE IN THIS METROPQLITAN
AREA IS'I‘HE AUTHORITY OF THE PEOPLE THROUGH THEIR ELECTED
REPRESENTATIVES IN TRENTON AND IN .ALBANY".

" You can fool some of the people some of the time, but yoﬁ can't fool
all of the people all of the time. The newspapers and all other public media
of this State havé constantly, day and night, kept in touch with this fight--so
importantvt‘o us all. er do not believe that one single néwspaper has yet to
speak out in ‘fa\‘/or of a new. major jetport in Morris or contiguous counties.

No authority of any prominence has spoken out in favor of the Port Authority'é
original proposai. This fight has been kept out of partisan politics-;—the homes
of. Democrats and Republicans and Independerndents alike are affected and at |
stake, This fight knows no political lines and as a»’resul.t:, both the Senate

and Assembly after long consideration--18 months to be exact-~have presented
to you in Bill V#S-ZIB their mature thinking on this vital subject, They have |
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- said, by majority, that there should be no new jetport constructed in Northern
New Jerse’y. Surély, as the Port Auvther‘ity‘r‘haé said *"ri"i,"is lletter‘o.f t?an'smittal
to you and the Legislature, they cannet construct, they éanonlfr recommend,

_ Bht "Mr.‘ .T‘dbin’, in .his testimeny b@f@:@ thé Senate Iﬁw@;@tigating Comrhitt’ee’ this
year, said that he didn't even recommend & site, nor would he in his final
repqgt, | |

To d@‘xﬁ@ﬁstrété that this is not the fight of just a few; both fﬁaj@r parti@é
in an important guberr;atoriél élection year, after mature and serious considera~
tion, have adopted strong planks in their party platforms against a new jetpo¥t
in Northern New Jersey. Bogh gubernatorial candi’détes are clearly on record
substantiating the planks in théir plaffoffns. Su‘rel’y this i5 an answer to the
great n‘iajo'r’ityk of the pe‘bple and for the record, we qﬁéte‘ the planks in t'he
platforms of each party:

DEMOCRATS - '"We oppose the establishment of a Jet Airport in the Great

Swamp of 'Mor‘ris and Hunterdon Counties or in any other séttléd residential
area where the community would be dis rupted'by such a development, but the
State in these early years of the jet age caﬁfx@t ignore a project which would not

only bring hug'e'capita.l ‘construétién,’ more jobs, and a large annual payroll, but

lustér and prestige to New Jersey. We have in mind that a jetpert could be
accommodated in the vaét‘piﬁéﬂand barren. Here is terrain admirably suited |
- f@f the purpose. The questions of éseiét’iﬁg' aiy pathsand distance frém New Y@fk
City might well yield to determination and iﬁg@ﬁui'ﬁy. " B |
RE?UBLIGANS Ve_ “:Wé pledge our @@nﬁnu@é apﬁﬁéitién_ to savjétpcrt in M@friﬁ
County_l of in any 6£he1: a:rea in Northern Néw Jers éy and rieﬁomn";‘end‘carefu;! -
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consideration of such an airport with proper safeguards in the i)i'ne Bafrens of
South Jersey. "
The people of New Jersey are entitled to Copsider ,the,se.%s:;.il‘)le'dges of a guber-
natorial veto of any attempt by fhe ‘éorf .Aut}'.nority to fﬁrfhér a Northern New
Jersey new Jefport, ‘regardless of who is elected.

It is therefofe finally up to you as the Chief Execuﬁi\}e tp ;ecognizé the
great preponde‘rance of public opinion on this subject. The people have said
No to a new jetport in Northern New Jerséy; the Legislature has said No in
no uncertain terms, and we cannot see any reason why you as the Chief Execufive

should not sign this measure, and once &nd for 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

"ATRBORNE INSTRUMENTS LABORATORY
_A DIVISION OF CUTLER-HAMMER, INC.

I am pleased to cembljuwith tﬁe~Goverﬁof's reQuest ﬁebsubﬁiﬁl
a eﬁafemeht'ef this hearing. :I‘wish to enter into'the'record”a'Speeiél'\
report, in two volumes, entltled '"A“New Major ‘Airport Neﬁ-York/New Jersey,"
prepared by my company for The Port. of New York Authorlty, in June of 1960
-and»January»ofxl961, and to briefly summarize the flndlngs,presented’in.
these volumes, |

. Our work has been concerned w1th alrspace usage ﬁhlch‘would
result from a new major alrport in the reglon and to the alrport capacity
of the existlng»metropolltan air termlnals. My company is qpalifled in
these two subjects by-virtue of over 15 yeers of experience'in government
and cqmmercialvcontracts which have dealt with every‘aspect of air traffic
controi, air navigation, and aircraft instrumeﬁtation.

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,
w1nter, 1957-1958 ‘

_Technlcal Evaluation of Helicopter Operations Program,
Airport Runway and Taxiway Design.
- For the Airways Modernization Board:

A Study of Airspace for an Additional Airport for Washingtoh 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. o

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 Densilies in Nine Major Areas.

In addition, we performed the aviation facilities requirements |
study for the period 1956~1975 for Mr. Edward P. Curtis, the first special_
Assistant to the President for Aviation Facilities Planning.

This statement will begin with a summary of airspace considerations
which we}e the subject of Volume I and conclude with a summary of our find-
iﬁgs on airbort capacity, which is dealt with in Volume II of our report.

AIL investigated the relative feasibility of 17 possible airport
locations in this metrépolitan region from the standpoint of their effect
on airspace usage. An airport, if located so that its traffic disrupts
the flow from existing airborts, will contribute 1i£tle 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 restrictions to traffic flow,
2., - The overall effect of such festrictions.

3. The overall increase in air traffic capacity that will result.
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In this region, where éirlﬁféffic:has'been more- thoroughly
surveyed, analyzed; éndrmédifiéa than'any:other; it'was'necessary to
consider a new airport iocatiqn-on the'basis‘of_the moét detailed évail—
‘abie'information;

Ouf‘study confined itself prlmafily to thoSe cbndiﬁions whiqh
prevail under Instrument‘Flight Rules. It is under these rules, wheré
the pilot is dependent upon control from the ground, that great blocks
of airspace must be provided for éach'éircéaft in order to ensure its
separation from other airéraft.' Flights under instrument regulations
(and,‘even in fair 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 airspacé requirements for IFR proCédures. " Visual
; fiigﬁt rule traffic patterns_wefe checked to ensure that a location
favorable from an instrument flight standpoint would not disrupt VFR
traffic, ;

| The locationé weré‘qonsidéred in terms of the expected air-
space eﬁvironﬁenﬁ in the years 1965 and 1968 because this airport would
have to function as soon as it was completed. Technologicél advances,
which have yet to be demonstrated are not likely to render feasible a" 
site which is not_breséntly feasible.

We believe the desires of the traveling public fof-certain
déstinations andlorigins will remain éonstant'ovef the coming years. - -
donsequently, we eXpectithe pfesenf basic‘traffic flow to prevail. An
analysis of today‘sitraffic flow under instrument cénditions was there~

fore corsidered important and such an analysis was made in detail. The
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result of this ahalysis was a three-dimensional mode11§f the airspace
‘actiVityvon February 10; 1960, in an area ﬁhﬁch‘sti;ﬁcﬂéévf;égJﬁbrth
of Wilton,.Connecticut, to south of Philadéiphia,vaﬁd‘froﬁ the Atlantic
Ocean to about 60 miles inland. This is the aréa which might be called
the "New York Area Air Traffic Complex."_ About 1300‘flights‘were
analyzed'and their routes and altitudes were displayed on the model,
| The instrument flight procedures in the New York area must bé
oriented to best gserve the bulk of air traffic in this area. 'Because
the instrument 1andiﬁg and takebff direction is northeast-southwest
for this area, the air traffic flow is compatible wi£h this direction
and with the deéires.oan lafgé percentage of flights in theAaréa.
Figure 5 in Volume I of our report is a simplified presentatién of thev
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 soutﬁwest. Six other majof direcfions of traffic flow make up the
remainder, This has led to avcounterclockwise flow of traffic., The
majority of flights arrive from the souﬁhwest and west, join, and flow
tb‘the three major airports. .They depart to the northéast and swing
around and join airways heading west and southwest. The areé is further
defined by tﬁo perimenter étreams of so-called overflighﬁ traffic»which
are not destined for New York airports.

Oné indication of how thofoughiy this airspaée is used is
shown in Figure 6 of Volume I of our report., This figure is an airﬁay
map of the area éhowing the requiréd'holding patterns'presently employed.,

The extent of this complex area is well indicated by this figure,
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Before g01ng on to the detalled con51derat10ns deed in thls,
study, it would be well to rev1ew brlefly the 51tuatlon regardlng newl_
technology in both a1r nav1gat10n, air trafflc control, and alrcraft ;
characterlstlcs. P0331ble new developments in each of these flelds ,
were thoroughly developed durlng our study.

The ba31c navigational aid being used today is the Very High
Frequency Omnirange, called the VOR. This provides a family of radial
lines in any direction from the ground station--airways coincide.with
" these radial 1ines. The next substantial improvement to nevigational
facilities is the Distance Measurlng Equipment Wthh will provide dlstance

1ong an alrway from the ground station. This facility is being imple-
mented-on the gronnd 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 VOR was adopted about 15 years ago
~and the equipment it replaced is spill actively used for navigation in
this and other areas. | |

The point is ﬁhat‘the VOR will be used in air navigation for
many years, Presently, no replacement for this equipment is being
actively con31dered by any U S. agency. The VOR has a system accuracy
which requires that airways be 10 mlles wide, if our standards of safety
are to be maintained. There is no llkellhood.ln the reasonable future
that—-except in the immediate V1cln1ty of airports——w1dths less than
10 mlles can.be con51dered for the routes 1ead1ng to each alrport. In
add1t10n, there is the requirement for holding space for each a;rport.

In some of the‘more advanced proposed air traffic control systems this
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. Séme aifspace if not used for holding ﬁill be needed for,maﬁauver._.lt
is oﬁr feeling that the aréas which arelused_todayltq‘hold.o: stack
aircraft will be required in any future system to sequénée énd delay
aircraft so that the airspace need‘is equivaleﬁt. The improvements

‘that are being contemplated will allow for each route to accommodate

 additional traffic along its length rather than allow an increase in
-thé number of foﬁtes.' | |

The lateral spacing of the present airports in this area do
not meet theicriteria for optimum spacing, and as a result it is doubt-
ful if they havé the cépability of reaching their full future instrument
runway éapaéity;' ‘

We do not foresee that future aircraft will materially changg R
the traffic flow situation. Improvements in aircraft performance may
alidw some detailed changes in procedures which expeditévtraffic flow |
but the fact that they must be mixed with aircraft of less spectacular »
pérformance will tend to nullify the advantages.

A location sﬁitabie as a major airport site must be able tq
serve the demands of traffic at the times it goes into operation and’fof
- at least 20 years thefeaftér. To meet this need, certain basic criteria
were set down to be used in rating a pfopoéediloéation@ These were that:

1. The instrument rumway must be compatible with the instrument
runways at present airporté.
2. The new'airport is to be a majér, long—haul; domestic traffic
hub, and therefore the bulk of traffic will flow to and from
the west and southwest. The airport must-héve.relatively‘ '

‘unobstructed access to these two directions.
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3. Some traffic must be expeCted'torproceédffb}aﬁaﬁfrbﬁﬁthé7north

and northeast and it mst be provided for. o

- kL. The equivalent of two stack feéding'syétems fbf éach 6f the

‘major inSfrumentvapproachvdirectibns yuét'be provi&édufof“

stacking or maneuvering.

5.  There be.an adequate local control area.

Wﬁeh the criteria are studied in detail, a pattérn for possible
locations begins-to emerge, This is shown in Figure 24 of Volnme_I of -
our'report. Tﬁis.figure shows areas of relative desirability for airport
locations, The darkest blue areas include the sites which we have |
'placed ih‘Category D. Airports in tﬁls area would be in direct conflict
with existing méjor airports in the New York-or Philadelphia areas. The
"lightér blﬁe area includes Categbrj C sites. 'Thesetsites dd ﬁbt meét>the
criteria and have the additional disadvantage of'fequiring the élimina-r
fion of ﬂcGuire Air Force Base to serve as even 1imitéd—capacity airporté.
The dark grayiarea includes Category B sites which do not, in one manner
or‘anoﬁher,:meet the criteria., These sites can serve oﬁly aévlimited-
capécity airports. It must be noted in connection with the sites in
. Category B and C, which are located in sduthern New Jersey; that the
. reason for £heir limited potential lies in the facﬁ that this érea is.
ﬁsed for at ieast fiveyairwa&s which serve New York traffic and traffic
. overflying the New York area. These alrways cannot be moved to the w;st
without congesting'other'airways and cannot be moved to the east, over

thg water, because of limitationstoffexisting 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., ,f -f
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The Shape'cf these contours, shown qn_ﬁhis,figur@, it mist be
emphasized, aré a resﬁlt 6f the natural flow of air traffic in the areas
The buige to the nofthwest is the area used for 6limbiﬁg'§ir6faft frofi
existing airports, and thevbulgé to the southwest is the areé}uéed for
- descending aircraft.

Each of ﬁhe-l? siteé was submitted to a detailed analysis;
whose cbjective was to work out the best possible arrangement of airways
and routes for that site, This method revealed those shortcomings which
are due to tbe:loQaﬁiohs 6f necessary fOutes and holding areas for the
existing airports. No limitation was placed upon the location of such
. routes éhd'areaé‘dué to the placemenﬁ of navigatioﬂ and traffic control
facilities, | |

In 1k of the sites studied some major capability could mot be
pfovided without seVé;ely affecting the traffic flow to existing air=
ports. In some cases, Philadelphia traffic was alsé a factor in the
findings. |
| Thréé of the i? sugpgested sités fall into Category A. These |
are site L at Pine Island; New York; site 7 at Morristown, New Jersey;
'éﬁd gite 8 at‘S@lbérgJHuﬁtérd@ﬁ,IN@w Jerséy. Workable aifépaée‘uéage
plans havé been pﬁéééﬁtéd £ér these sites iﬁ @ur:rép”fts |

This @@ﬁ@ludgg %h@ guimary of @ﬁr Werk on airspaee @@ﬁéid@?éﬁi@ﬁg:"
| relative to & ﬁ@# airpért eovered in Vglnmé I-@fvsur r@port. _ |

A

Volume IT deélt with the capacity of existing airports, modified

if_pradtical, to obtaip maximum capacity. It was'our'pufpose to determine
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»vpracticai'operating capacity for existing airportsvunder both visual
and instrument conditions for the year5‘1965 and 1975, and‘to‘consider‘?‘
the effects of poss1b1e 1mprovements in airport layouts, procedures,
and equipments. We- believe that exlsting airports should be used to
their maximnm'before‘a new airport is built, because of both economic
- and.air traffic considerations. | |

. dFortdnately,‘analytical techniques which we have hadfnnder ‘
development for tne_past two years for the Federal Aviation Agency
(covered in AIL Report‘7601-1,v"Airp0rt Rurway and Taxiway Design")
' make it'poSsible to predict the maximum practical operating rates'that_
can Be optained at an airport, These techniques allow a direct con-
_vsideration 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 operatlng rates,- They are based on actual operat- ]Lc

~ ing performance and they consider the (l) types of aircraft, (2) ratio-

Cof arrivals to departures, (3) rumway layouts, (h) controller operating

'technlqnes, 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'equipmentvtpy,~"

and.control techniqpes.' In addition;-we have considered the effect on ' -

airport capacity of possible new aircraft that may come: 1nto service f e

e by 1975.

Our approach in computing airport capacity has " inVOIved three ttf‘aif

, phases; These are:




1. . Meaéurement of current operating rates, under both visual
‘and instrument conditions--along with the fesplting-délay
to departures, | |

2. Computation of theoretical spacings between aircraft in

or&er to establish an upper "not achievablé" limit for'IFR

conditioﬁs, and

3. _ Developmeﬁt of practicél curves for each airport which relate
airporf operating rate to the delay to departures.

The ﬁractiéal operating rate or capacity was selected from
thesé last'curves, based on an evaluation of the delay that would be
éonsidered'satisfactory fbr normal peak operations, This was done for
both visual flight and instrument flight conditions.

| For airports serving a predominénce of air carrier traffic,
the most important capacity consideration oceurs under instrument flying
cenditions, and as our air traffic grows,. this condition is becaming
more comﬁon in all kinds of weather, Under such conditions, aircraft
mus£ be spaéed at a safe distance frém.each other by some means other
than the pilot's visual Jjudgment, This is accomplished by radar in
" terminal areas. Under these conditions--where pilots cannot see the
precedlng aircraft--there is no opporturity to use the runway at max1mum
capacity and the airport maximum operatlng rate is a functlon of the
- spacings between aircraft that trafflc control muist malntaln in the air,.

Observations of current operations and a study of numerous
airport logs has revealed that while as many aé-86 moveménts have

occurred at New Yofk International during one hour under visual‘conditions,
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a movement rate of 36 per hour is high during 1nstrument conditions.f;'
Similarly, at Newark, rates of 56 versus: 32 and at LaGuardia ?5 versusa
37, are: typical high—capac1ty examples under today's system at today‘s
airports. ‘ L '
We are reasonably confident that the next few years will see z‘
an improvement in the ability of the air traffic control system to jig.
narrow the spacing between aircraft. This w1ll come about as automatic.
equipment is put 1nto use and as controller and pilot techniques improve.
‘We have 1ncorporated this 1mprovement in our IFR capacity
determinations. ' To illustrate this, note Figure 6 of Volume II,.which~‘
is a plot of the distrlbution of spacings between aireraft as they :
arrive at the runway.. On the extreme right we see a curve show1ng that
today 50 percent of all aircraft under IFR conditions at New'York Inter-
national Airport are in excess of tWo minutes apart at the runway
threshold. On the left are two curves which show’ the ideal spacing that
a mixture.of:aircraft could achieve while not v1olat1ngvthe safety !
criteria we have assumed for 1965 and l975., The middle curves<represent
- the assumptions uSed.by‘us to represent practical achievements likely
- by 1965 and’1975. We believe 1t is reasonable to expect 1mprovement
' in technical details such as these and from proper assembly of these S
details, to formulate valid predictions of airport capacity. |
I wish to re«empha81ze that conclusions on airport capacity,

‘Without consideration of the resulting delay, are not too meaningful.

It iS'the delay that is RHEOOHQMIC'§Hd'itvlS the bulld—up of Qelay which

indicates,that thefairport‘is reaching its:practical,eapa°ity._iWeWhaVe;"

11.
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'-concluded that acceptable departure delay 1s an average of four minutes
per alroraft, because with such a delay we have found that, among other
things: (l) the alrport is worklng near capaclty (and delay can bulld
very rapidly from this point for any of many reasons) as in 1ndlcated ’
hin Figure 3 of VolumetII, (2) although the average delay is’four min- |
'l.upes,.the aetual‘delay experienced by an individual aircraft can vary
from no delayvtOISOMe 20 minutes——an‘alMOst intnlerable delay for‘
efflcient,»high-speed.travel; (3)'a‘fonr—minute'delay to departures is
usually accompanied by holding stacks for arrivals, and (L) a fonr-
mlnute delay on peak-day operatlons w1ll result in much hlgher delays
on the several days each Year when peaks exceed ‘the forecast |
| I would like»now to summarize this wOrk by referring‘to the
chart of practlcal operating capac1ty of the New York reglonal alrports.
These figures have been prepared for the airports as they would most
| likely be in 1965 and 1975. |
For LaGuardia Airport, it has been assumed that the 1nstrument
rnnwayIWIll have been lengthened. ,we have reviewed the p0331bility of
incéeasing the capacity of this airport by use of‘parallel‘runways'and/or
drift;off‘type runways, and neither-is practical from a spaee standpoint;
Consequently, we have found--for the types of alrcraft that will be
operating at this f1e1d-—that the practical capaclty in 1965 will be 62
movements an hour under visual flight rules and 34 movements per hour -
under'lnstrument condltions. In 1975 the capac1ty will be 52 VFR move- B
ments or 36 IFR movements. | | |
| N At Newark Alrport, the possibility of a close parallel to -the

instrument runway exists., 'This ;mprovement would_be more effective and
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'more eoonomical than a drift—off configuretionaonéthe existing‘runway.'-
Without thls 1mprovement, the practlcal capaclty of Newark would be

L2 VFR or 28 1nstrument operatlons per hour for “he types of alrcraft
-'expected to use that alrport in 1965. With the parallel runway, 96

VFR or hl IFR operatlons could be accommodated. Slmllar figures for
1975 are L6 VFR or 31 IFR without the ‘parallel, =nd 96 FFR and L9 IFR
W1th it.

With regard to.New York Interndtimne&;zWe%ﬂevotedia good deal“
of effort to analyzing. possiblevrunway-impﬁovementsﬁand edditions. ‘Wbile*
an 1mprovement in alrport capaelty for visual conditlons would likely
result if an gddltlonal runway were constructed a third parallel runway :
~in the 1nstrument directlon Would have doubtful value. Problems of

1rspace usage and feedlng systems ‘and runway cross1ng problems have
been shown to negate the beneflts.’ Consequently, New York Internatlonal
Alrport has been determlned to be able to accommodate 8l VFR operatlons |
or L8 instrument operations per “hour in 1965 and 99 VFR or 66 IFR
operations in 1975.

' Thank you. .
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HEARING ON BILL TO PROHIBIT

NEW MAJOR AIRPORT IN NORTHERN NEW JERSEY

~ HELD BEFORE GOVERNOR MEYNER
TRENTON, NEW JERSEY, JULY 12, 1961

: Stﬁtemenf of Robert Gladstone, Hammer and Company Associates

I am here at the request of Governor Meyner, representing my firm -~ qu,mfezr""

and (.':Ompahy Associates == to present the results of our si'u_dy‘on thé "Economic Effect
of a Néw Mcqur Airport in the New Jersey-New York Metropolitan Area". This study i
was one in a group, egcl]h. of which analyzed specific qspeéts of the proposed new air-

port for the region. The preceding witnesses have discussed other studies in this same

. group,

| have o bcop_)./f of our report here .and wopld like to formally submit it fo you at-
’this‘ time for inclusioh in'fh-e recofd The complete repbrf is‘ clése to 200 pdges in totcﬂ
, Iength 50 l would like to summarlze it for you, brmgmg out its key fmdmgs and con-
, clusnons. Before gomg on to the study hlgh!lghts, however, it mught be well to flrst

sketch the background of ,pur.fqrm and the types of stud;e; we hdve underi'aken.
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Oréanized ‘;'n'l’954, we maintain ,pr.ihciipdll offices ih‘fW"cighinéﬁ)n, DC . and
Atvlonta.. Wg specialize in the field ofAecondr‘nilc',qnd business ‘r'e_s'.ed’r'ch, And’hdvvé pre- |
pared studies for a wide‘Variety of public and private clients. During the p‘qst several
ye_afs, We have c'omp"l,etg\a more than 300 research studies involving problems and issues
" pf area économié de\';_elopment - as does this study of airport econoﬁic effects. Pro-
ieéts Have included fndustrial and commercial site studies for manufacturers, wholesalers
and retailers. We hayee madé market and financial studies for varied types of develop~
ment ;— mpfels and -hotels, single= and multi-family residential p’roiec,fs,. regional and
community retail fac'ilitie'sj _iin‘;dvustr'ialv ‘p;’Jrks and officé.build‘ings. Sp‘ecific examples of
recent projects include: study of the ec;oh'omic development outlook in the Washing’ron‘
VMetropoIitan Area for the Joint Congressional Committee on Washington Méfropoli’ran
Prpblem;; anciysis of 'rransie_nf housiné supply for the Washington Committee, 1964 Int_er_‘
hafipnal Exposition; multi-coqnty economi; development studies in Wés’rern North Caroli-
_na and Northern Vil‘“gin.ia regions; airport development pqtem‘iql in the Atlanta Metropo-
li/fon Areq; economic and mdrket studies in downtown areas for Youngstown, Fort Wayne
and Binghqmton; urban _renéwa land ufiliza’rion and marketability studies in Tampa,
Memphis, Cincinatti and Louisville; economic studies for community rengwal program in
Tulsq; apcrhﬁenf market studies in Harrisburg, Baltimore, New York City and the Los
Angeles Metropolitan Areas; revenue potential §F proposed park >imp;'ove>me.nfs for the

State of Kentucky.

| am in charge of our Washington office and.a partner in 6u‘|j firm. It was my

- privilege to have carr.fed out or personally supervised many of the studies previously
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listed. The study of airport economic effects rprepared'for' the Port of New York

Authority was my direct responsibility.

Our cssfgnment in the airport study was to determine the economic effects
which migHt r'evsul’r from the devélopfneﬁt of a n.ew nﬁcior airport in thé Ne\)s) Jersey-
New York Area. In bu’rl?ning'fhe key i';indings of the study, | am draWing di.re“cfly
on.the text of the complete report, s‘ubmiﬂed today. Background data dn'd décu—'
" mentation for these higHigh’rs‘ are found in the report. | might add that during fhe\
prepdrqﬁon of our stud} -- altHough we ‘mqin’fqined contact and received information
'from‘fhe;l’ort Authofify as well as n_umerous;"sfate and local ;:lgencies -—‘i’r was under-
stood that our research and analysis were to be developed on a completely independent
basis with full freedom fo pursue the study ﬁloné whatever lines we saw fit in terms of ‘

the issues posed by our assignment and we assume full responsibility for the statements

‘and findings in the report.

The sp‘ecifié airport effects Were es¥ab|ished at both the regional and local levels.
To throw the airport effect on area economic development into proper perspective, we
also projected the likely growth patterns in individual local areas qs‘fh'ey might be_ ex=
pected to "normally " dev‘el‘opy ';;Iu;;ing the next 25 years. These “normal " trends were :
estab lished directly on the basis of materials prepared by the Regional Planning 'Aséq-
ciation and its recen'fly—comp.leted New York Metropolitan Regional Study. 'T‘he “no-rmal""v
dévelopmenf patterns were then compared with the ecdnqmic leffects .cnt;cipafed with thev_ .

airport and the differential effect determined.

B New Jersey State stfafy |



On the basis c;f our study, we found that a new, major airport -- which would
bring fogéther a wide range of rapidly—growing aviation aéfiVifies -= would have d |
_ significﬁnf influen;:e on regional and economfc deve»lopimenf. Ilfs ‘specffig: effects |
“would bluild-up, to pedk levels over a substantial time égriod, fdcilitating their assimi-
. _laﬂon at the lécal Iéve_l . There would be three major phases;; the first woull.c'i be the
' ,primary c‘onsi'rt.l.cf_ion _phusg, which We assume. would tdk'e‘place approximately duri ng
th:é 1965-70 pe‘riod;‘ the second phase would begin with initial a\}idfion operations at
the airfield in 1970 and continue to approximately 1980 (cons’rrudion would also ex-
tend into this stage); a‘nd the third - or optimum -- phase would be from 1980 forward.
We WOu.lctzl expect ;that thé optimim deve,lopmen’rs at the fiéld'would have been fully

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

During the five~year primary construction sfcge, no q\}idfion operations would
occur at the site. The major construction effort during‘ﬂqis périod would be in tHe
estimated fhree—year site preparation phase. Completion of runways, access roadwoys,
necessary structures, insfcllation of navig;:tion eéuipmenf and the like would overlap

and follow behind site preparation activities.

Probably more than $175 million would be spent for basic field oﬁd building
constru_cbfion between 1965 and 1970, apart from the cost for site preparation which
" would of course, vary‘ substantially from site fo site dccording to ground}‘conditions
and terrain. Ano,fher $90 million or more ‘w'oul.d be required by the second-phase |
déeratiohs after 1970. The nature of‘ the work requ_ired on dl.p'artiét.ﬂar‘s"ite would-

determine the cost breakdown for site preparation between labor force payrolls and
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" the amount spent for the various non-labor items. In prlmary phqsé building con-
“struction at least $35 million ;-- one~-third the total value of contracts -- woqld be .
»represented by labor expendffure;. This figure would be absorbed principally by
local Ial;or force. Inall, during the construction phases, d.dai.ly average of 2,000 .
construction workers might be employ'ed.cn‘ the site and total payrolls mightvqppréx—
imate $85 millf;an. Bpilding materials and equipment, accounting for the l;emafning
dis_bursemenfs would, in Iargé 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, beéome part of the economic Flov;s in the metropolitan area.
The ffnal ef_fect on thie regioﬁdl econorriy .of the airport construction would.bg mul'ri—:

plied approximately three-fold by the process of successive spending and re—spendi‘ng.

 Following initial construction phases, actual aviation operations would begin
at the fiéld. At the regional level, airport effects woulci'be principally felt in.t_erms
of exﬁandéd job opportunities and income flows generated by new employment in prir'nqry
aviation activities located both on and off the airport site. In addition, new "multipliers .
growing out of successi\;e rounds of spending and re-spending the added incohe brought -
to the region by the ﬁirporf would further.expand regional economic gains. By ]980 -—
the point at which optimum operations at the field are expected - 6 total of 28,300
employees might be expected for a new major air,pox;t. This figure, representing em=
ploymeﬁt at the airport site in primary aviation activities, on_Id be supplemen’red/by J

11,000 a&_di"rional jobs generated off the site but directly related to the aviation activi--

ties at the airport, ‘Off-site jobs would include workers in downtown ferminql' offices,
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.tr?.::vel uéencies cmd personnelh'in privafe business and industry involved in fraffid”
c;zhd travel a}rangenients.; The estimate for additiondl off-site |obs is derived on
the basis of present patterns evident in the New York Metfopolitan Ned; The:
total annual payroll Fo_r; primary aviation employeeg on and off the site onId be -

more than '$265 million.

In addition t§_fhe érimary aviation payrolls, a total of $208 milli-on would
‘ bé spent each year in tl*;e fegion i;or purchases of goods and servic‘:ies by the various
enf_e:rprisves at the airport . Th is $208 million expend‘i turé-is based on anticipated
Agross»bnew rev'enue'slgf $555 million per qﬁnqm gene'ra‘ted' by the airport"s qv,ilation  _‘ '
enterprises in 1980. Expenditures would cover supplies, equipment, muinfgnoncé :
and other goods and services. exclusive of aircraft and the $200-plus million in pvdy‘- .
rolls. The regfon's bsuppliers and‘ mqndfacfuvrers would be directly benefited b‘y‘these_l
pUrcHases‘ in the form of increased sales._ A portion of these sales would of c‘oUrs_e,'
be passed on to employees as wages.fl'he ultimate gffeéf on total regional income
aﬂributoblg‘to‘the national markets served out of the new ma]br airpoit would, we
estimate, aggr'egc;ﬁe appfbximdtely $78 million. The prevailit;lg regional WOQé‘, at

this figure, would support ‘a total of 16,400 new jobs.

Visitors to the region arriving at the airport -- businessmen, convention de- -
legates, tourists and others =~ would utilize area facilities for a variety of fravel
and personal services. These facili‘fies‘would, include hotel and motel accommodations,

restaurants, retail facilities and local transportation. Based on studies of travelers
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arriving in the region by air we can cqnservqi'ively project a fofal of $]46 million

in esfimqfedvqnnual sales by 1980 at the region's trqvel-—serving. business due toa

new major airport. These sdles, as in the case of other sales cmd wage flows would
also serve to swell the regional: income stream. Considering the mulhpller efFects

- of only the estimated $36.5 million in wages which might be pcud at the offected
establishments, a total of approximately $109.5 million in new reglonal income
would result. Tijis gain -- based on prevailing wage rates -~ would serve to support )

a total of 23,050 new workers in the region.

Key factors affecting the‘regionai economy as a result of the‘new major Gi_‘lf;-
port can be summed up‘vin‘ terms of the number of new jobs created and total r'egiondli '
income generated. Three of the airport economic effecrs -- employment in the pri-
mary aviation group, local purchases of the primary aviution' industries and sales to
v}isiting_c}zir passengers at the région's travel-serving business —- can be reddily qé-—
gregated. These three factors would create a regional total of approximately 134,600
jobs and incoﬁe of nedr’l)./ $}18 million. If the tybical Worker supports himself and 1
dependénts, the total population in the region by 1980 which would be supported di~
rectly and in'directly by rhe‘ airport and its aviation activities would be approximately
335,000. In terms of jobs, the airport-stimulated employmenf‘ would represent about
1.5 pércent of fhe regional total by 1980 and roughly five percent of the Northeast

New Jersey figure.
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s
‘Aparf frorﬁ the ‘fc;}ngible job vanvd income Behef}fs outlined >ab0\v/e., there is fhé |

more intdngible, but norzle.fll'\‘elgess Vifdl factor of adequate and ;onvveyni”e"nt airbtrar‘is-v"
| portaﬁo'n s_érv:‘iﬂcé for ’r,he‘ fé;;ioh's bﬁsiness. _ Bdséd qri ,Businéés?ufiliiation of qvidi'i‘on) h
the ﬁoteln'tiol "worfﬁ" of the airport to the fégion's business can bé‘;:ialcu’lafed m o
bfoad ferms. The.total magni'ru.del éf regional businéss whiéh mighf be facilitated o>t‘
..fhis airport by 1980 -cvanvb‘e estimated dr cbo.ur>$4b.5.billion pe} yecl‘r‘. This figure wé;jid
“show :Uptin':‘squeé ‘vcb>lumes of ‘region_al manufac::mvref;», dbistribufi‘on organizations, thle;
salers and selected refailers.“i The figure, of .codrse,. is oﬁly.su'gges“rive of .‘th,‘e fré.. .
‘mendous‘irole played by air tr_cméporfation 'n the c;_dnduct. qf contémporary busin_ess;

It can 'b.e re;:son,ed t-‘hat not all of the business volume»‘éqlti:ulya’r‘ed ds vbeirixgé facilitated
by fhe new dirpori_j would _Be lost to t‘heﬁl;_egi‘oln if its transportation by air were?;indde-e s
éuaré; ‘Tl.jve prdblem for fhe ‘,regio_n , however, fs to kéep_i’rs‘qir;tvrqnsportotvion suffi-
c‘ientliyy»' c_:gvnyenié.ﬁtaso tHat "marginal" business visitors are hqf. peféudded to shift po~ |
tential :tran_sqctions‘fo competitive ,busénes'sv centers because §f their greater qccéssibi_—_. '
lity. The reverse pattern is also of major ‘importar'nce and the trqvel needs of regio.ncull'_
‘business mus_f be met so 'thaf locations here need not be under a Ihb“»ity in terms pf e

air transportation.’

Moviné to i‘hé local are_a’ le}vel,“ speéific; 'ec.:bnéfnic e_ffecfvs;‘vs)efe anclyzedi‘nj -
' termysl of fwo Northéin New Jersey‘sifes in.sévv‘enfeen which were:stUdjed_ by the Poxi't B
Au_thority. One of these was in Mori’is.CéQnty and the o’rher.sfraddléd the'}l"IUﬁfe.rdon |
’- ‘cn;d Somerset Coun't.y' lines. Data is shown below for thgecon"orﬁic effe;its in the céunty

dreas s‘urrounding_ each of the two alternate sites.
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Key local effects would be in terms of employment cnd'populaﬁon gains,
new commercial and possible indusirial developments and the expansion of l§cql
ratables. Airport effecvts would be spread over an extended périod of time, as pre~
.viously sfafed, and would also diffuse over a ’mulﬁ-lcounf‘y'area. The Fey éounﬁes
affected by the prototype sites, hoWever, would be those con‘faining the:ol’rerrjoﬁve

locations, that |s Morris, Hunterdon and Somerset counties.

Employment in the kéy coum‘iesk affec’re‘d.by the profof}/pe sites in 1985 —-

~ allowing a five-year trdnsifi;n period for the full trc}nsldtion of‘airpor’r develop-
ment into local éff';e'ci's - ;vould réoch sizable llevels. In Morris, a total of ap-

_ pro)%imdtely 37,000 new jobs would be added and in Hunferdon--Somerser combine‘d, ‘
a total of neﬁrly 31,000 would be added. | Population gains in the same three -
counties by 1985, attributable to airport development at each.v of the .dlfernafi\'/;e
vsi’res, 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 servi_cevacfivifies can also
be expected. Basic to e*panded commercial dévelopment in the local areas would
" be the new population disposable incomes available for the Purchaseofv_refail goods
and services. Earnings in the primary aviation industry are substantial. Average
gross pay per employee in 195‘9‘, according to an industry survéy in the region, to-
’rclu.led $6,750 -~ approximately $2,‘000 a year‘vhigher than average worker earniﬁés

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



| Supporté himself plus 1.5 dependents, per c;ap_.i'fa ’earnihgs for aviation workers arél,“‘ .‘
' $2,700 - $200 per year higher‘ than the $2,500 figure ve.‘sfimaféd for Morris Cauniy '
“in 1959, This differential is even'greafer when compared v_virh Somerset and HUnrér-’" L

_don which had $2,400 and $2,000, respectively, in per capfta income.

Based on ﬁaraha'sing power gains in the local areas, resu Iting fr.orh airporf de-
o veloprhenr, an additiona|v$30-$4(u) million inlrei'ail sales would be realized in Morris
o Counl’y by ]985 Thls gam would supporf new refall bunldmg space of approximarely
- 550 000. square feet. . Somerser wou Id show retail gains in the $22-$29 million range

: and Hunterdon, $13 $16 mllllon by 1985. These increases would support rough Iy
| " 400, 000 square feet and 250,000 addlfional square feet of buuldlng space, respecflve-

ly . in each of the counties.

~ In addition to expanded commercial faailities which would .develop in can—-
. ﬁéquenca of‘ the new airport, there would also be a definite potential for a wide

v _rqhga (ofl_ser:o‘n,dar’y activities,' These would consist primarily of industrial far:iirries .. o
< aftraafea to the area based oh advahtages brought to a focus ih .the .airport Vicinffy.

This expansion would not be i.nevifable‘ however. The extent and type of industrial

7 expansion would, in large measure, be sub|ecr ro regulahon by Iocal interest as well

L as specufic pohcy and action programs. B

There are outstandmg examples i'hroughour the Unlfecl States where ‘rhe locahon '

" ofan alrport has shmulared I'Clpld and extenswe industrial developmenf in fhe alrfleld




~ et =

"vi-cinify. On the basis of these examples and the demonsfrabie attractions offered by »

an airport for desirable types of industrial activities, a new major airport is possibly

\

the single, most valuable asset for industrial expansion that the region 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 facility and selectively screen-out the types of establishiments that are un-

suited to local communities.

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 stimulated by the airport. Morris County, in our

judgment, has a potential by 1985 for an additional 35 or 40 .planfs valued af $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 growth
= residential, commercial and industrial -~ can be translated into s»peciffi'c estimates

of property valuation within each of the key county areas. Calculations show that

Morris could be expected to add (:1 total of $269 million in true value while Hunter~
~don and Somerset would add $103 million and $177 million, respective ly; The estima~

" ted gain in assessed valuation based on current assessed-to-true ratios would be $56
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million in Morris, $18 million in Hunterdon and $30 million in Somerset by 1985, -

These are gross figures and would need to be offset somewhat by the removal of current -

ratables represented in the airport property which would be i'akfe‘n off the books by its -+ -

develOpmeni'; In the case of Morris the net gain would be more than $51 million.,
Hunterdon would show a net nearly $16 million in new ratables and Somerset more:

fhén $29 million.

The airpori"'-'-sfimulatéd growfh in the local economies needs"fo be anal):,fzed
against the background of anfi;iquéd "'normal" deve loprﬁem‘s. The overall out-
Iook for deve Iovpmem‘ ~=- under normal Circ/iumsfonées-—- during the coming period =~
is for tremendous growth and cHange. By 1980 -- twenty years from now -- the
Northeast New Jer‘se)}.orea should have added approkimafely. 2.4 million in po- -
pulation . This would represent an eXpahsionvfrom the current 4.4 million fo.n‘e’ar-‘ I

\ ly 6. 8 million in ]980 -- a 54 percent gain over. the present figure . Employmeni'
in Northeast New Jersey should reach an oll—hme high of 2, 5 million by 1980 -

an increase of more than one miflion from the 1956 level, or a 66 percent gcunc

These immense gains pro’iecfed for populéi‘ioﬁ and employment in Jersey -~ ",.,; -
as based on the figures developed by the New York Mefropolitdn Regional study = -
for the Reg?Ondl Planning Associqfidn -- would ‘pen‘efrafe intfo new areas many of
. which are presenfly rural or semi—rur;al.‘ The present "leading-edge" or Qrbdnizuf'ién L5

will be extended and f‘he"dev‘elopmehf pattern in the older areas consolidated, - This
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ISCI préspecf on which most planners and economists can agree. | Some of the greatest
changes can be expected to occur in the presently "fringe" and qutlyi.ngv cqunﬁes
fyjoical of which are Morris, Somerset cnd Hunterdon. The outward ;preod of unébvcvn‘—
ization will be ch'i‘litated by the hiéh—speed, high-capacity freeways rec;c,hing for ?
the first time into most of Morris, major portions of Some’rsefw as well as into H;Jn’rérdon.
‘Each of these areas faces greatly expanded normal rates of development vduring the

coming two decades and beyond.

- By 1985, Morris County can be expected to reach a population of 730,000 -- an
increase of 468,000 above _fhe. current population level. Somerset population -~
144,000 in 1960 -= is likely to 'increaée to 550,000 by 1985, a gain of nearly 400,000,
Hunterdon Counfy,‘ largely rural and semi-rural in current developr_ﬁenf pattern has a |
total population fddlay of only 54,000. This figure sh§d|d expand to approximately
1'35‘,000 by ]§85 -~ an addition of nearly 80,000 or a 130 percent increase. Employ-
menfl gains of approximately similar proportions in each of fhe.key county areas can
be expected during fhis same period. THe gains in population, industry and commerce
projected for Newaers‘ey are the ultimate basis for the projected gains in air travel
demand west of the Hudson as discussed previouély by representatives of the Airborqe

Instruments Laboratory and Speas, organizations.

The relative effect of a new major airport on local areas surrounding the site -

'is most simply and directly measured in terms of population factors. Despite the -
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s.izble- increments in airport-induced pdpuicﬁion which can be expected in"eccl‘f:‘
of the kéy counties surrounding the fwo illll.lsfrative‘sitesy, the popu'lafi-dn. fmpdcf

of the airport will be relatively minor in the face of the rapid gains expecfed to
occur under nb‘ér.'mal circumstances in ‘both Morris and Somerset counties. Impact

in the less-developed Hunterdon, however, would be appreciable. The proieéted
qirpo.rf—inducedv population gain for Morris County by 1985 -~ after ’rhje airporf has
already reached its optimum operational level -- would be 58,000 -- a 7.9 per-
cent factor in total county pbpulafion expected under normal circumstances. In
Somerset, the percentage effect on population would be even smaller than for |
Mqrris. By 1985, airport expansion would Qdd a total of 39,000 persons to the -
county population. ! Against a normal proiectign of 555,000 for this date the ti
port-induced gain would represent 7.1 percent. The impact of airport-generated
gains in Hunterdon Coﬁﬁty would be about twice as great as for Morris and Somerﬁet |

or qpproximafely 16 percent by 1985.

‘Superimposed on Hunterdon's narrow and relatively slowly gaining population
base, the airpdl;t development would substantially accelerate the couan'.ﬁ nbr-rr10-|,
ogflpok for growth. Expres;ed in terms of qcceieraﬁon in the normal annual rates
of growfh which might be cuuéed by airport /development, Hunterdon wqdld show an
acceleration of nearly 27 percent.j By contrast, the Morris and Somerset.coul_"lties

‘would show accelerations of 12.5 and 8.9 percent, respectively.
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Apart from these numerical medsures, there are major differences in the capacity
of areas to absorb sizable new expansions into their no?mal dévelo,pment patterns. “The
airport would generqte.si'zab|e IocdlAe’Xponsions in relatively s_horfei" periods than m‘.ighfl
no.rmal'_ly occur. This is the case despife the fact that airport development -wou Id be |
staged over:a long period beginning originally with the construction phases (perhaps
in 1965) and not ad‘ually opening ontil 1970, Initial openipg would still only inv'ollve.
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 this time spread, the
effects of the airport will-be diffused over a rather subsra.ntiql aréa covering many

counties,

The dirport would, howé\/er, set a development pr‘ocesg in motion in the involved
counties which would bring into play population expansion, labor force growth, employ-
ment gains, commercial and possibly new industrial fgc%lifies, increases in the local
tax base as well as expanding costs for Iocql'governmen’r.. The capacity of 5pecifiic
areas 16 accommodate this development process is limited by a number of key factors.,
Included would be size of the local area, its rate of normal growth, opeh areas avail-
able for deﬁvélopme"nf_, extent of its utilities systems and other community improvements
and services, its fiscal condition.dnd capacity to undertake major improv‘erhenfé. Wifh
these points in mind, these counf‘i.'es. which are presénfly relatively close into the al-
ready infens:ively developed urban areas, already contain sizablg populations and are
at a relatively advanced stage in theirdeve"’lo(pménf, are generally béffer equipped ‘
to 'hanale sizable future growth ‘fi’lurﬂ al;e the more isolated areas where development

extent and pdcé_ is still af relatively modest levels,
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Sifn.ildrly‘,' the airport carries .wif‘h it not only direct e"éonomic'-‘inﬁ'pacf in the
foﬁn‘ éf primary aviation jobs, increased sales in the local areds,' pbptjldfimigdins'
and similar direct effects, but also substantial o'ppdrl'turii‘fy foré indired or secondary 3
development in selected indus’fr‘ial activities. This pbfe'ﬁfial for industrial expcurisii:;ht
would not on-ly help‘fo bring about desired locdl ared obiecfi'\}es for economic de-
velopment, but also codld'serve fo véxqund fiscal resources in the local ;reqs_. How-
ever, just !os there are differénces in the coqu:ify of areas to assimilate airport-induced
aeveIOPrﬁent, there are ‘also differences between the site a“ltem'afivés‘ in the extent to
which the airport might influence the pattern of industrial locations and expand the
local indu;trial base . |'nd,usfr'i'al _locafioﬁ de;isiqns rest ona broad range of factors.
However, relatively remote or isolated locations; far removed from major concentrations
 of skilled labor force, sources of 'su;.;.ply and needed services and markefsi,_}’l’ack basic
facfors sought in indusfrial locations. The airport located in such an isolated area
would be less effective in stimulating secondary development even though it wou Id
-Sfill_ serve as a plus factor. The utility of the airport for area deyelopmgnf,wquld be
at its optimum in areas presently undergoing rapid u.rbanizaﬁo'n or about to mo‘ve.in‘ro

rapid urbanization in the near future. |

On" the basis ‘of normal pi‘oiecﬁons set forth in this report, we have seen théf
the close=in Northeast New Jersey counties aréfaciﬁg:d \period4 of ihﬁrr;ense change.‘.
M'c?rris and Somérset have vthe poteh'tiol of adding hundreds of thousands in new po- |
pulation during the next 25 years. H'unferdqn‘Counfy, alfhough its chanQe‘willL be

smaller in numerical terms, still stands to increase its present population by two and
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- "om‘a—half times by 1985 .V During this beﬁdd of tremendous normal éronh, the role
of local development policies will be critical. Of limited use in stemming fhg tide
_i of expanded urbanization, the kéy task of local policies will be to direct the neYv ‘
development so. that it can be suifqbly located, sqund/ly deyeloped, properly ser- -
viced and serviceable to the community. The strains of this normal growth period
will be substantial and g;‘eat skill will be requirgd fd FOrmuldte% and apply needed

local policies and 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 an'd‘mvore' jobs
would be created, accelerating the normal growth proi-ecfed for the area. This would

be true for Morris and Somerset even though the 'airp'orf-generafed gains would be a

relatively small part of the total change expected -- as well as for Hunterdon.

bDevelopmenf anticipated as a result of fhé airport, although extensive, would
bé of a "high type”. This would hold frué for the residential, commercial as well as
possible industrial f;aciliﬁes. The average iﬁcome ofuprimary yqviation employees is
well above regional and in most instankces, if ﬁof all, county average; at the present
time. Average home values built in res‘ponséto f-he- market. potential for these emp]by-
ees wbuld be high. Types of industries attracted to the area in respénse fb airport de~
- velopment wjould include I»ig:ht manufacturing and dis_’rribUfion facilities, processing
voberafions, research units and similar NCIC‘I“iV‘iﬁeS which could be expecfe&’ to fit harmo~-
riiously1 into the county deve»l.opmenf_ patterns. ‘Indeed, these very types of industry are
presently being sought by industrial developmenf units already vestqbli;hed in coﬁr;ty :

areas in Northern New Jersey . -
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' The 'rriqi'n task of local cievelopnie’nt ;;dlicf:eé.,mif’ the a‘i'irpo'rf IWere‘»b’uvilf,fV\vrbt‘xld.:
be the same as under normial fc;:i‘rcu:msfdnc‘:es‘ - fo ehsure sound des)éioﬁrﬁenf , weiI-J ‘
.Iocatgd and suitably séWicéd. There is no inherent d#pééi‘ of the poterﬂilal airport-; -
generated dév’e,ldpment which would ihfél;fé}‘e with carr&ring out these deve'ldpméﬁf |
objectives in our judgment . The specific qudlity‘,lbcotion‘and type ;of new f’a}c.ilvifites | ,
éa;1 be controlled by the cippropridte use of the standard regulatory”dev"ic.es - bzo.niin;q
- and control of land sub-division. The fiscal resources generated by the new develop-
ment even though calculated on fhe most conservative basis, should permit the main~

tenance of continued high standards of local service,
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STATEMENT OF R. DIXON SPEAS |
PUBLIC HEARING ON AIRPORT 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, prepared for the Port of New York Authority, and.

to briefly Summafizelthem for the public record.

‘My name is R. Dixon Speass I reside in Manhasset, Long Isiand,
New York. I am the President.of R. Dixon Speas Associetes, Ine.,
aviation consultants. We were retained by the Port of New Yerk‘
Authority siightly more than a year ago to conduct a study of
certain aspeetsiof the futﬁre aitport.capacit& requirements of-the
New Jersey-New York metropelitan area. vSpecifieally;iour stude
was directed to: | | |

‘1 .. The historieel’trends and future developments
to be expected in operational transport aircraft..

l2 .;vThe contribution of airline passenger schedules‘
- to total airport activity.

3 .. The capability of VTOL (helicopter and other
vertical takeoff and landing) ailrcraft to
contribute to the total airlift requirements
as segregated air traffic.

4 .. Operational‘aspects and economics of high volume
City Center-Airport Service by VIOL aircraft.

Our firm has_provided consultant services in'the field of air

traﬁsPO:tation since 1951. We have been active in major phases of
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civil aviation planning and operations in many projects involving
both technical and economic conéidefations._ Our previdus work has
included forecasting markets for advanced aircréff_both conventional
and VTOL, finéncial and operational suitability studies of specific
transport aircraft, and operational and cost analyses of helicopter
services. Wé have accomplished}project work for many airlines both -
U. S. and oVerséas, airport and industrial concerns, aircraft and

engine manufacturers and other business corporations.

I personally have been active in the field of air transportatioh

for more than twentyfyears since my graduation from the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology as an aeronautical engineer. I also spent
one year at the Boeing School of'Aerqnautics where I qualified as a
trénsport pilot. During ten years of employment with a major U. S.
airline, I was aétive in engineering and held positions as Assistant
to the Vihe'fresident of Engineering, Director of Engineering and

-Mainténance-Air Cargo.Division and SpeciallAssistant to the President.

Our firm's contribution to the Port Authbrity’s>overall study of

the factors relating to airport requirementsvand sites in'the
'metropolitan»Néw Jersey-New York régibn is the forecast of future
aircraft movements into and out of the region which will bé required

to transport all future air passenger traffic.

Any. study to determine the region's future airport requirements

must consider many factors:
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. The volume of future passenger traffio'
: both domestic and international. :

The spec1f1c destinations to which these .
passengers will travel. ’ , .

“The number and types of aircraft which

will move into and out.of the region to

handle this traffic. ‘

‘How the passenger traffic demand will

- cause these aircraft movements to peak

at various times of the day.

In addition to passenger air traffic, considerétion must be given
to the growth in volume of air'cargo which will move through the
area, the type of alrcraft which can be expected to handle it, and
the number of aircraft movements which w111 be required to carry
the load. The activity of general aviation aircraft 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 oomplex to determine the need for'added facilities.

PASSENGER MOVEMENTS

 The stﬁdy accomplished by R. Dixon Speas‘Associates derived the
future‘aircraft'moveﬁents required to handle regionalkpassenger .
traffic. A‘forecast of the'ﬁumber of airline passengers which
WOuld’be moved into and out of the New York‘region in future years
wasiprovided by the Forecast and-Analysie Division of the Port of
New York Authority, The Port Authority's forecest, Whioh analyzed‘

many factors cOntributing-to‘the growth in air traffic in the

New Jersev State Liorary
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future indicates that the region will be called upon to handle a
. total of 24,700,000 passengers in 1965 and 45,300,000_in«1975.
In addition to fofecasting'grOWth in total traffié an analysis
was méde to detérmine the respectiﬁe fﬁtufé volume 6f Eravel-to

various domestic and overseas destinationms.

Ap'extensive analysis of past airline services was accomplished in :
'. order to establish a basis for forecasting futuré airéraft movements.
From these‘analyses;'the number of plane movements into and out of o
the region, the number of seats offered in various types of service
and the pattern of hourly distribution of mqvéments was established,‘
These analyses also established the influence of through-flight'
passengers oﬁ the region'é aircraft movements, as well as the réla-1 i
tionship of the number of movements required in a.peak'peripd 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 giveh volume of traffic the number
of airéraft movements reduired will be less when larger aircraft are
used. Our spudies made full analysis of the factors‘determinihg

5 future tfansport aircraft characteristics. This»wofk included de-
. tailed réview, with.the Natienal Aeronéuticsvand Space Administration;j'
of the téchnicai, operatibnal, and economic'feasibility of all major

air vehicle design trends.

In addition, all major aircraft and engine manufacturers were.




intefviewed to determine their views on the feasibility and timing
of potential transport aircraft projects.‘ A large number of U. S.
airlines were also eontacted regarding their views on future |
equipﬁent requirements and the extent and timing of their future
re~equipment programs. With this background fhe 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 and airline service patterns. It should
be noted at this point that, based on full evaluaﬁioﬁ of technical
and economic factors, no significant replacement of'conventional
aireraft by VIOL aircraft in scheduled air transport is forecast

for the years 1960-1975.

,‘The hourly distribution of total aircfaft movements required to
transport‘air pessenger traffic is influenced by passenger demand
"for services at specifiC'times of the day, as are the railroads,
buses, tuﬁnels and bridges. In consideration of the manner in
which traffic demand will concentrate the requirement for aircraft\
movements at specific times of the day in future years account was
teken of the growth of tfaffic to each'specific area, both |
domestic and 1nternat10nal and of the influence of advanced .type
aircraft on reduction of travel time and de31rab1e arrival and |

departure hours.

55



CARGO MOVEMENTS

A forecast of future air cargo activity'in the region'was madelfor
the Port Authority under the dlrettlon of Professor Stanley H. Brewer.
Professor Brewer has done extens1ve work in the air cargo field for
such organizations as the Boelng Company, Stanford Research Institute, -
University ovaashington as wellvas manufacturers and operators of
cargo airecraft. :This study takes recognition of the advent of new |
turbine powered cargo aircraft, their establishedvcapabiiity for
providing cargo airlift at substantially reducedvoperating costs,

and the potential for_cargo rate reductions from such capability.

The recent growtn in.cargo air traffic has exceeded that‘in pasSenger
air traffic and this trend is forecast to continue in both domestiec
‘and international operations. The growth in international cargo air'
traffic is expected to be even more Eronouncedbbecause of the greater
‘reIatiVe potential'in rate reductions and because the speed advantages
of air shlpment are greater over the longer 1nternat10nal route
dlstances.} Hlstorlcally, the relative number of cargo alrcraft
movements has been small, and although substantial growth in this
element of industry is forecast, it is not anticipated that its
volume or time of movement will justify separate all cargo"airports
~ in the forseeable future. The bulk of cargo movements have
characteristically occurred at periods of:the day when'other move-
ments are not at peak activity. Although it is forecast‘tnat a
substantial volume of cargo traffic will take plaoe_(approximately .
. 350 movements per day in 1975) they will continue to have only |

moderate impact on peak hour air traffic demand.
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GENERAL AVIATION

A forecast of the requirements of general av1ation activity in the
New York region was accomplished for the Port Authority by the firm:
of Booz, Allen and Hamilton. This firm is one of the countries’
1argest.management consultant organizations. They have been‘active‘
in the field of aviation studies and pianning in many projects'for.
government and industry. They haveveXtensivehekperience in general
»aviation in‘project'work_for‘thevFederal Aviation'Agency. Their
study analyzed the'air‘traffic demand for the many typés of aviation
.lactIVIty other than scheduled airline flights. ThiS'category is'

referred to as general aviation. ' It is significant to note that

' r'although -all of the scheduled airlines in the U. S. operate ‘an aggra—

'gate of less than 2,000 airplanes, t vhere‘are approx1mately 1,800
~active general aViation aircraft based in the New Jersey-New York:
metropolitanvregion.alone. A large percentage of these aircraft,
'.plus many‘itinerants from other areas, are used in business flying,
charter ooerationsvand air taxijservices - The growth of general
av1at10n in recent years has been rapid and it is expected to
continue so for the forseeable future.P There is a very active
‘present demand for use of the maJor av1ation faCllltles of the area
in all weather 0perations.. A large segment-of general aviation
' activity is among aircraft with high standards of equipment and
foperating,capability equivalent to air 1ine standards.~ Many of the"d
aircraft in this category are 1arge airline types. A substantial ”T‘h'
number of these aircraft find it necessaryjtd use,fand pay the'
landing fees for”access,‘to/the major airports for such reaSOnS;as .
| | ————
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charter and air taxi connections with scheduled airlines, business
aircraft passengers require connections or access to airport
‘adjacent business areas, ‘and larger aircraft requirina the phys1ca1

fac1lities of maJor airports..

The activities. of general aviation'airCraft are influenced!hy many f_
of the same factors that establish the peak hour air traffic demand

of scheduled airline movements. It is expected that the two classes
of movements = general av1ation and: airlines - w1ll continue to have

similar demand patterns.

AIRPORT CAPACITY

The capacity of airports in the region for handling air trafflc
demand was studied by Airborne Instruments Laboratory. Their report '
and the qualifications of this firm have been presented to you -
separately\by one of their representatives. A.T. L ‘s.eXtensive work
in this field established the criteria ‘and the limits on the capac1ty
of the regions airports to accommodate aircraft movements 1nto and.
"'out-of the area in ‘periods of poor weather whenvaircraft»operations
must'be:conducted under instrument flight rules .(IFR). Their |
studies‘1ooked‘not_onlyiatfthe present capacity of the regions
T\airports but.also°atﬂways.in Which capacity cOuld be‘impr0ved'

through modifioationjor expansion of‘facilities;, The influences -

~and interrelationShip of the complex air traffie'control requirements .’
in the area werehalso studied ‘Fromvthis WOrk‘there was'established';s-
©a maximum practical peak hour IFR capac1ty for the future regional ‘ii
» airport,system. A summary of peak hour air traffic movements

T
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required‘to handle future traffic in the area Can be seen to
exceed even the improved capacity of the reglonal airports in
the 1mmed1ate future with the deficiency of capac1ty becomlng

—

more serious in suceeedlng years:

SUMMARY OF AIRPORT CAPACITY &
. PEAK-HOUR I.F.R. AIR TRAFFIC DEMAND

1965-1975
‘General , Airport
Passenger CAll- Cargo Aviation ' Capacity o .
Year Aircraft Aircraft Aircraft Total (IFR)  Deficiency
1965 112 2 22 136 123 13
1970 30 7 41 178 137 S 4
1975 143 16 . 78 237 151 86

This summary portrays the forecast dir traffic demand in relation

to the 1mproved capac1ty of the rezlons three major alrports. It

. can be seen that air traffic movements w1ll exceed the expanded

capac1ty of the current alrports. The urgent need for early

planning and constructlon of added facilities is cleerly,shown,
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In addltlon to the technlcal statlstlcal and‘neCessarily
,theoretlcal studles whlch have been made on thlS matter, there
are broad and deep over-riding considerations which must be taken

into account on behalf of the citizens of New Jersey.

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 fac111t1es.
I travel extensively in consulting engineering work andrscarcely a
month goes by but what I visit or fly.over New5Jersey. In reflect~
ing upon the-last:ZS years of association with New Jersey, my mind |
goes back to my first visit to the air transpbrtation center of
'Metr0politan’New Jersey-New York = namely.Newark Airport. To and .
from this airport in 1936 traveled business passengers, pleasure
travelers, and industries' cargoes on the then fineSthservice in
the world - approx1mately 65 outgoing and 65 incoming planes a day,
:-At that time plans were. underway for expansion of the old North
Beach Airport into LaGuardia Alrport. LaGuardia opened rn latel
1939, at approximately the time work was getting underway oh»
.Idlewiid. I well remember the time in about 1940 when a group of
airline personnel climbed up,a Wooden tower and looked out over the
sand being pumped into the area on whichdNeerorkvlnternationai‘
Airport was to be huilt. Twenty years later this airpert is not
yet fuily comoleted -‘partially because of war interruption but "
also because of the drastic changes in- fllght equipment of the
_alrllnes durlng the past 20 years, advances 1n operatlonaljtech-
| : | h ;"“‘*4V”*‘f“
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niques, and expansion of traffic requirements_beyond.expectations.
aBy 1940 there were approximately 300 arrivals' and departures-a day
from Metropolitan New Jersey-New. York region which have continued -
to grow to today s traffic of over 1200 departures and arrivals o
. every 24 hours. With two. airports then operating - Newark. and
LaGuardia - it waS'consideredifoolhardy by many_to be‘thinkingyof~‘fd‘
an. additional airport - On any theoretical or‘technical basis it
seemed overly ambitious to undertake sach a large proJect as NYIA
Vertical 11ft aircraft were receiving prominent attention.- As a'

: matter of fact New Jersey was on the airport end of an. airport

to center of town scheduled serv1ce by VTOL aircraft This |
service was from Camden Airport to downtown Philadelphia and was:

"operated by Eastern Air Lines. The vertical lift aircraft of thatiif}"

day was the Autogiro and one of the nation S political leaders
'stated - before work started on New York International Airport ...foff
"The Autogiro offers tremendous possibilities |
without large airports. That is why business

men can commnute from within 90 to 100 miles

from the centre of the city and land on the

‘centre of their roof or in any part of tovm. "

‘:'hDeSpite the, 1ack of a theoretical or technical ba91s at that time ‘
| for pos1tive assurance of sufficient traffic to £ill two airports -V
o let alone three -~ and,despite thevpromises of vertical lift : |
4,enthusiaSts, other men of Clear and practical~visi0n decided an‘y
additional airport would be needed and they. pushed through this_}s
third alrport against heavy opp051t10n Help came from those Whovj
‘had falth in the new form of transportation which' promised to do ;l
'-_much for travelers industry and general{economy of the area,
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Today a critical fequirement,is upon thé metropolitan New Jérsey-
New York area for additional facilities for airborné_traffic of
the future. It takes time to create theselfaéiiiﬁies'and”a rea-
sonable planning construction schedule Will be requiréd. When

we look at the contrast between the time to plan and construct
aviation faéilities which existed as of 1940 - the urgency of
today's criticalbrequirement 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 of air transportation -

~

present and future.

In addressing this second consideration, which‘muSt be of primary
~importance to the citizens of New Jersey and those re8ponsiblé
for the future planning of the state's well 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 operations which
have similar 1mportance in expediting
industry operations and decision making.

~ Plus the accommodations 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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Theineed for additional airport capacity is clear. The decision
now to be made as to location of these faéilities‘will have
long range significance in the industtial growth of New Jérsey

and air service availability to the citizens of New Jersey.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Eall Tom Kean - Ma 2-0775 ~ Home: Wy 2-4833

STATEMENT OF CHARLES H. MARCIANTE
Secretary-Treasurer of the
New Jersey State Federation of Labor
NEW ATRPORT LEGISLATION =~

July 12, 1961 - Public Hearing o

I am,Chérles H, Marciante. As Secretary-Treasurer of the
New Jersey State Federatioq/of Labor I have the honor of present-
ing at this hearing views of over 300,000 members of the Federa-
tion on the legislation under consideration at this‘hearihg. A

This proposed legislation éeeks to outlaw for all time the
construction of a major new airport anywhere within a Vast area
in the northern haif of this great State. Now, we in the State
Federation of Labor uhderstand full weil the feelings of those
who have sdpported and voted for this legislation. Our members
live in all sections of the State - including the counties within
which no airport could be built 1f this bill becames law.

I yant to ask that the record of this hearing shdw that the
State Federation of Labor is opposed to thils anti-airport legisla-
‘tion. We therefore urge it be vetoed and call upon the Republican
and Democratic candidates for Governor.to also reqdest that the
bill be vetoed. - |

The proposal in substande is a legislative declaration:on
the subject of airport site.location. s such, it is defective In
séverallrespect53 It doen't reach the basic question - whether or
not such an airport is needed in the best interests of the peoplel
of‘New Jersey. It jumps right to the matter of location. Legis;'
lation such as this in no way takes into account the complei array'
of technlcal, economic and practical-factbrs thch necessarily muast

be considered in providing a major airport in this area.
' | | MORE
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I would not presume to speak here to day on controlling
technological’matters affecting the location‘of a major alrport.
These have been studled exhaustively by specialists under the aus-
pices of The Port of New York Authority. |
_ But let me Say that northeastern New Jersey historically
has been the largest industrial and population center Within the
_State. Despite the migration of people and 1ndustry westward and
southward for several years, this general region still remains tha
primary metropolitan area of the State-»although fore-casters have
- sald that in the years ahead the area will grow faster along its
outer perimeter. By the terms of the bill under examination, air
vtravelers"and alr cargoes into and out of this key reglon would
have to make lengthy and inconvenient trips. to and from the air-
port in an age when efficient air transportation is indiSpensable
to prosperity.
| Trips to outlying airports would be. prohibitively expensive.
In either event, the attractiveness of air travel would be largely
,7diminished. ' This means that the anti-airport bill, if enacted,
would cast a'darkvshadow on'any prospects - no matter how dim -
that the people and commerce of the northern nart of New Jersey
would ever be able to obtain air transportation facilities which
~are adequate, accesible and economic.' In other words, by barring
alrports from northern New Jersey you would probably foreclose ail
2 chances of meeting in a realistic way the growing air tranSportation |
‘ needs of this,region. ‘Such an unfartunate event inevitably would,
drive business and industry out of the State and make it unattrac—
tive to new business.
- In other words, continued growth of the economy of northern
New Jersey will require congtruction of a new major airport.
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This legislation will not succeed in ﬁurning back the clock
to horse and buggy days. Modern 1ndustry 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 1n recent years
'shows that aviation has become 1ncreasing1y popular as a mode of
goods dlstribution. And no one seriously questions the fact that
business peréonnel relies upon air tranSportation.

Now, what happens if é majof‘industrial afea 1s cenied con-
vehient air transportation? Obviously the area becomes less de-
sirablé than it otherwise would be. We cannot afford to let the
'business and industry in nprthern New Jersey deteribfate or fail"
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 such as that under
consideration here today. | |

Establishment of a new major airport would be & stimulus
to our e'conomy.5 I am talking abodt}new jobs. Employment and
1ncome:wou1d.be stimulated in three major aspects: 'construgtiOn'
of the airport; operation of the airport; impact on the general
economy of the region. The members of the State Federation of
Labor haVe a heavy stake in each of theée aspects.

Jobs and wages for skilled construction workers will be very'
conslderable while the alrport is being built, I understand that
roughly five years of construction would be required before ény mae
Jjor new a;rport would beloperableia ahd that'substantial construcék
tion activities w@uld cohtinue forvmény years theréafter. . Exper- .
ience at'New York International AirportrdemOnstrates graphically
that new construction on a substantial scale is a longaterm pro-
position. For example, in the eleven’ years it has been open, the

66 MORE



Port Authority has invesed $290 million in that airport and it is '
st1ll 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 equipmént, establishmentvbf count-
less service facilities. Cost of baslc fleld and bullding con=-
struction alone'has‘been estimated at $1795 million or more during
the beginning of the job. | o

A new major airport would naturally provide an extremely. im-
}portant source of permanent employment for many thousands of persons.
I know‘that.iﬁ 1959isome 51,000 people were employed direqtly ih
air transportation and closely related industries at the four
major metropolitan airports. Théy earned over $341,000,000 in
thét one year alone, They worked for airlines, aviation servicing
companies, alr cargo operators, ground transporﬁation cbmpanies,}
consumer sgrvices, 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. Thelr wage levels would be far above the av-
erage in the community. New Jersey can 1l1l-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 airp ort. The exact number
of new dollars that would be earned by both business and labor is |
-impoSsible to estimate, ‘ |

I have outlined in some detail the business and job.éonsid-f
erations related to the establishment of a new major airport ih New:‘
Jersey because theselconsideraﬁipns must be weighed most carefuliy
before taking action on the antl-airport bill, Let there be no
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mistake about it., If this bill is approved I believe that the
people of this State will be sold short,
~ The studies which have been made raise the prospect that the
only place in New Jersey where a new major airport can be econom-
1cally established and used is somewhere within the very area which
would be foreclosed by this legis’l‘a‘tioo° -Thus perhaps what 1s
really being declded here is not=where an airoort will be, but
whether there will be an airport at all. ) _
I am personally proud of the fact that in 1959 the New Jersey
Federation of Labor wae the very~first organizatioh in the State to,.
go on record 1n favor of the basic proposal that a new. airport be -
built somewhere w1thin New Jersey. On December 30, 1959 our Exec-
utive Council adopted a Resolution commending the Port Authority
"for its foresight and determination. to keep the metropolitan‘area '
abreast of ﬁhe tiemendoUs requirements.brought on'byithe.advancement
of ailr transportation to a point where it has become our basic med-
iumeof inter~city communication." My fellow officers and I were
inetructed by this Resoluticn to cooperate in efforts to bring about
- the realization of a major new air terminai. |
Nothing has happened to alter this position. On the contrarj,-
if the legislation under consideration is signed the realization
of any new ailr terminal in New Jereey will be'jeOpardized.' Perhaps
1t is natural for our New Jersey members to express their self
interest by urging here today that this destructive pilece of
.emotiooel rather than practical 1egislation recelve the treaﬁment}

it deserves, we récommend that it be vetoed.

-30-
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STATEMENT OF FRANK L. PHILLIPS,
JERSEY JETPORT SITE ASSOCIATION,
ON GROWTH OF NEW JERSEY

- To The Honorable Robert B. Meyner, Governor of the State of New Jersey:

I am sure you will agree that New Jersey has had
substantial growth during 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) 25.5%
New York 12.9%
Pennsylvania ' 7.8%

Retail Sales - % Increase 1960 Over 1953

New Jersey A 31.8%
New York : 20.5%
Pennsylvania ' 12.4%

Employment -~ % Increase‘1960 Over 1950

New Jersey 16.7%
New York v : 12.5%
Pennsylvania - 3.3%

Manufacturing Establishments - % Increase 1958 Over 1947

New Jersey , 30.6%
‘New York . 13.7%
Pennsylvania ' 1.8%

(Use of percentages here takes into account the differences in areas
and does not distort the picture, because all three states had
substantial development at the beginning of the period.)

The Morris area is contributing substantlally to the State's

growth. It has been a magnet for research laboratories and a variety

of light industries seeking the peaceful atmosphere of this suburban
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-and semi-rural section;; This atmosphere is a'considerable factor‘in
attracting and holding the skilled workers theylneed.'
For example, justhithin a seven :ile radius near Morristown"

~

there are at least 33 sizeable new businesses or substantial additions

to existing élants; This group alone (iist attached) employs.about
8,000 people and includes such‘firms'asbAllied:ChemicaIVResearch,
Warner Lamﬁert, Esso ‘Research, BeneficialvManagement and Geherai
Drafting Company. Allied‘Chemical-Research will expahd anotherlé,BOQI_
-people by 1963. | | |

The North Jersey area probably has the greatest concentration:
of reeearch effort in the country. It is no accident that more than |
10% of all U. S. research dollars are spent 1n.the 1dea1 thought -
climate of New Jersey.

The products of this. research are the vital ingredients for
further industrial growth throughout the State. If we permit a
jetport'to'worsen the living.cohditions near our laboratories, our
_scientiSts;will be lured away to greener pastures, and scouts froﬁﬂ
“organizations in other states are:always at hand4With offers.

For the continuation ofvohr State's growth, much depende
ontthe'ability o£ all.counties.tovdo theirfpart. -But to date the
- horthern counties*,.with,thehelpjofgcertain natural'advantagee;v

' have contributed the lion's share:

"* Mercer and Monmouth Counties and above. The ,
‘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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Pdpulation Increase, 1960 Over 1950

Northern Counties - 891,000
Southern Counties - 341,000

Retail Sales Increase, 1960 Over 1950

Northern Counties - $2,359,000,000
Southern Counties =~ 650,000,000

Covered Employment, Increase 1959 Over 1950

Northern Counties - 146,000
Southern Counties - 46,000

Manufacturing Establishments; Increase 1958 Over 1947
Nofthern Counties - 2,757
Southern Counties - 540
Can the southern counties get in the big league?
Notwithétanding developments in the Delaware Valley area, data* on
tﬁe most recent pheﬁomenon'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 Counties have benefited from
proximity to New York harbor. But w1th the" 1evpling-off of shipping**

and the increase of air freight as factors in growth we havp a unique

* Survey by New Jersey Manufacturers' Association
** See "Frelght and the Metropolis" Chapter 2, published
by Regional Plan Association.
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-opportunity to create our own grthh-generator. In One stroke &e
.cah utilize the open spaces ofVSouth Jersey and become a port which'
both our New York and Penﬁsylvaniq neighbors‘wil; pétronize. Inétead
of being.a "funnel opgnﬂat.both'ends", New Jéréey cah_become the
dominant factor in the Middle Atlantic are;.‘

And a gléﬂceiat the map will show how well such an airport
in South Jersey will ser@e}all New Jersey éitiéé: Atlantic'City, )
Vineland, Camden, Trenton, Asbury Pafk, gerth‘Amboy, New Brunswick,
Elizabeth, Newafk - even. Jersey City) Paterson and Paésaic are
readily.accessible via highways or failroads;'

_ The Port Aﬁthority is interested in glorifying the Port
of Neﬁ Ybfk.‘ Let us be'interestéd in develoéing our Qhoie State in
ways that will be beneficial to allvand detrimentai to none. An

.airport in South Jersey will build without destroying.
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GROWTH OF BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY IN 7-MILE RADIUS
_ MORRISTOWN VICINITY -

New Plants or Substantial Additions

3951~1961
1. L. Bamberger Co., Morristown ' o 400
2. Hungerford Plastics, Hanover o ‘ 175
3. U. $. Radium, Morristowa - ‘ - 35
4. Texas U. S, Chemical, Parsippany o 70
5. Nuclear Corporation of America, Denville 150
6. Singer Manufacturing COmpany ~ Research
- Center, Denville 135 ' .
7. Allied Chemical Research, Morri%town 700 (3500 by '6!
- 8. Mennen Company, Morristown ‘ , 500 o
'9. Sandoz Pharmaceutical Co., Hanover ' - 225
10. Warner Lambert Pharmaceutical Co., -
- . Morrie Plains . 1,400
11. Automatic Switch,-?lorham Park ' o 650
12, Nicolet Industries, Florham Park 40
13. Silver Burdett Company, Morristown 160
14, Dairypak Butler, Inc., Morristown 100
15, Airtron Corporation (Litton), o
‘ Morris Plains’ | 300
16. Esso Research Center, Florham Park 600
17. Cameron Machine Co., Dover - 280
18. Pacquin, Inc., Parsippany 100
19, Advance Pressure Castings, Denville 180
20. Rayonier, Inc., Whippany 90
21. Beneficial Manaqemeﬂt co., Morrisfown : - 350
22. Radio Corporation of America, Rockaway 475
23, Thermal American Fuze Quartz, Boonton 40 -
24, Ballantine Labs, Boonton S .70
25. Calculagraph Co., Hanover - ' - 100
26. Dale and Rankin, Hanover ‘ 38
27. Design Service, Whippany 100
28. Fairleigh Dickinson University, Madison 150
29. Qontrol Products, Hanover 25
30. General Drafting Co., Convent Station 190
3l. Hooper Holmes Bureau, Inc., Morristown = 165
32. Marotta Valve Corp., Taylortown - 140 .
33. Microwave Services International, Ine. - ‘ :
Denville ‘ 35

Total Employees at these Plants 8,165
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Statement ,
by Anthony M. Hauck, Jr.

' SENATE BILL NO. 218

- My n&meiia‘Anthony M, Hauck, Jr, I live atIWhitehouaa, Readingtoﬁ
‘ownship, Hﬁnterdoh GCounty, New Jersey., I am a practicing Attorney of
he State of New Jersey and o member of the law firm of Hauck‘aﬁd
lﬁtton, Glintbn,‘New JarSey, | |

- I speak agéinst Benaﬁe Bill Wo, 218, I represent the Hunturdonw
iom@réet Assoclation for Progress, We ara/hewly formed non-proiit
Lssociation'formed under Title 15 of the Revlised Statutes of New Jersey,
’apers wefe filed Monday in the County Clerk's»Office'at Flemington
mnd yesterday with the Secfetary of Stéﬁe. This is a'neﬁ group
started two weeks a&o when two of the trustees, both business men in
uhe Whitehouse area, after watching and llstening to the hysteria
juring the. past year and a half craated by the opponents of a jet
Jommercial airporq with nunerous meetin&s, letbers and petitions,
iecided to make a paersonal survay among some of their friends and
nelghbors, They were astounded by the fact that almost 100& of the
paopie.they contacted‘were'éifher outright for a cbmmercial jeﬁ'airportk
at the Solbérg-ﬂunterdqn slte, kunown as tha,Soméraet-Huntéfdon Site
in the report of the Port of Aﬁthority.of New York, or were for it but
reluctant to take a ‘publlc. s tand because of a possible effect to |
their businesses by the opposing group,

Like most property owners, farmers and-businesa:men in this great
State of New Jef&ay, they wefe appalled and'becomingmfrighﬁenedbbecause
of the constant 1lncrsase of taxes and tha’ﬁurden created thereby, They
realize'thét the best way'tpyobtain relisf from the bgﬁden bf.taxa§ion -
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is+ through now industry, which in turn willuvcreata nsw jobs, newl'
- puildings, new roads ete, S0 a 1ittle over twentj farmers and |
business men met and.formed this group known as the Hunterdon-Somerset
Assbciation for Progress, Irwill now read the most lmportant purposes

“of this Assoclation:

The purposes for which the corporation is formsd are

as follows!

(a)“Ta propose means to inerease révénue for the Counties pr
Hunterdon and Somerset by ancauragin@ new ;nduatriea; businasﬂ;
research laboratories, ote. to locate in the area.,
| (b)r,Tp work,toward and promote the bullding and establlshment
of a'cbmmarcial jet aivport undqp'the sﬁparvision and managoment of
the New York Port of Authority at the Solberg~ﬂuntardon Airport; known
as the Hunterdon Somerset site in Readin@bon Township, Hunterdon County,
New Jarsey, | |
(e) To dlsseminate information to voters and taxpayers in the
Huntardon~30ﬁersat Goun@y areas sbout thﬁiproposad Solbergwﬂunterdon
Airpoﬁt, known as the Hunterdon Somerset slte in Readington Township,
Hunterdon County, Hew J@rsey; _ , |
(d) To fully cooperate with the Governing bodles of the countles
of Huntmrdon_and Somerset and the Governing bodles bf the varioué
munlolpalities wilthin the sald counties in bringing new industry  and
business in the area thréugh adﬁertising, promotion, etc. in order to
lower taxes which have been constantly Inecreasing In the past,
Tha namss, addresses and ocoupations of the original seven Trustess
- of this Association aré a9 followss |
Thoinas Harvey, Route 22,.Whit&h0uﬂ6, N.Js, Owner of a largmlchavfolet Ageno,

J. Beyan Welsh, R.,D, Whitehouse Statlon, N;J.,,OWner of a largs farm
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Andrew Laeh@nmayr,‘Whitehou%e utation, M a.; Ownef of a 1arge férm

Thome s hearns, h D. 3, bomerville; Nuda, 0wner of tavern and rascaurant

John R Haver, R. D 2, Lubanon, N;J., Permev and property owner

Thomas Dennig,-w D. Galifon, Neduy AaYGsman and propertv ownur ‘ .

William Js ﬂance, Whitehouse, Nid., Retall milk dealer and property ownen
In this great countvy of ours we ars *nvolved in an enormmua

&truggle,;Communiat‘controlled countries vs, Freedom of the Western‘

Democracies. We are allvfeavful of an out and 6ut'atomid_war,‘but

xan aven graéterJ0ﬁﬂ@@5 isn't it far worse to be ehsiavéd’ﬁndéf 8 -

vcommuniatio regime baoausa of Lha threat of economic disaster?

2 C’?P) P 2zmes WEE&
I have here. in ircnb ‘of me e=o : ﬁﬁ&&ﬁ%tzganéay'a

caazz o7 T
. 78 and I quote from 1t and ask that this be made part of

the recordz 477;729//;7 9*'/}{7

- The way to m@@t thla threat ia with contimu&d economio prcaparity‘”
in this aountry and its free 5overnmant under the principles of
freedom and domomr&cy. | o
A largﬁ aommercial airport in the Solber& Hunterdon area would
add g@n@rally to the ﬂchOMicalﬁEPOWth of this graat country of ours
and add in keeping us ghﬁmd ofyth& Communist Pcwera."Your‘Excallancy,
Goﬁarndﬁ Meyneb, all you‘naed to do to be convinded of this 1s to
' carefully ruad the raport, af WniCh I hﬁVe a copy here, which was .
issued by the PorL of Hew York ﬁuthority, and particulavly this |
portion under the Second Section antitled "lmportanca of Aviatlon ba
~ The Economy of the Reglon” bn Psga 5:
- . READ MARKED PORTIONS |
. This report ls an unbiased report prepared after aareful study by
" individual groups such as Harvard Univeraity for the Regional Plan

Aasociation, Inc.
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I have here a serles of tmx bills of certain real estate propérties

in Headington.wanahip Tor the past five yoars: READ THI SEVERAL
- TAX 3ILLS; What has caus&d thilas tremendous inaréms& in feml esﬁmta
property taxes? Inflation,-tram&mdoug riﬁin@ of schaml'ceﬁts; tha
building of new vroads, new large reservolrs, new college buildings,

new hospitals for bhe slck and sged and msny obher causes, most 1f nab_HJ
all neu@asary.g What 13 being done, what can be doﬁe? Mﬁﬁy have aaiﬂ':
that the equalization of taxes tog@thar with 100k asm&ssmenﬁ-is.the |
answer., Oh yes, we have been told that this would reduce the tax rate.
that taxation would bé.fairer and equaliéed and the tax bill of most

of us would be reduced, :This will be true for a short perlod of time.
,buﬁ won{t'bh1s,givé thé-sébool boards, ths local county and state

heads 6f gbvérnment more money t6 spend and in a short period of timel
won'tt wa all be paying agaln too much money for taxes.,

My grdup feeis ﬁhat the enswer to high taxafion 1s the introductioﬁ
of industry, new cbm@anies, new research leboratorles, which wouid |
mean more"néw jobs for ﬁeople who will be paid wages to be apent 1ln the
communlty, the buil&ing-of new homes, the purchase of more automobiles,
the purchase of morevrefrigaritors, more electrie stoves, nore hot
water heaters, which In turn will glve the business mén in th@ various.

4 communifies a‘greatar incéme. | _ M

The farmers who balong to our organization have been faced with
‘near disaster, The poultry men}aré virtually out of business, the'
dairy men have been faced with the high cost of machinery plus the lv
need to pay high wagés to their farm laborers to meet salaries 13”’,.; 
Industry, .These men don't want ﬁandouts, These men don't waﬁﬁ
subsidles. They don't want to be in fha position of the New York‘ 
farmer who received a large amount of monej frém the Federal Govarﬁmenh

and bought a Cadallao automoblle and made the trip to Washlngton to
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advertise ths unfalrness of this tvp@'o?lhelp. They wént tﬁé righﬁ %t
this time, where farmlnn is no lonber profiteble in the State of New ,.
Jersey, to be ‘blo to divide their fder arnd . a@ll the lotb at a fair
price._ They are not interested in letting the 1&nd lav idla(and
receive large sums of money from the F@d@ral Soll Bank and from the .

failure to grow wheat and other crops. -

- I would like to call to the ubtention of your Exeellenoy an
article taken from the Plainfi@ld OOUrier News, published in Plainfield, |
‘New Jersey, which is an excellent newspaper and which is circulated ta |
a great ektent in Hunterdon Counby. " The title is "Problem in. Suburbia"
and I will only reﬂd th& first two paraaraphs and then I would 11ka to
have’ thi's put in as parb of the rscord: | ' ' ! |

:"“It 1is amaving how easy 1t 18 to ‘get people all stirred up over &
aubject 1ike a jatport in Morris County which 18 sevaral yaars off in
the future. |

“, What people in our'area ahculd get excited about 1s rail transporta-
tion, a problem walch ls with us now and has bcen for some tlie,"

Our group feels that although the Port of New York Auvthority has
suggested that in the event that the Solberg Hunterdon site 1s
chosen that a monorail shall be built,in order to f&oilitata transporta-
ftiop,‘i,call to the atten;ion of Your Excallehcy and the Lagiélature
. of New Jéfééy; that a railrbﬁd that has been in existence for:many'
yaara'runé right next to thse siﬁe'o£ the S@lberg Hunterdon Airéorﬁ,
namély'the'Ceﬁtﬁai'ﬁaiirdad of Vaw*Jersey. Itvwés only'two daya ago
that the Hew York New Haven and Hartford flled a petition of bankruptcy.
" The State of Now Jersey, with the consent of 1t5 people, havé:. been n
helping the Central Railroad of Hew Jbrsey and_othsr railroads to keep |
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oﬁﬁ76f'bdnkruptcy; Thé.Fedefal deernmant'at th@ preﬂentrtim@fafa
‘studying ways and means of helping thase‘railroads. Here ié an
'excellent opportunity to add - to the economic growth or the Shate of |
\'New Jersey by the use of buaes with flanga wheels running on tha track&
'of the Central Railrpad of New Jersey,from the Solberg Hunterdon Airport k
site tb bhe ﬁérminal at Communipau ih New Jersay§§incé th@’G@ntfél--‘
Railroad of New Jarsey is oonnected with the Lehigh Vallay Railroad
‘end with the Pennsylvania Rallroad of New Jerse: uth“;g. buses with

tracks of ¢
flan$a whsels could be conneotad with thﬂiﬁudson»Manhattan Tubea.'

I believe that bhis was done by one of the important railroads in or
fabout Ghicago, ﬁhe resulh of which was to pull that rallroad out er

a. stata of failura. | '

3 Buses with flange wheela on the railroad tracks would prevant the

neceasity or ordinary busea and Carey 1im@uainea from being tied up: in
'heavy traffic as &a rasult of cross roada, red 1ighta and traffic Jama.

The ride would be pleasant and fast and the servica could be used not
- only by people CQmming to and from the alrport but by the many people
in the countias throu&h.whioh thesa railroads run, such as Somarset
and Union Goﬁnties.

| My group feels that tha answar 13 the building 0f a large Jet

'vcemmeraial airport in North Jbraey. I am sure Your Fxcellenoy has

read tho report of the Pcrt of N@w Yorm authority and a0 we opposﬁ.“
‘ this,bill,bacaua@ it 13 a deliberabe attempt to prevent the eeénom1a 
growth of the State of New}Jérsey when 1t 1a deliberata1y naeded.
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3 present It 1s not ny parrowative to sn@ak today as to whether this .
1e P.A,

sport commercial alrport should be at the. Solbarg Hunterdon alte or at-
2 full |

3 Pr00£havworr1s Gounby sita or at any other of the othar slten which are
nat the -

ir- 1g§sar1b@d in the raport of the Port of Authmrity. The aole. Qumation
ort w ,

ive  here, today, 13 ahould Sanata BL1l No. 218 become & law,
3 a

reat economic RLAD SEWATE BILL WO, 218
plift, L ‘ o
‘ You know, semstimes I think we are sending too many lawyers to
‘the Legialature and that we ought to have more good. salid“buainéaa"
men;‘ Y@ay_l am a 1awver and I was a member of the Ganersl Aﬂﬁambly
for the yesr 1932,
| Governor Mayn@r/xigozgggér tha Attornay Gmnmral'a Office oy
your privata Goqnaalyhava given you a legal opinlon as to whether
this Aat.lafconstitutional;- Wa\bppose it‘bacéua@ we say it is
unconstiﬁutiénal in that it is contrér& to &rtlale'l'of'tha New
Jarsay Oonatituticn which reads as rollowsz A1l paraons ébé’ﬁy nature
'fr@e and Independent, and hava certain naturtl and unallenable ri&hta,
amona which are those of enjoying and d&fandimg 1life and 1ib@vty, of
aoquiring, poasaasiug and protecting pwaperty, nnd of purguimg and
obtaining safety snd happlneas,” | | | -
By the passage of thia A§t,y6u éfa'preventin@\tﬁe'pﬁﬁlié in Worth
Jersey under the New Jersey Génsbitutienlnrbiclé I 6f aoquifimg,’
po«sessing and of protesting proparty by telling them "you sannot
'8911 or use this prop@rty for a apecirxc purpose, nammly a aommaroial .
’vairport L ‘ | | |
Ws say thisz bill 15 unconmtituttonal also bea&usa it s oantrary ’
‘to the Fourteenth Amﬂndmant of tha Unlted Statesy OonsLitﬁtloa which

roads as follmwaa "o 3tate shall wmake or anforcﬁ any law whiqhs

shall abridge the privileges er immuinities of e¢itizens of the United
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States, Nor shall any Sﬁate deprive any person of 1ife, iib@rty or
'prapéwty with@ut due process of lsw, nor dany to any person within
'.1ta jurisaictian the @qual'prot@avinn‘of the law," |

What the cialablion hag shteapted to do ﬁs'tb sey, Your
Exeelloncy" that a commercisl alrport is a nuliunco poy se In tha
seven eountlesg of Movris, Huhterdon, Somarﬁmt, Uni&n, Hasex, Warren
and Passeic," 'Tha ‘people of this graat State of New Jersey have
always.be@n protectad by the right of injunction against p nuisance .
‘énd’tha cbvrﬁa of the State have provided prap P: remediea to |
anrorea the righﬁ of lnﬂunctien against nuiqanaaa, hut the Laaiqlmture'
baa aala thia 1a a ‘nulsance bnfnvo it 1s eabnblish@d. There are no
cuqem in thm %tate of New Joraey whioh state that a cpmmerdiaif&irport
is a'muismnma per 8@, I;'that was trus oppoﬁenﬁs to thabvérﬁ imporﬁant
alrport in the 01ty of Newark would have obtained Injuncbions through
~tha proper proOedure. why~shmuldfth@,nagisléturﬂ'or'the Stéfe,px How
 Jerssy be alloved to substitute %enate'ﬂill‘wc. 218 in the'place and
stead of an 1mportmnﬁ, uraerly prOﬂedure throuuh the Oourte,

But Lhm Bogial&tura has go:w further than this,"The L@@ialatﬁre
has sald 1n effect that a Qcmmereial alrport iaim nuisance pei~a@ in.
the.couﬁtima‘gf,Morris, Hunterdon, Soﬁﬁrsﬁt, Unlon, Essax;x%arran.and' _
Pawsaiﬁ but 1t is not a nulsence per se in the Goﬁnty of Ebrgan’fobl
inatanée, the County of Mﬁroar for instance, the County of Cape May -
for ﬂn«tance. Aran't the other fourtesn countles part of thils great

bate of Naw J@rsey?

i

I call to your Pvcalloncy'w ettention Suprene Gourt declslon, in: the

case of Katobimmr-ﬁaalty‘ﬂo, v, Webstor, 20 N,Jd,, Paﬂahllu,,ﬁwga
Bplendid apinion written by the estesnsd and l@afﬁ@d Juastice Heher,
whmre the Poruubh of Naw Providence attempted to @Aﬁlud@ 8 pvapaﬂ&d .

f ahoppinp conter,  The Gourt aﬂid as foliowm.‘

81



{1-6) Use restrictions upon real property must find their
jumtiflvaﬁion in sema asp@at@ of th@ police power, reaaonably exmrtad
for th@ publia walfare. The polloe funotian cannot be expressed in terms
or ] definitiva formula thnt will automatically resolva avmrv aaaa, ror
its qualiby and sgope ape commenmurate with Lhm public sxigenaiea
ariaing frﬂm avar-ah&nging social and eaonamio condltiena. But it is
'baaia to zoning, ag with every xarcise of the poliua powar. that 1t be
ocntained by tna rule of reason; constitutionnl dua process and @qual
protectlon ordain that vhe exartion of the authority ahall not go
beyond the publia naad; there cannot ba unnecesaary and excegsive restria»
tlons upon th@ ‘use of private property or Lhe pursuit of uaerul aotivities,
8 sub&tanﬁial 1ntruaion upon bh@ right infrlngea esaenhial 1ndividua1
-liberties 1mmuna o 1e@is1ative 1nterferanca. Th@ reatrictiona
may be 0 unreaaonabla as to be confiscabmry, and tha re&ulation then
tranagresaea the organic law as arbitrary and oppresslve. Brandon Ve
‘Bcard of Gom'ra of Town of Montclair, 1zu v, JL. 135 (Sup. Ot. 19&0),
affirmad 125 N,J.L, 367 (E, & A, 19&0).

(7-11) Thm police power 1s the public right to reasonable ragulation

for the ocmmon &ood and w&lfara."Tha conatitutional principlea of o

‘due pracess anﬂ aqual protaction demand Lhat th@ exaroiaa of thﬁ power
be devoid of unreason and arbitrarinesa, and the means selected for the
gulfillment of the policy bear a real ana substantial r@latian to that"
end, In a ward, the authority coincides wibh the @saantiml public N
ne@d. And 1in Zoning thﬂra muat be a rationml ralatimn batwean the‘ ﬁw

rebulaticn and the aarviaa of th@ aaneral walfara 1n an area of action
within the rang & of tha polilce power. Lxc@aaea in th@ rea 1zation of |

the aiatnhory oonai&erationa are inadmiaaibla. ﬁchmidt Vo Board of -

Adiustmemt of Ciﬁv of ﬂewark, 9 N.J. o5 (192“1.

(12~16) It is fundamantal in aonin@ policy th&t all prqperty in
like circumstawcas be traated alik@. The use reatraiuta must be genaral

and uniform in bha particular diatriot.v Beirn v! Morrts, lh, N J. §~2
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WQ say that by the passage or this Act the restrictions barrin@
a oommﬁrcial airport ara a0 unreaaanable as to be ccnfis&atary and
ths regulaticn then tranagresses the or@anie l&w ae arbitrary and
'oppresaive.and aince the Gaurt sald- ”bhe nse ) 48 ﬂvrainta muaﬁ be in
ganaral and unifarm 1n the partioular diatrict" how 1n the world can
.tha.Legialature axplain that th;s use shall be 1llegal in the CGounties
of Morriag‘Huntérdon;'ﬁommvsdk; Unidn, Eaaex; Waﬁrah and Passalc but
atill 1ega1 and allcwabl@ in neighboring countles such as Bergen Suasex, ,
,Huds@n, Manmouth and Maraer? ' |

'This aama ra&aon&ng waa again fulluwad by Juatiae Hahev in the aaae'

Vaf Rasella va. WE,th EIEN;J. Law g when th@ Goupt aaid, " The

exaroise or the palice pawer 13 aontmin@d by the rula af vaaaan, tha
lantitheais of the arbitrary action bhat 15 alien to the ganius and |
“spirit of cur damgcrable aeciety. | | E '_ ) ,

Wa say that this Sanata Bill No. 218 1s a prnduat af hysteria andh,’
ahould ba vetoed by yeur Exeellency..; _ ,

We are . alao oppased to tha pasaa@e of benaba Bill No, 218 on tha  ;
graunds that 1t is ccntrary to th@ spirit ef ham@ rula. Day aftar day:
rfwa flnd the aevarml fifty. atataa of this great country of ours 1ooaingf 
| righhs,‘privilebas and.powars.pacause of ﬁhevusurpation_of the Feﬁaral -

Gufefnﬁént;°‘Yaan byvye&r We find'that'the prinéipleﬁ or‘fraedom and
 democracy are taken away fromfthm aountiee and municipalities by thﬁ ‘
'Lagislature and year by ywar act& ars paaaad glving bhe various nountiéa]
::bhrough ﬁheiv reapaative baamﬁ af rraaholdera which cuke away from tha ‘

citles, tewnshipa, tawna and villaaas tha right of hom@ rulaq 1his |
_}amunbry was faundad an tha ri%hts mf 1ndividuala to anjoy tha freadcm;
“previding nrderly @overnm@nta wara imrm@d. A true ﬂamocr&ay 1& bamed

'on thm govarnment of hamﬁ rula. The peopla in Waﬂhin&tmn Township,_'”
‘”’Morris Gounty; the paople in Branehburg fownahip, &ommraet Uounty;

"1‘and the. paopi& in Ra&dingtan 1own&hip, Huntardan Gaunty Mnow what e

their naighbors want. The governing bodiaa know the raaling and
A : 83 ‘ o R



tempermant of the members that make up those particular municipaLlclea
and 80 the Legislaturs of the dtata of Vew Jersay, unﬁer Title Lo,
Chapter 55 of the Revisad btatut@a gava to the various municipa}itiaa '
the right to pl&n end to. zone anﬂ to subdivide propertiaﬂ.r‘Wa are
opposed to Sanate Bill No, 213 on the furtnar ground that this is
taking away the rights of varioua ﬂunicipalitieﬂ to. eontrol 1oca1
aituations and, th&refore, ias eontrary to thﬂ apirit of the 1awa of -
:tha Stata of Bew Jerﬁay. . ‘

‘I the ﬂtate of New Jersey s allcwed to pass this typé'of
Legialatura, what is to prevent them from coming 1nto any aounty or
any seven oountiea of the Stahe of New Jersey and saying,_"n@ dalry
rarha for the production of milk ahaii"be operated in the countles

of Morris, Hunterdon; Somerset ete," Whmt will praVent the Legialaﬁibn
of the State of KNew Jersey from passing an act in which bhey state |
no sarvioe stations or no restaurants or no dootars shall practice

or no oonhractor shall build any house s or no automoblle dealara ahall
sell. any automobil&a wi thin bhﬁ several oounties of tha State of New
’Jaraay. What oan prevent gone minority group of people, and 1 say
minority, your hxaellenny, because 1t 1s my under&tanding that or

the patibion oirculating in ths Gounty of Hunterdon there wers only
7,000 to 8,000 aignatures of a poasible 5&,000 peoplae, and nf course
you know the meaning of petitions. We ﬁuuld go out tomorrow and obtain
'thousands of petitions for the eommercial airport but the quaation |
‘isn't whether or nmt a number of people sign a pqtition but the
queation 1is what 1s torvtha.gocd of mosplgf the peépi@ of the State

of New Jeraey, .  ” o - '__ |

| My, Governor, I was appoaad in the beginning to a jot alrport
in Hunuerdon Oounty until I viaitad Idlewild Airpsrt 1n Long Ialand,
I heard from many people about the terribla noiae of Jet planaa, that.
Lone ceuldn't aleep, thnt windows would be ahattered. thab eardruma
~would be punoturad, that peopla would have nervous braakdowna which

'would reault in the detriment ofaﬁhelr health and-life,, One day I



‘visited Ideluild Alrport and I deliberately stayed thers and I was
ﬁumhfbuhdéd because I found oﬁ% ﬁhat’tha noise from thé'lhrg@ jet
planea was not as @raat as the noise from the piaton driven fauv |
‘angine airerafb while on ‘the ground or landing or laaving tha graund.
. I oall ynur attention to a elipping from an ‘excellent newapapem

known as the Newark Evening Nawa" undar the date of Friday, July 7,

' entihled “Nawark Airport Jot Tests Brought Na Noise Gamp ainha”
' Evidently as the result of the Jet planse being brwught in and ouﬁ
of ﬁhe ﬂawark &irport thia rasulted in an editorlal in bha mama iaaue :
'faf tha Newark News. Thia editorial urgea the usa of th@ Newavk Airport i
| for jeta in order to pr@vanﬁ the a?rport at Newark mﬁehing with the
fate of Ohicagm'a Midway Pield, which, wl thout Jots has lost Lta
a‘proaperity and prestige to naavby O'Har@. I aak that this alipping _.vi5
be made & part of the record, | | | :
V»,In oloaing, Yaur Exoelleney, I wauld like to r&itarate that wa '.

veppoas tha pﬁ&aaga of Senaﬁe Bill HeQ 216 on the graanda bhaﬁ:

l. It will prevent the. great naed of a fuhura aconomio gvowth in

the btata of New J@ra@y. ‘ ' o
2, It is uneonatitutional in that it is againat th@ prinﬁiples aah-
fcr in Artiele I of . the New Jera@y Gonatituﬁion ‘and- tha Fourte@nth j:'
'Amandm@nﬁ of the Fad@ral Uonstitutlon. _ - : - ;
3.: The Lagislatura is in effeab atatin@ that the ap@rabicn af a o

omwereial airport is a. nuisanee per ﬂet.’ The Legialatien 1a unrair,

:_unraaaonable, aonfisoatary, arbitary and aapriaious.

‘ ‘ S the
Yy It ia unaanatibutional and unralr 4n that 1t takas awaya%ighb af

fhome rula which haa been &1ven to the various mnnialpalitiea.



ﬁ;x On tha further ground that 1@ 18 publia 1eglslation ﬁontrollxﬂg a

spacific induatry 1n the aevan countias tharebv 0ontra to th@ rulo of

law that all property in 1ike ciroumstancel be treated alika and that
g@ﬁm use restraiuta mus t b@ amneral and uniform in th@wpartieular
éistrict anywhare 1n the dtate of New Jsrsey.

. In cleaing, Govarnor Mayner, my group whnts to commend you on .

on rafuain& to ba &nowballad 1n aign&ng a blll suah as Sanate Eill
Noa 218 1n apiue ef tha raet thak the leading eandidates of the _'
"Damaaratio Partya of whioh ybu hava 1ong been a standard baarar, 10 ¢
vopposad to conmarcial jst airporta and in tha faaa of the hysterla N
- that has lad to tha spectaole of thﬁ gramt numbar of people that Are
”attendin@ thia aeasion and wha ar& in favor of tha paasa&e of thia
'bill, Qur group furthar cammenda vou en th@ fant that yau have, and A
Aundoubtadly will give. thia problam, graab atudy berare making ]
'very 1mportant d@oiaion. >

Thank Jau fov tbe privilega of repreaanting Lhia @ruup.
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STATEMENT BY |
ESSEX COUNTY SUPERVISOR WELDON vR‘ . SHFETS
AT THE AIRPORT HEARTHG |
STATE HOUSE, TRENTON, m JERSEY =  JULY 12, 1961

MY NAME IS WELDON R. SHEETS, I AM COUNTY SUPERVISOR OF ESSEX
WITH EXECUTIVE RESPONSIBILITY FOR AN INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTIAL

AREA WITH A POPUIATION OF 923,545. SINCE OUR COUNTY mcLunEs THE

" LARGEST CITY IN THE STATE: NEWARK, IT IS CLEAR THAT THE PEOPLE OF
" OUR COUNTY WOULD BE DEEPLY INTERESTED IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF ADEw

QUATE, MODERN AIRPORT FACILITIES IN ADDITION TO THOSE WE HAVE. -

IF SELFISH MOTIVATION OR PROVINCIAL SEI.F-INTEREST WERE TO
GUIDE OR POSITION, IT WOULD BE REASONABLE TO cqncwnﬁ THAT IT
wodw BE :ro-m ADVANTAGE OF ﬁssmc COUNTY TOVHAVE A NEW MAJOR AIR-
anm LOCATED cmsﬁ ‘BY, WHERE OUR COUNTY COULD DIRECTLY AND INDIRECTLY
BENEFIT FROM ~m_ADbxrxomL 181,000 JOBS mj ALLIED INDUSTRIES mr
SUCH AN,A]R'POR’I“WOULD BRING. ﬁuw THE RésmENTs OF @mis coum'ri, |

FOR VERY IOGICAL REASONS, HAVE TO AN OVERX«'\II_*HBIMII\YG EXTENT EXPRESSED

'THE DESIRE THAT THE NEN AIRPORT FACILITY BE IDCA'I‘ED EISEWHFRE. AS

- GOOD NEIGHBORS, WE OF ESSEX COUNTY MUST SUPPORT THEM. WE DO 50 WITH-

OUT RESERVATION.
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IT IS MY FEELING, AND THIS VAY BE JUST A PERSONAL REACTION,

THAT WE SHOULD ALL TAKE THE BROADER VIEW. NAMELY, THAT A MODERN

'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 WITH NEEDLESS WRANGLING AND APPLY CIVIC STATESw

" MANSHIP OF AN UNBIASED NATURE. BUT FIRST I-E‘I' US LOOK AT SOME FACTS.

1. HORRIS COUNTY DOES NOT VANT THE AIRPORT. THEIR REASONS
| ARE GOOD. I WOULD HOPE OUR NEIGHBOR COUNTY WOULD SUPPORT ESSEX
IN A SIMIIAR BASIC HOME RULE MATTER. FOR THEM WE GAN DO NO LESS.

WE SUPFORT MORRIS COUNTY. THEY HAVE A RIGHT 7O’ DETERMINE THE KIN

" OF COUNTY THEY WANT TO BE~—AND 70 KEEP OUT AN INDUSTRY THAT DOES|

S

NOT CONFORM TO THEIR CONCEPT OF WHAT THEY WANT,

2, THE COUNTIES OF BURLINGTON AND OCEAN VANT THE NEW, FACILITY,

THESE COUNTIES ARE IN POSSESSION OF AN AREA THAT CAN BE WELL DESw

‘CRIBED AS A COMMERCIAL WASTEIAND. THE PINE REGION OFFERS LANY AD=

'

VANTAGES. A LARGE AIRFORT ZONE CAN SET UP 10 PREVENT THE DEVELOPMENT

[

OF THE TYPE OF SITUATION THAT HAS CREATED A PROBLEM IN REGARDS 10

MORRIS COUNTY. FIRST=CLASS RESIDENTIAL AREAS AND TECHNICALLY UN-

DESIRABLE COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY ARE ALFAYS INCOMPATIRLE. ONE MUST |

. DESTROY OR HAMPER THE OTHER. SOUND ZONING PRINCIPLES APPLIED T0 |THE

88 .

. 1
.o/ H



soutH JERSEY AREA UNDER CONSIDEFATION CAN AVOID THIS INCOMPAT- |
ABILITY OF FUNGTION. :

|OGEAN AND BURLINGTON COUNTIES HAVE INDICATED THETR WILLING=
NESS T LEND EVERY POSSIBLE SUPFORT 10 THE VENTURE. EVEN T0 THE
| ;EX‘IV'ENT oF SETTING UP mfs AND MEANS WHEREBY SUCH AN ACTIVITY coux.‘p’ |
| BE FINANGED WITHOUT THE FORT AUTHORITY IF NEED BE. Hmré,mam,
| _smxme FOR GENERAL EéSEx‘COIINTY SENTIAENT, EVEN Tﬁoﬁaﬂ O
| DIRECT ‘Bmmir'xr. M:c_m& BE 18SS, I SUPRORT - miesm:s,ozr écmiv AND
..BURLﬁm@ﬁ comTIss. IF THEY VANT THIS AIRRORI, wﬁx’cﬁ " PIRSONA
NON GRATA 10 OUR‘NEIGHBORS IN THE COUNTY OF YORRIS, THEY sﬁéum B
ﬁ‘ELPED‘TO GET IT. FURTHIR, THE FORT AUTHORITY SHOULD Bﬁ_ EncomGEb |

TO REVIEW THEIR FOSITION AND PARTICIPATE.

3. FLIGHTkPATTEI"iNS. MOGH EAS BEEN SAID ABOUT _INTEEFﬁBEﬁCE |
WITH EXISTING léLJ:c;ﬁT PATTﬁ;.liNs IN SOUTH JERSEY, IT IS MY FEELING
. THAT WE HAVE HOT -ADﬁQUATELY CHALLENGED WHAT SOME GROUPS HAVE AGOEPTED
AS FAGT. I CANNOT cokipmcﬁENTLrAccEPT THE Rmson.md: THAT THEPRESENT
.,sou'm JERS_EIV FLIGHT FATTERN STRUCTURE CAN'N‘OT: _BE CHANGED;‘ ITIs |
| CLEAR 10 ME THAT AS WE 'iNCREASE'TﬁE INCIDENCE OF AIR TRANéPbR'r " S

* ALL FLIGHT PATTERN STRUCTURES MUST EVENTUALLY BE CHANGED., IF FOR NO

. OTHER REASON THEN TO ABSORB THE AIR TRAFFIC NEEDS OF THE FUTURE. SO =

WHY NOT CHANGE THE SOUTH JERSEY,ATR PATTERN STRUCTURE. . .NOWS



~li= o ‘
Le GROUND TRANSIT TIME. MUCH HAS BEEN MADE OF MILEAGE

- DIFFERENCE BETWEEN A NORTH JERSEY AIRFORT AND THE CENTRES 63 -
COMMERGE AS MEASURED AGAINST THE DISTANCE OF A Sou'm_ JERSEY Ame
FORT FROM MAJOR CENTERS OF COMMERCE. IF YOU THINK _oim m™ Tmm oF
MILES TO NEW YORK AND NEWARK, THE DISTANCE IS CONSIDERABLE. BUT
mxsvovmsmpmxmnou,‘ MADE BY PROPONENTS OF A NORTH JERSEY SITE,

* SHOULD BE EXAMINED AT THIS TIME. |

A NEW AIRPORT wm CREATE CONSIDERABLE Anbxﬁomx. VEHICULAR

| TRAFFIC. IMPOSE THIS ADDED TRAFFIC ON THE 'A_mmmz INADEQUATE
HIGHVAY STRUCTURE IN AND AROUND NORTH JERSEY AND THE DIFFERENTIAL
mlmwsv OF GROUND TRANSIT TIME WILL NOT EE AS STRIKING AS THE DIF=
FERENCE IN TERUS OF MILES. 10 THIS, somEoﬁE MIGHT ANSWER “BUILD
MORE’}‘ ROADS." VE ARE sunbme MORE ROADS IN NORTH JERSEY.. BUT AT
THE ﬁm WE ARE GOING, BY THE TIUE THEY ARE READY FOR USE, THE
NORAL GROWTH OF md'mg TRASF IS WILL NAKE OUR NEV ROADS INADEQUATE
AND OUT OF DATE, I WOULD LIKE AN ENGINEERING STUDY THAT WOULD
DEVELOP COMPARATIVE GROUND‘TRANSIT mmsv ON THE BASIS OF EXISTING

CONDITIONS=---BOTH NORMAL AND AT PEAK TRAFFIC PERIODS. TOTAL AVER-

AGE GROUND TRAVEL TIME BETWEEN THE NORTH JERSEY SITE AND LET US
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ISAY THE FOLLAND OR Lmqomi_ -mnnms snoﬁm - COMPARED WITH THE
Avmﬁuncmm, mmrnmmm:s*s Pomsmoga‘soum JERSE! N
sm tsTi - TRNPIEE VHICH IS A READY Limc émm_:n‘A SOUTH

| JERSEI AIRFORT AND NORTH JERSEY CENTERS OF COMMERCE.

70 THOSE imé SAY THE TURNPIKE Wm.'soqﬁ BE&M_: .,ovmcﬁquEn
T Ansnﬁa IS OBVIOUS. “'rnis AUTHORITY HAS Dwousmwﬁb ADEQUATE

- SKILL .m‘mxmnmeﬂm Exmurmq“m,rmuc'mq PLANS FOR ADDED
 LANES, TMPROVED INTERCHANGES AND OTHER NEEDS. THIS Bobi, p——
IATED AND SUPFORTED BY THE LEGISIATURE, SHOULD NOT BE ADVERSE 0

- Ism'rmq UP THE nmE'smMunnpxxE LINK BETWEEN A’ﬁom‘ GRE'AT‘. |

' CENTER OF COMGRCE THAT SOMEHOW OR OTHIR SEEMS :6 BE 'dvmvmomn}
™ PUBLICIZED CONSIDERATION, IREFER NOT ONLY 10 THE CAUDEN-
 PHILADELPHIA AREA, BUT TO THE AREAS THAT FEED IT, BY WAY OF THE |
PENNSYLVANIA 'ruxinpm VHICH IS PRESENTLY LINKED TO OUR OWN NEW |
e J'EﬁSEIlemNPIKVE. | |

o CONCLUSION LET ME ‘smm THAT ESSEX COUNTY WOULD LI@ m

SEE WORK STARTED ON AN ADEQUATE AIRPORT WITHOUT DEIAY,.

~ New Jersey State Library
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THE VARIOUS coumms OF S smm io - nm_sdmm:,;r‘
mmous N SUPFORT OF THE sdu'rur. ‘JEf‘tSEY SITE. - 1m3iﬂ0 wak'
THIS FEELING mE LEGISIATURE s GONE ou R‘E(.‘.'ORDHW:ITH RES:PEC?I 'ro .
_noam:msm.f ONLESS PEOLE cmméE, o mﬁmftmﬁ wm‘z’.'m’xv"
 CHANGE ns POSITION WHETHER '.r'um: COVERNOR éuppoﬁrs_ THEIR irEEi.iﬁu
OF n'""ma nﬁséus OF HIS ‘o.vm, HE saoﬁi.b VETO THE wa. stCxFicALLi
BARRING A ﬁonﬁ‘mm sm: |

sd; m& 'uslnnm THROUGH THE IMPASSE. LET -Us wonk,bélr
| LECTIVELY m THE J,Vnmimrmn OF A é’nérm,' SOUND _ANb m_?umn RES=
OLUTION OF THIS PROBLEM, I}SA‘x, GET IT — GET ‘rr %0150 |
QUICKLY, PUT IT VHERE IT4S WANTED; wiﬁaﬁ IT wn.r. Do THE WST

GOOD FOR THE MOST PEOPLE. WITH THE LEAST POSSIBLE PAIN.



Statement by Edwin L. Davis, Chairman of Pinelands Regional Planning Board

I anm appeariﬁg today as the Ghairmen of the Pinelehds‘Regional Plaoning Boerd |

A regional agency officially formed to plan for»the-deVelopmenteof a portion of Ocean and
Bﬁriington COunties.in the central part of New Jersey; An agency in which the State and

this admlnistratlon part101pates by hav1ng one member appointed by the Comm1551on of Gon-

servatlon_and'Economlc Development I am that member,

Ob;jective’ of our GrOup . . - -
To present a posit1VB and COnstructlve alternatlve to a magor Jetport in Northern New
Jersey - to support the enactment of Senate Bill 218 into 1aw as being in the best in-

terest of all the people of the State, |

Area of our Concern

We have a vast area~soitable for aviation development‘and supporting economic‘developmentsx
Our Board in its area of Jurlsdlction alone has 33 Mhnlclpalltles of Burlington and Ocean .
Countles. An areaof over 1,000 square miles or 1/7 of the State's total land area., |

An area of sparse development end SCattered.popolation but an areaedeetined for desirable -
economic development.,

Excellent transportation facilities with more 16 come, putting us ﬁithin feach of both .
New York and Philadelphia;

vAn area extremely interested in aiding‘the depelopment of our State by encoﬁragingjthe ed&»
vance plamming and thinking necessary to, prepare for the jet aviation age of'today'end tQ;,
_ morrow, o |

To tell our story I would like to call on some others from our area to present technlcal
and praotlcal con51derat10ns as to why'we feel we have the perfect alternatlve solutlon 1L
to placing a new major aviation facility in an already crowded area of our State and why

.8-218 should be made law and the‘eStablishedvpolicy.of our States,
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First - Mr, William Whitesell, Chairman of Aviation Subcomittee

| | for the PinelandS'Regional Planning Board

and Aviation Consultant'to Burlingfon Coe

Planning Board.

‘ Seéond -er. Logan, Engineeriné Consultant'to Ocean County and Pinelands
o . Regional Planning Board. |

Third - Mr, Edward Hulse,vBurlington County Freeholder Director

Fourth ~ Mr, Paul King, Ocean Coﬁnty Freeholder Director
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Statement, by Willlam Whitesell, Chairman of the Aviation Subcommittee for the Pinelands
Regional Plamning Board and Aviation Consultant to the Bur‘wngton County Plannlng Board,
Gevernor Meyner and Gentlemenz ' This report that I am about te deiiver makes referenee
te a reeent report put forth by the Pert of New York Authority. Their report in essence
Justifles the creation of a new Jet airport in the Northern New Jersey area and critie
cizes 'the patent:.al of an airport as emrisioned by the Burlmgton ané 'Ocea.rr Gounmr ni‘riclals
for their area. Recognizing'the faet that this Port of New York Authority Report‘may ‘
possibly tend.to 1nfluence your thinklng on Senate Bill 218 of which we speak today. I
therefore must make reference to their report and take. exception to it.~
For purposes af brevxty I shall refer to the Port ef New York Authority as PONYA , My
statement is net intended asg & criticism ef F A, A. or PONYA. It is intended to peint out
the inadequaoies and inoonsistenoles;of their report, | | '
The PONfA ﬁeport,has been oarefnliy ano psycnologically designed to_prepere the-puﬁlio
and goVernmentei ageneies;tngt‘the‘PONYA is the only ageney Capablelof building‘and
administrating'tne nen eirport; -Througn the Report whatever nroblems erise in‘sites
are treated 1n a condescending manner, except in the particular Site that PONYA has in
the back of its mind.s In ths case, tho same problems are solved very easily.
In all other locations, civil airweys are a preponderous prnblem. In their location they'
eliminate or shlft airways at w111. .In four‘years, the Burlington-Ocean COunty Site has
stated that civil airways can be moved (They are not . concrete) the FAA and PONYA said
they could not. o . ' -
Now when it suits,their purpoSe, they can be moved'readily." They stete;{for'exenple, ‘
their 31te in North Jersey is superior because it is West of the heavy concentration |
of trai‘fic to LA and mL. ‘ f | '.
If it is true, then our site which 15 still further West, should serve better. i.}
‘They do not mention_in.their report the ecreege inyolved in such a Jetport. i ‘
The four.thousand (4,000) odd acreesin the Great Swemp.of-Morris County oonstitutes an

i
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*ea only oﬁe half of present Idlewild which is not large enough.' They do.not mentien the
srrain features, hills and congested housing area, or the condemnation of surrounding
?operties to acquire the necessary acreage. They studiouslj avoid any’mention of

irrain features, size of the Burlington-Ocean County site, lack of condemnation pro=-
’edings and no 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-
;rument. The Buriington—OCean County site is the oqu one on which PONYA used any
iterial such as this, Thekletter, incidenﬁly; i® a FAA refusal based on an alleged

>udy by FAA,

'his study has been reéuested by oﬁr'Uhifed.étates.Senaﬁor aﬁe‘FAA end has hot produced
he report indieation that this study was ever made, |

'his REPORT does.not show‘the grbwth‘between-the"ﬁreater Philadelphia area and the New
‘ork City area.‘ Thls grewth patterr will cless the area between these twe cities be-
‘ore the Jetport will be completed = = ~ = » = w Our site will he on the South Centrel
dge of this vast Metropolis,

'ACTUAL ADVANTA ES OF THE BURLINGTON»OCEAN ACOUNTY SITE

1.. Service &0 two great mefbnopolitar» citles as well as the £ill between these
cities.,

2, Flat unobstructed terrain

3+ Extremely large 1and area available without condemnation of buildings. -

L. Large area allows expansion planning for endless future.

5 Lacge,area permlts longest overrun and approach areas of any airport in the
world. An airport does not stop at the fence, the approaches are just as
important as the ruanys.

'here are many»other-advantages t conumerous to mention, such as lower'constructien

rost, a>mpatible surrounding areas, and 1ast, conversion of non-producfive Pinelands

Lnto 1ndustr1&l cOmplexes. |



Governor Meyner, not too many yeersvego, Aviation in our Country was set:backvmany
years.byve small group and their=smallﬂthinking in'deeling with a man mho:had foresight‘
.where'Aviation was. concerned, I refer speoificelly to the stupiditytof oﬁr Country

in the case of General Billy Mitchell, All of us knom what the mistake of our Country
in the Bllly Mjtchell Case cost this nation at the time of Pearl Harbor. In thelanmals
of time and throughout hlstory, there have been other "Billy Mitchells" either indivi-
duals or collective groups who proposed somethlng and that something was rejected and yﬂ
fought tooth and nail by ppponents who were too blind to see the handwriting on the
wall, Inevitably these opponents of "Billy Mitchells" are the flrst to scream "Lock

the barn the horse is stolen", Governor Meyner, Gommercial and general aviation have'”
now reeched the Pearl Harbor stage 1n the nature and development in our country. The
State of New Jersey has an area, adequate for an airport not only of today but to-’ |
morrow as well. That area lies in Burllngton and Ocean_Counties and is available, I.
would like to submit to yqu a copy of“the'Burlington. :Gounty Realtor, in which there. is -
an article I_wrote in 19593 I would like you to read it and study it so that you may
understand the problems of aviation. -

§

‘ s : ,
In conclusion, Mr, Governor as a citizen of the sovereign State of New Jerseu and a man
-, A 4 Db _ ma
well acquainted with aviation, I sincerely urge your signature on Senate Bill 218 and
also aid in the passing and signing of Senste Bill 219, When_it-is introduced in the_ N

Assembly this Fall,
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Hearing before’ Governor Meynor of Senate Bill No. 218

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 “Plains"»' During the period of
creation a glacier melted and deposited most of. New Jersey. The area
of this State South of the rock formation was so formed. | _

".The "Plaine" is aglévelapleteah with‘a eotering of scrub‘oek,‘
pine and-laufel.v,Travelers on Route 7é, which crosses the “Pleinsﬁ,have _;l
views of miles of this unique aref. _ | o :

This area 1s not Site 16 Lebanon Ferest as reported by The Portv“
of . New York Authority in "a Report on Alrport Requirements and Sites in
the Metropolitan New Jersey - New York Region', .

' Site 16 is many miles northwest of the "Plains" ‘The‘"Plains"
is the‘site proposed for a jet airport by the Burlington and'beeen dountyﬁvq
,BOaras4Of Freeholdefs; The studies made by Burlington-Ocean County ante-,
date the Port of New York Authority by four years. _

' The "Plains“ site ‘bas an elevation of 150 to 200 feet above sea i
‘1eve1. The area is nearly level with slight natural grades., The soil is o
composed of.sand, pebbles and clay with a conglomerate atratifieatiOn of
‘these . elements. | |

There are no buildings, residences or industriee of any kind..

:Nature has produced and given this Great State of New Jersey a magnifiu »jf;;
cent 1oeation for a great Jot airport. o
The eeonomy of this 1ocatien is quite obvious and can be . enumer-i””

ated as folloWS‘ _ N | ‘ | _ K
- l - Slte clearance of buildings and obstructions - cost nothing,

*?e Removal of material growth-scrub the 1east expeneive of any

i possible comparlson. i
3f uExeavation and borrow whieh can be designed to balance the -

‘1owest cost of any possible compgrison,



L-. Dnainage - due‘to nature of soill will require the minimuﬁ'of
drainage structures of any possible comparison.‘
G- he geology of the ¥Plains" will produce materials for con=-:
erete construction.' | )
64” Water may'be‘obtained écdnondcaily from thddundergfdund;
’f7;‘ Foundationa can be supported by the soil with economical
J f;designs. n I ‘ |
'8~ Construction danfstart without-the:necessity df_building .
access,rbads as New Jersey Highway System iz on the éite;_
These eight gconomigaliyfadund‘neadpns‘canntiBeffound\in'ény other 1641,'~
cation. | - ’ .‘ u’v' 't | _ ”
: The New Jersey T{mnpike, Th‘e.Garde‘n state ,‘Park‘écay‘ and The State
Highway system: with its planned extension make available highway trans-
port facilities that have no present equal.,' o | |
| There are no awamps to drain at gneat expenso, no mud to settle
and no- tide to flood the airport at tha "Plains"
It is time to stop building airports in swamps and ocean side
mud flats which will be flocded with tide water.'“ |
Distance today 13 measured in minutes and not in miles.
It is time to take this natural resource intu consideration
‘and utilize its adaptability before 1t is preempted by other more far-“”'

seeing people.v




Statement by Edward J. Hulsé, Burlington County Freeholder Director of Edgewater
Park, N.J. and Member of the Pinelands Regional Planning Board

Governor Meyner and Gentlemen - My néme is Edward Hulse. It is my priviledge ﬁo be |
Director of the Baard of Chosen Freeholders of Burlington County, As such I feel that
I can speak not as a technical expert‘but as a representative of a la;ge number of
citizens of this great State of ours. Both Freeholder King and T have given this ﬁatﬁér
careful thought, study and hours of investigation even though we happen to be on opp051te :
sides of the political fence, a fact which should prove that this issue is more important
than mere political considerations. '
We know our areas, ouﬁ Counties and our people. We know the maqy'advahtages our seection
of fhe State has to offer as the éviation center of the future, In addition, we find
ourselves in an enviable and,unusual position. Inétead of having citizen organizations
decidedly opposed to the.development of this needed faciliﬁy, we have an area almost
completely devoid of eveﬁ token opposiﬁién from our peopie0 We come before the people of
the State with the full support and endorsement of our area and its officials, sepklng to
constructively aid the development of our Stabe and av1atlon. We want the jetport. We
have the ideal spot for it. In proof of this we have tgchnical experts to support our
position, but to me the strongest possible testimohy as to the desirability of our 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 fof aviation.

B we need only point to the successful existence of Fort DiXhMbGuire and
Lakehurst Naval Air Station as testimony to the fact that a major air fac111ty can success—
fully operate in our area. |
Nor does the existence of these facilities preclude the development of a commercial Jjetport.
Our experts telllus it does not and thaflthe air patterns can be adjﬁsted to assure the |
maximum of efficient mowvement 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 development can :
be controlled in advance through proper plamning and zoning to make certain ﬂhat there is
a minimumvof adverse effects on thé private development in surrounding areass;both;fxom

a noise and Safety standpoint .
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This also assures us that the use of any air facility can be protected and preserved for
the purpose it 1s intended to serve with the minimum of obgections ar131ng. Let's |
therefore, not be shortesighted and seek only to solve the immediate problem of the

- moment but instead let us have an intelligent longerange viewpointo full‘of practical
common sense and inspired bv'the vision and wlsdom that marked the daring and determina-
tion of the men that pioneered thie‘great Country ef ours, As an elected offlclal, I am
ooncerned about the future of my_afeafand our entire Stete, Jjust as is Freeholder Kinge
Webare united in our sincere Belief-based upon thorough'inveStigation, that there is no
neCessity to endanger a developed area of our State with a new jetport, and that instead.
the Central Jersey area can and should be considered the aviation center of the future
for our State, and the two adjacent metropolitan regions, |

We wholeheartedly endorse the policy and prlnciple of S-218 and we urge its enactment

into law,
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Statement by A. Paul King, Ocean County Freeholder Diredtor of Beach Haven, N, J.
Member of The Pinelands Regional Development Council Ocean-Burlington

LEST WE F ORGET

THE PINELANDS REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL comprising Freeholder and public members

yf both Burl:.ngton and Ocean Gounties urges s;igning Senate Bill #218 by the Governor of

lew Jersey - and offers a prime site for a New Jersey jet airport in the ,mldlands of our

jtate = primarily because it offers unlimited space to install such a facility, as well

18 maximum safety and minimum annoyance from noise factors.

Lest we forget the air tragedies of 1951, 1952 and again in 1960 over Elizabeth and -

few York City, I cite the horrible record of a few major air crashes in heavily populate

>d urban areas - December 16, 1951 - 56 persons killed on a Newark-Miami flight seven mine

ites after takeoff, crashing into the Elizabeth River, only a short distance from the

heavily populated ’Elmora residential area, January 22, 1952: = 23 perish in plane crash
into two houses onWilliamson Street opposite high scho’ol‘with 6 killed on the ground.

February 11, 1952 - 32 killed in plane crash, along with L residents 1n Westmlnster Sect-

ion apartment house in Elizateth with many 1n3ured.

- No one in this chamber can afford to forget the fatal collision of two airl;l.ners over

New York City December 15th last year, with the tragic toll of all 125 passengers of both
plénes s including the lingering death of the last survivor anlleyear old (hicago boy. No
one -should forget the sound advice of U, S. Sénator Mike Monroney, chairman of the Senate
Aviation subcommittee on ‘h'is arrival homé frox? Furope one week after‘that ghastly accident
when he warned that the air space above the ﬁxe‘tropolitan region's airpor‘bé has reached

t,hé saturation point, and urged plans for a new airport to serve this area, Alsoy in supp=-
ort of the wisdom of selecting the Burlington-Ocean midlands sité for the new jet airport, |
may I recall for you that Seﬁator Monroney said he visualized the day when it will take

a bus 50 miles to reach an airport, and said: "That's not too far away." 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 4ho.pe' to get some new airports." He might have
added "in places where they won't continuously pose a threat to the lives 6f those crowde

ed around them in cities like L‘lizabeth, Newark metropolitan and suburban, as well as New

York C:l.ty.“



These is a compelling economic reason for locating thie new jet airport facility in
the Burlington-Ocean land complex. This midland portion of New Jersey is growing at a
rate faeter than-any other part.of the Garden State = qutlytbeeeuse'ofvthe immigration
of new families and job seekers;from northern,New.Jersey (bunties.’Ocean had. a population
surge of more than 90% between 1950 and 1960-vBur11ngton's Jump in all-year residents was
second in the state with a 65.5% increase} In addition, the land area of Ocean is still

more than 70% covered with trees; and that of Ehrllngton better than 30% woodedo

Thus, people and thelr hopes for a more relaxed and prosperous way: of life, are MoV

ing south in New Jersey, There is a stepped-up flow of bsulnese enterpriee and new /MORE

ing in ever-incre.srmg-zmoers from north to south in the Garden State, accelerated

by the construction and operation of the New Jersey Turnpike and the‘GardenvState Parke
way. This southerly migration is a unifying force in the 1life ef eur‘state,'washing away
old feelings ofeectional rivalry, and joining north aﬁd south iﬁto a prosperous and econe
omic whole capable.of providing a much better way of life for our citizens,

A new jet airport in the Burlington-Ocean midlands will contribute to the econ-
omic betterment of every part of our state, and do away once,and for all with the constant
i danger to‘those who iive ﬂnder the'eurtain of horrible_death inla crowded city region

surrounding such an installation. In ordering a free location in an unsettled sector

such as The Pinelands Region provides, 20,0QO to 30,000 acres may be set aside at moder-

~ate land cost, andua safety zone carefullyvplanned for industrial development, with

| residentiai housihg miles frem,the runways; There are few sueh ideally-located sites

:in‘all Americe - and ‘such a potentiel location 1iesvwith Senator Monroneyls definition
of a safe distance for a new and modern jet airport - right in Burlingtén—beean<CountieSQ

Respectfully we submit that no other State in the Federal Union has such a mage

nificant opportuhity to make a fresh start, by putting new wine of modern jet aviatibn._

into a new bottle of an unparalleled, unspoiled location, as does New 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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f‘edérai Aviation Agency, and the State of New Jersey for construction of such a jet
alrport facility, It is natural that such a decision svhould be made and such an aire
port tuilt to fu]_fill the economic destiny of all of our State, and the 6,000,000 cita
: izens, as well as millions from the face of a t.faveling earth, who will berefitby safer

air travel to and from New Jersey. I believe New Jersey will not forget the toll in lives
in the i‘a’oeful Elizebth-l\lewark 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

» @ v =

of Burlington and Ocean Counties. Thank you,
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RALPH S. WILLIAMS
P.0. BOX 218
MADISON, NEW JERSEY

Governor Robert B. Meyner
.The State House
Trenton, New Jersey

Dear Governor Meyner:

I am a resident of Harding Township in the area that is desig-
nated for the proposed Jetport site. My strong objection to the
approval of this site is, however, based on very factual grounds of
a nature that has not as yet to my knowledge been publicized.

Ag a bu51ness man I have flown over 500,000 miles throughout - -
the United States and since January 1933 I have witnessed the devel-
opment of airports in almost every major city in the United States.
If 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 too late to have an aerial survey made of the general
environs of these immense jetports and if those pictures, together
with a factual description of what exists 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, ete., where 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 areas between which there is almost no break with
one commmity rumning into another, I have watched this develop-
ment since 1927 when I lived in Short Hills and have moved three
times in an effort to find an uncrowded area of countryside where
I still had some elbow roon, ‘

In spite of this growth, the administrators of local governments

have planned well and carefully and although villages have grown to
towns and towns to small cities, with thousands of new homes being
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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 very 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 beautiful 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'cities
in this area, each an ideal community and linked together by many
mutual interests are now asked to voluntarily accept a plan that
would link them together into one giant community of over 200,000
people, their individual character 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 solution of the resultant
traffic problem alone would bring about a sickening impact that would
by itself destroy most of the present desirability of this chain of
comminities as a desirable place to live. Far from a favorable
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-
payers, that money is our money, and we don't 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 future hostilities,

Respegtfilly yours,
‘75, .
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TO HIS EXCELLENCY ROBERT B MEYNER
GOVERNCR OF NEW JERSEY '
- TRENTON NEW JERSEY
Dear Governor Meyners?

I am here today to petition you on behalf of the Mcrris
County Park Commission in connection‘with.the signing of,Senate
Bill No. 2I8. It is the function and responsibility of the Morris
' County Park c‘omrﬁi-ssion' to acquire and protect lands within the
County which are needed for the multimpurpose recreational pursuits
for Morris”County residentsgghow.aﬁd,ipﬁthe f@hurea_1io insure an
adequate land acquieition program, a Master:Plan was-prepared by
professional park.planners iﬁ 1957, ‘This plen recommends that
certain Great Swamp areas be. preServed for future generations as
a natural wildlife area. -

anserVationistsg long 1nterested-in this seetion.before
there.waé\any thought of a Jetport started to acquire the land
in 1955 At present, the area is used by conservation groups and
schools as an outdoor educat10na1 laboratoryo

Due to the sudden turn of events threatenlng this unique.
valley, 'a movement to supplement the initial effort was started a
year ago. Since that time9 more than I100 people from thlrteen
states have contributed.-»approximately $u00,0QOeQO to buy land i‘orv
the purpose of creating a.nationa1~wi1d1ife refﬁgeg‘under the  ‘
direction of the Uhited‘Statess Department of theflnterior° To

date, deeds conveying ILOO acrea have‘been delivered to the
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United States of America and 615 acres are in the prdCeSS'of,achiéin'
tibn, making a total of more‘than 2,000 acres that have been set
aside for conservation purposes.

On June 21;'1961, a letter was received from the Boston.
Regional office of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife SerVice wherein the
great natural values of this area were summarized. I quote in part
as follows: "The plahs‘which_ére now being'discussed ‘in a general
way, will, if carried to completion along the lines which we are
discussing, result in a mbdel‘arraﬁgement for the public eﬁjoyment
of a wildlife refuge unmatched, so far as I know, anywhere else
in this COuntry.“

The Director further stated;thatj”TheSé'effdris for
preserving the Great Swamp have the full support of this office
and the Bureau which I represent," -

In an area where the planners'prdject a doubling of
population by 1980, the Great Swamp will provide a greén oasis for
the population explosion. This is consistent and compatible with
your "Green Acres" program. The recent flyer published by the
Department of Conservation and Economic Development says "Your
stake in New Jerseyts Green Acres, Land for Tomorrow“o‘ As one of
the salient featureéwof this program9 it says ”EStabligh more areas
to support'WiIdlife and assist wildlife managément, hUnting,'
fishing and other outdoor sports uses. Protect wetlénds and other

natural areas to comserve and increase wildlife,”
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These Green AcresAare vital.iﬁ a fapidly'growing urban
area and we should protect some of these natural lands which will
make New Jersey a more attractive state for healthy citizens to
live, work and play° | “

The Morris Countvaafk Ccmmission'ﬁas petitidﬁed'you,
and the Legislature, on two previous occasﬂens and ddesbsobagain,
to preserve one of the finest open spaces of 1ts klnd in the'
United States. |

This is an unmatched’area; within whose redius of 90
miles live nearly twenty million peoble;‘and.yet has unusual wiid%
life, plant life and geologic historyo You, the‘Legislature; aﬁd
the Citizens of New Jersey, have the opportunity to preserve the
Great Swamp not only for todays but to leave it as a COnservatlon
monument and heritage for the futureox

The Morris County Park Commissionlurges you to coﬁsider

‘these facts and to sign Senate Bill 218,

Very truly yours,

Wm, Lewis Arthur, President
MORRIS COUNTY PARK COMMISSION
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Statement in opposition to a Jetport in Morris County-présented by
Alderman David B. Norris of the Morristown Board of Alderman, speaking
as the appointed representative from the Morristown Governing Body-
Governor Meyner, Fellow Citizens- My name is David B.. Norris and I
am here today representing the voices of 17, 000 citizens of the County
‘Seat of Morris County, Morristown. As Chairman of the Legislatiun
Committee of the Morristown Board of Alderman, I am here to make it

| very clear that the Mayor, J. Raymond Manahan, and all of the eight ,
A'Aldermaniof Morristown are irrevocably firm in opposing the 1ocation
'.of a Jepport in Morris County. As our town 1s but 2 9 square miles
‘in size, we Aldermen are able to be in close tomch 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 plans

for orderly mrazxXy growth, and we feel certain that such an installation
as the jetport wouldereank havoc with the plans of our respective

' planning bo¥ards. Certainly with the terrific congestion of traffic
on the streets of Morristown, the influx of millions, literally millions
of automobiles in our area there-can'be}only'one obvious result- com-
pounded congestion.which.will have a strangulating effect on our
business and resldential areas alike, This coupled with the noise
which so many of us can.testify must accompany such an installation,
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 thils Jetport' we don't intend to have it foisted uptn us,'

_ and we'll continue to fight 1t until its beaten,

C-Regional Planning Associations and the Governor have long been

»

- urging appropriations of millions of dollars to insure "Green Belts"
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(2) | |
, around”commercial, manufacturing urban areas. It‘seems a real '
paradox to us that they can turn around and try to eliminate one
- of the finest "green belts" in the state, already exiSting in
Morris County. ‘What 1s'being forced upon us4 an elongated slum . '
from Boston to W shington? The real estate 1mprovements cited by
‘the Port Authority as natural products of such an 1nstallatlon
‘aren't the real estate improvements we want in M rris County- there
may ‘be an 1ncrease in cost of such. establishments which looks good
on paper, but it won't look right 1n the county, indeed it will
‘-qulckly eliminate the present oaliber of resldential development.

o We therefore urge you, Governor Meyner, to slgn this bill
already oeerwhelmingly endorsed by both houses of the 1eg1slature

and by the oitlzens in the affeeted areas.
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July 11, 1961

The Hon.. Robert B. Meyner :
Governor of the State of New Jersey
: Trenton, New Jersey '

Dear Sur

» As 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 installation of a new airport would cause in
the Great Swamp or any similar area where so much important business and industry
are located in the surrounding countryside.

The green-belt surrounding the congested metropolltan area
has attracted the highest class industry in the postwar years, just 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 tremendous, Our State
must recognize the reasons for this migration and acknowiedge our primary responsi-
bility to these indusiries which have already settled in the green-belt: While
there have been glowmg estimates of the growth of new industries surrounding a
Jetport, we believe that consideration of the security of locafion and the con-
finued growth of our resident industries must come first,

While we have heard estimates that 30,000 new jobs would be
- provided by a Jetport in the Great Swamp, 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 miles of the center of the Great Swamp and 5,500
within ten miles, all of whom would be severely affected. A visual impression of
this personnel concentration may be obtained from the enclosed map. The loss of
the majority of this population in the area is probable. Secondly, the prospective
loss of 20,000 employees at Newark Airport is a distinct possnblllfy The future

of Newark in compefition with the Great Swamp Jetport is very dim indeed.

The personnel of our leading commumcatlon, drug, insurance,
electronic, and chemical firms are their most important assets. They are
presently happily married to the Morris commumty Many of them are highly
. trained scientists and specnallsts for whose services our industries have had to
~ complete with employers from such distant and attractive areas as southern
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California, Establishment of a Jetport in this area will drive out many persons

presently resident and ingvitably many of the fine and important industries

already established. It is perféctly obvious that the noise, vibration, and air

pollution of a Jetport would be intolerable o our leading pharmaceutical

industries and our fine office buildings and laboratories. There are large vacant

- areas in the southern part of our State which cry out for a Jetpbrt and are able
‘to accommodate it properly without dlslocahon of residential or business uses.

- The only problem to be solved in their use is transportation to the populous o

~ centers of Philadelphia and New York. New innovations in rapid fransit, both

in the air and on the ground, it seems to us w:ll answer ihls problem, . -

_While the location of a proper airport may become a New Jersey

“problem, it will be done largely to accommodate the business travel of New - _
" Yorkers and Pennsylvanians and need riot be clone ina Iocahon fhat would devastaie

an. lmporfant segmerit of our mdusfry. . : ‘

| A large number of Ieadmg industries are located in the immediate
area of the Great Swamp., A partial list of those located in the affected area
follows: : ; ’

Bell Telephone chora’rornes, Murray Hill and Whlppany
Daystrom Inc., Murray Hill
Air Reduction Co. Inc., Murray Hill
Allstate Insurance Co,, New Providence
Strong=-Cpbb~Arner, New Providence
New York Life Insurance Co., New Providence
Ciba Pharmaceutical Products Inc., Summit
Sandoz Inc., East Hanover :
Warner=Lambert Pharmaceutical Company, M)rns Plains
Silver Burdett Company, Hanover
U..S. Radium Corporation, Hanover
- - Litton Industrles, Moiris Plains

The Mennen Company, Morristown - -
Ethicon Division of Johnson & Johnson, Somerville

- Chubb & Son, Millburn ‘
Allied Chemical Corp., Morristown
Esso Research & Engineering Co. Florham Park
Automatic Switch Co., Florham Park
Beneficial Management Corp. Morristown
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“Hungerford Plastics Corporation, Hanover
- Aircraft Radio Corporation, Boonton
Measurementis Corporation, Boonton
Radio Corporation of America, Denville
‘Radio Frequencies Laboratories, Boonton
‘Reaction Motors, Denville '
General Drafting Co. Convent

" L. O. Koven, Dover
Nicolet Industries Inc., Florham Park
Suburban Propane Gas Corporation, Whippany
~ American Cyanamid Co. Wayne

Respectfully submitted ,\'

- WFB:S. - , Wm.. F. Blanchard
- ' ‘ Alfred E. Driscoll
George Munsick
H. Bruce Palmer
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“THE MORRISTOWN MEMORIAL HOSPITAL

00 MADISON AVENUE

» . TeL. JEFFERSON 8-4500
MORRISTOWN, N. ]J. LT R ‘

PAGE CHAPMAN, President S - " ROBERT G. BOYD, Adminiitrator
' July 12, 1961 :

The Hon. Robert B. Meyner
State House
Trenton,,Neijersey

Dear Governor Meyner:

The following hospitals are opposed to the installation of the
proposedvjetport in Morris County or -any contiguous countys

. All Souls* Hospital . ' in Morristown,
Morristown Memorial Hospital  in Morristown, |
Morris View Hospital in Morris Plains,
“St..Clare s Hospital - 'in Denville.

The OffiClal pos1tion of Morris View Hospital has been stated
in a letter addressed to you on'July 7, 1961, by Mrs, Arthur
B. churchill Chairman, Morris COunty Welfare Board.

on behalf of the other 1nstitutions, I would point out that the
‘installation of such a jetport is considered to be contrary to
' the welfare of the residents of this area, and is contrary to
the express wishes of ‘substantial. numbers of such residents.
There is reason to fear that the installation and operation of
such a jetport would create hazards of noise, traffic, neighbor-
hood congestion, psychological distress, and the like, such as
S will seriously disturb the patients of these hospitals and would
seriously impair the efficient and successful fulfillment of the
. services and duties of these hospitals. In the further considered
judgment of the authorized representatives of these hospitals
the proposed jetport would so alter the character of the communities
supporting the hospitals as to damage the financial position of
. these 1nstitutions, to the detriment of those whom they serve.

Very cordially yours,7"

obert G. Boyd ' o
Administrator.
RGB:gh :
cc. The Jersey Jetport Site Association
Administrators of Hospitals mentioned.
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' Governor Robert F Meyner,:. I 4
State House, . = R [submitted by Rev Thos. S, Mutch

Trenton, N, J, S o Presbyterlan Minister‘, Morr'istown

Your Excellency'

We Twenty two pastors of the Morr1s - Somerset Area
exercise our ministry in an area where the living cond1t10ns
prov1de a way of 11fe which is very close to 1deal

. " We are, naturally, very much concerned about the proposed
,,locatlon of a Jet alrport in the Morr1s County area. :

LI thlS alrport is located on the proposed 51te, it w111 destrov
somethmg very, very precious. It'will not merely use swamp.

. land, It will uproot some whole commun1t1es and adversely

- affect many, many others.

At present Morris County provides a type of suburban 11vmg

¥ .vvhich “in our op1n1on, is most conducive to the promotion ‘and

R able to. provi

' sustaining ‘of those human values which it is the constant amb1t10n'
and. ideal of our natmn and our churches to provide. a2 :

Here we have close—kmt frlendly commun1t1es wh1ch are

- culture, samtatlon, protectmn, recreatlon and moral uphft. :
After the advent of the jet airport, ‘these communities would be
so changed. that these fac111t1es could ho longer be adequately
prov1ded L _ B :

‘ Our communltles at present are: not excluswe As pastors we
are serving families that represent all classes ‘of socxety. S Our
communities and churches have been’ accepting and. absorbmg at a '
_steady though controlled rate all kinds of people, . It is certainly
‘not the sharing by more people of our way of:life that we protest
but rather 1ts destruction so’'that no one would enJoy ite

We think 1t is. ,self ev1dent that gmi- rural living areas in-
the vicinity of a metropolis are necessary., - - The Port of New York
Authority projects the destructios of one such major area, and
: by 1ts own adrmssmn has not even cons1dered that it’ was domg so.

: We recognlze that an East Coast Jet A1rport is a necess1tv
- in this day, We recognize also that technical. consuieratlons '
will have much to do with determining- its location, But we

o protest that. human values should have at least as much to do

W1th determinmg 1ts locatlon as purely techn1ca1 conmderatlons.w{_’m_ o
We have no w1sh to stand in the way of true: progress but ‘
»,we,contest the assumptmn that the destruction of prime: residential
| - : _e_\progress Progress means the creation. of ;

'f‘t ose conchtmns in which human l1fe can be 11ved more fully and
more fru1tfully.

‘We pastors. of thls area want you, as one who will help make
thls decls1on to prevent thlS 1nversmn of true values. ‘ »
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 COMMENTS OF PETER W. WEBER, BUSINESS MANAGER OF LOCAL 825,
INTERNATIONAL UNION OF OPERATING ENGINEERS OF NEWABK, N. J.
' ON SENATE BILL no. 218,

My name is‘Petc: W, Weber, and I reside at 549 Park 8t.,

‘Upper Montclair, N. Jo 1 am the Business Manager of Loeal
825;.cf Kowaik;'ﬂcw Jersey, with union jurisdiction embracing
thc entire state of New Jersey. Our organization representa

a membership of nearly 10 000 akilled workers cngagcd in the
operation of construction and related oquipment. ‘A1l of these
men g&::a' ar'&'i:l-ect stakc in the e conomy and wolfarc of our great
State. | |

Therefore. 1 appesr before your Ezcelloncy”to tell ycu why

I foel Senate Bill No, 218, is NOT for the best interest and

the common good of the citizens of New Jersey,

First, I feel that the proponents of this Bill have been mis-

- gulded in presenting legislation vhich is l@cking in forusighty
| and, 1ack1nz in the true and objective evaluation of the @mst
econonmic and aocial benefits to be derived, by all of our
citizenry, from the placement of the proposod Jot Pcrt in

Mbrria County.

Our dccision to place the proposed Jet Port at Morris Coﬁnty,
- must not be predicated upon motives of inconvenlentd or self-
ishness. . Progress is ccsured.anly through\”looking ahead®
and planning for the COMMON GOOD of ALL the citizens of New

- Jersey ,
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| Surély, those who‘havevplanhed‘anq propéséd the Morris Jet
Port site, could not be accused of being unmindful of the
needs of this State, nor the benefits to be reqlized‘from'

its fulfillment,

 ﬁorthorn New Jersey is the only remaining néturai hub of:

~ combined buaineaa, industrial and residential activity.

,It's development into greatnasa is 1nevitablo., It possesbes
',;‘11 of tho elenents and rasources necessary to the 1ifo and

4~activity of the age oﬂ space - which 1s already upon na.i

“We mnst pl and provide for that age NOW ! - and not put 1t

' ‘.off becauae/ eraonal conaiderationa, or 1nconveniences.

Particularly when we can feel sure that technological advancea

will remove those inconveniences,

The establishment of the Lorris Jet Port, will enable us to

cOpe with tho evergrowing population of this 8tate and, ite

~ resulting ecomomic problems, It will enable us to keep pace
_-with thé times, | |

| | The norris Jet Port 1n its early phases will provide ) treaend-
'fuous apurt to our economy by enervating all phases ot construction'
'~act1vities and its relats& components@.naealling ror thouaanda'

 or workera and millions in matariala. .

‘This will muahroom and pyramiﬁ by the need for personnol, labor,
material and other requirements necassary to the operation and

':maintenanco or the Jet Port,
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All of these will be supplemented by the needs of the

workers.gnd users of the Jet Port,

These needs, will call for the approprtato housing, feeding,
tranaportation and satisfaction of the general ‘welfare of

these individuals and enterprises, | Creating new homea, build~
‘ 1ngd,fptbres, buainess onterprisea, transportation syatemg, |
manuractﬁfing establishments, servicing syitems and enter-
priaéa,'addition81 manuraetﬁring facilities and expanded
'commerciallactivities. All of these factors, directly

bonericial to the econOmy of BT our State and natien,

The Mbrria Jet Port wil; givo Hew Jersey a closeness to the
"rour'cornérs of ﬁhe earth ee=thus giving all of the ¥orld
a quick and ready access to what New Jersey haa to offer in

industry, commerce and culture.

It would take many written pages and hours of reading to show
all the good that will b§ derived‘from the placement of this
'Jat Port in North Jersey ---but, very few, 1f any, to exploit

‘itl disadvanxages.

While we are éxtdlling the virtnes of this proposed Jet Port;
we must reflect soberly on the security of our future - and

the protection of our American way of life. To this end -
would we not féq; more secure by knowing that ve have 1in
readiness - all of the faé;;ities necessary to that protection -

: Z
right in our own back yard,

Governor‘ﬂbyner,'in the interest of ALL of the people of our
great State, I urge yon HGT to sign Senate Bill 218,

”é Peter W, Wober
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CONSERVATION COUNCIL OF NEW JERSEY
and

,SUMMIT NATURE CLUB
Statement of George G. Becker

-I wish to offer the following statement on"behalf‘of
the Summit Nature Club_and-as an Officer of the Conservation
Council of Nem Jersey |

Governor Meyner'

In an article which appeared in the December l?th
issue of - the Saturday Evening Post Joe Alex Morris pointed out
that the eyes of the nation were upon New Jersey to see if an
aroused public could preserve its natural heritage, or. words to
that effect,_against:the pressure of industrynand the pursult ofb
the quickﬁbuck.- Our present way offlife“Was n0t~developed:to
Serve‘industry. Industrv is here to serve‘humanity.and 1t must
bdo 8o within the framework'of‘human needs; spiritual and'in—
Itellectual as well as material. | | |

Quasi government institutions are incorporated for a
specific purpose in a'specific'intereSt.rSThat.suoh.corporate
fentities do:net always operate in'the_national or'humanminterest
was abundantly illustrated_in"the New,York'PortjAuthoritY'SE
opposltion to the St. Lawrence Seawav.”In a telecast I heard
Mr. fTobin,vas“spekesman for the Authorityibemoan the loss of
isea—borne traffic to New York through ‘the development of the

Seaway.- That this project promises to be of immense benefit to K
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the natiOn’as Well'as'to‘our good'neighborithe Dominioniof.
Canada was'not'mentiOned Is not Mr. Tobin's selfish promotion
| of the proposed Morris County Jetport a close parallel to his
opposition to the Seaway9 '

Tied'up.With theneonservation'of the Great Swamp and
our‘other feWKremaining natural Sanctuaries isvthevconservation
Of}humanity,itself, ‘We have in New Jersey close to 100,000
members-Of[oréanizations concerned*with conservation and;many
thousands more-with.the same interests who do not hold membership
in such_organizations, For this large group'neither the theatre,
theimovies, T.V., the radio nor the bridge'tahlevcan take the.
placé of our unSpOiled open SpaCes in dissolving‘tensions;
‘_shrinking frustrations and restoring the mental balance needed
for efficiency on the job. |
If a. future generation is not to become a phalanx of
' goosestepping robots marching for the moloch of materialism to
a tune piped by the torch bearers.-of speed and the quick buck
our blueprint for the future will have to be developed within
the framework of what human nature deniands .

In this day of mechanical progresu we can move
mountains, divert the course: of a river and perform other‘feats
undreamed of only fifty years ago. What we cannot do is to
make a Great Swamp, a‘Pine-Barrens or an Island Beaeh and
‘populate it with forms of life which we have rendered-extinct.

Once gone theseé are.beyond the recall even of atomic power,
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| As an officer of the Conservation Council of New
Jersey and on behalf of the Summit Nature Club we -urge your

approval of Senate Bill No. 218,

Respectfully submitted,
George G. Becker, President
. Conservation Councll of New Jersey
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" - CLAss OF SERVICE'

'} This is a fast mess sage
unless its deferred chat-
acter is indicated bv :hc
prope et svmbol C

¢ . symBoLs < N
% —

) WESTERN UNION (=

. . ‘ s NL=Night Letter
TELEGRAM . S 1201 (4 60, International
o, ) !‘T Lanlegxam

W. P.MARSHALL., Pre : .
Tle ﬁlmg time’ shown in the date line on domcstlc telcgmms is LOCAL TIME. at point of origin, Txm of recexpt is-LOCAL TIME at pomt of destmatnon

‘ Teas2n ™wio ‘*[j‘ 1%1ﬁﬂ'm Al 46
P ELBGBO LoNG RX PD DLYR Tumy SURE~ . |

| CELTZABETH NJER 12 11154 EDF=
’ﬂ.if G@VT ROBERT B MEVNER, RUSH DLY AT omce, \.1‘

" §TATE HOUSE TRENTON NJER=

IEAR G.VERNOR,:?ONG STANDING-B-SﬁNESS APPllNTMENS

e ngygurs MY PESONAL APPEARANCE AT TRENTON TODAYe/
. HOWEVER, AS THE OFFICTAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNIGN
. CITY BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERSe T WISH T0 HAVE THE'

| FOLLOWING STATEMENT READ TNTO THE RECORD OF %HE PUBLTC

Y SN S

HEARING IN RELATION TG SENATE BLL 2180

SR UNI@N COUNTY BD OF FREEHOLDERS s DIAMETRICA?LY
ﬂ}ff'oPPQSEn TO THE ESTABLISHUENT OF A JET ATRPORT AT MORRTS
o COUNTY OR ANY OTHER NORTHERN COUNT!ES MENTIGNED m SENATE
. BILL 218 « - -
4 §N ALL THE HISTORY OF AIR TRAVEL i NJ UNION CTTY AND

" 'E'NEARBY 'SURROUNDTNE COUNT IES HAVEBORNE THE BRUNT OF SAFETY
HAZARDS “NOVSE PROBLEMS AND TRAFFTC TURMOTL BUT NEVER

EEifHAS UNTON CITY EXPERTENCED THE ECONOM TG WELL BETNG THAT
E?j;,ls SUPPOSEDLY ASSOCATED WITH LARGE ATRP ORTSe CONSTDERg "
- | 9F You WiLL, THE ADDTTTONAL HAZARDS OUR MORTHERN

f;[;fcoUNTtes, ESPECTALLY MORRTS AND UNTON WILL HAVE TO

{L’;f ABSORBE' SHOUL. A JET AlRPGRT BE LGCATEI |N OUR AREAo.Qj.

o N

~ |WE ALREADY HAVE LA GUARDTAs TDLEWTLD ANDy GOD FORBID, -
ﬁﬁgf}PERHAPs WEWARK THE TNGREASED JET TAFFIC AND BRINGS
f;:”}ADDiTIONAL SAFETY HAZARDSs TNCREASED NOISE PROBLENMS AND
. UNDTRECTLY WILL CAUSE FAMILIES TOBE UPROOTED TO MAKEV"@
”"‘]WAY FOR ROADS THAT WILL FEED THESE JET PORTS THERE

SRS S

ARE MANY SURVEYS TO SHOW THE NEED FOR JET PORTS |N OTHER

|PARTS OF oua STATE@_;
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?“yg HAVE OUR SQUTHERN COUNTIES THAT NEED A JET PoRTQ
THAT WANT A JET PORTg AND WE9 THEREFORE s APPEAL To You i“
ro GIVE IT TO THEMo N VIEW OF THESE FEW. FACTS, CET IT

BE CLEARLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE UNON CTTY BD OF CHOSEN o

FREEHOLDERS ON BEHALF OF THE MAJ.RITY OF ALL THE REbIDENTSE

OF UNV.N CITY ARE DTAMETRILALLY OPPOSED TO THE
ESTABLISHEMNT OF ANY JET P.RT !N THE NORTHERN CGUNTIES
MENT!ONED IN SEANTE BILL 218@ WE THANK YO FOR YOUR SENSE

FRANK T CUCHIE FREEHOLDER UNICN CllY
BD OF CHOSEN FREEH.LDERSe”f

R

f.F FA|RNEss AND WE SHALL HOPE FOR YOUR HELP IN lHIS NATIE:M

THE COMPANY WILL APPRECIATE SUGGESTIONS FROM ITS PATRONS CONCERNING ITS SERVICE - . Dol
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gy 11, 1961
TO WHOM I MAY CONCERN: |
The undersigned employees of Subur'ba.n Propane Gas Corpora.tion of
Whippany, New Jersey, a.ll residing 1n Morris County or in adJoining counties

- close to the proposed jet port, wish_to be recorded as opposed to the

1oca.tidri of this jet port in Morris Couz.ﬂ:yl in the so-called Great Swamp Va.rea..' |
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