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SENA.TOR WAYNE DUMONT, JR., (THE CHAIRMAN): Ladies and 

gentlemeri. 91 I hope you will pardon us for getting under way 

somewhat rate this morningo As a matter of fact, it wasn 1 t 

many hou:rs ago when we left these legislative chambers., 

We will continue with the case of the proponents of the plan 

thismornlng under pretty much the same grOJttnd. irules as we had. 

last week, permitting questioning., but please make c~rtain that 

you get your questions to us or at least give us the opportun-

ity to pass upon their relevancy be.fore you ask thew. ... 
' ' · In order to be fairj we ,will take these witnesses who were 

here for a long time last. week and did not get an opportunity 

to testify., There are stU.1 two or> th:ree of those who wish to 

testify in favor of the pla,n., 

The first one ls Mr., George Shankl inii Chief ,ehg inee :r and 

Acting Director of the Divis ion of Water Pol icy an.d .. Supply. 

Mr., Shanklin. 

G·.E O R GE R .. SH AN KL 1 N: for the record 9 my 

name is George R., Shankl in 9 Chief Engineer and Acting Di rector 

of the Division of Water Policy and Supply of the Department· 

of Conservation and Economic Development.. May I express. at. 

this time 9 Mr. Chairman, my appreciation for the opportunity 

given me to appear at this hea:ring in behalf of the water 

development legislation pr_oposed by Senate Bills 272 and 273., 

The Division of Water Policy and Supply and its Council 

are charged by state · 1aw with the eval uation 9 conservation, 

and equ.! table al location of the water resources of the state .. 

We therefore have a direct and deep. interest in the legis= 

latlon under consideration today., 
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. . 

In the lighto:t some tlrl.rty-oddyears of experience and stuczy- o:r~e 

. wate; resources and . wa.ter nae.d.s of the state, I can assure you tha.t there is $11 

urgent and immediate need f'or a state--wide plan and policy for the orderq 

development of oursurta.ce wate,r.reaources by storage :reser'°irsaa proposed by 

these bills. In order to grow and prosper, New Jersey must mak:e .f'ull use<O.t' · · 
' . : ,_ .. 

'\ . . : ,' . , ,· ' . :'., 

its water r6:sources. ·There usenQugh natural water resources in the state tQ 
. ' . , 

meet our :reasonably anticipa;ted needs~ p1'0vided measures are taken .•.n,ow to 

insure the availability of reservoir sit~s 'Hhenneeded. In a small, congested., 
: .· rapidly gr~w:l.ng state, all reservoir sites, good and bad1 are at • premium tor . 

. other uses. Tlle sta.tela -water neede tQr public and industrial watet- suppq, 
. ' . ·, • ; • ·' ! ,· . 

·: . :··. ' . . ... . ' ,·' ·!, . ' ' ' . ,' . 

irrigation.,. and recreation a~e riow exceeding, in .·many.·areaa, the dependable ' 
. . 

natural f'lows c;,.:t our rivers and the developed capa.cit,r of .·ou.r water suppq 
systems. 

· The water development bills under eonsideJ-ation today p:roVide the ba~ie · · 

tor th~ development or a sound plan and policy. As is tQ iaxpe~ted in, &Dl DEnr 
. . . 

approach to an old problem., some provisions of the bill$ need clarification in , · .. · 
• • , • , . • '. • ·. I 

the interest ot equitable allocation of' the water and to iJ1l)rove the administ~• . . ' . 
. . ' . 

tion and .financing of the projects proposed thereino '?he broad policies · · · 

proposed by thee~ bills for the stat~ to prov:i.de the leadership tor the o,derq 

dewlopmen"G of its surface water resources and to lindt 1.ts. endeavors to the 

development of storage for maximm11. public use are eaoundo Tb.e choice of the 

. Raritan ru.ver basin £or immediate development is also soun~ Whereas .full 
. . . . . 

engineering details are not yetavailabl.e tor.the detailed dell!ign of the dams 

tor the two proposed :reserwirs and for the delinea.tion of the exact lands to 
. ' ' . .· . . . . ' . ' 

pe acquired, the general sites selected for theseres$r-troirs <lo contol"Ulto a 
. · aound engineering plan . for. the economical and. immediate devel.OJ)ment o.f' . tlle · 

aurfaoe water :resources . of the R.llri t~l River basin w.l. th the rrdnimwa ot displace• . 
. . . . ' . . 

~nt of' existing communit,ies and .facilities. 
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The.bills conform to the recommendations of the N~w Jersey Water 

Resources Ad.Visory Committee Wli.ch ns appointed by Commissioner McLean of o~ 
. .---, ' ' , 

department to investigate and develop a ·plan and policy for the maximum 
. . ' . . 

. . . . ' ' . 

. utili~tion o.t the state 1s water reso'1.r~li! and an immediate prpjeot to meet the 
~gent water demands ot our northeastern metropolitan counties •. The recommend&• 

.·. ·. ·. -- ·- · ... 

ticms of the committee are Q&Sed on a sound engineering survey ot the wate1.9 
• I " ' 

resources and immediate needs o:f the state., with particular reference to the 

water reso~ces ot the Raritan basin. In this a~, tull USfLlfa~. made ot the . 

material developed by the 1955 TAMS report to the Legislative Cc)mmission oz; 
"1 ' ' • • ' 

Water Supply which had made a care.tul appraisal of the practicability and cost.of 
' 

available· potent1,a.1· ·. reservoir sites' ot the Ra:ri tan basin@ The material 

provided b:r these two engineering studies .is adequate 11 il,l II\Y• opinion, for th• 

· adoption of the proposed on-river reservoir program. legislation., 

My major concern. refera·to tht:J presentation of this program so as'to 

insure full justice to the merits ot this legislation. The projects proposed. 

are·.tundamentally for the conservation of water, much ot tid'l.ioh now rushes to 

sea during .floods., The reservoir sites have been selected after caretul. stuc\f 
: ' . ' . 

and evaluation. ot the · mer! ts of• each site to develop the maximum bane.ti ts to:r . · · 
all interests and all uses.• The basic principle·.:ts to hold baak the water on 

. . 

the upper reaches of the Raritan basin and release it .'ht1en i ·t is naede~ W1 thin 

the limitations o:f ~e stream flow regulation features inherent in this program,· 
' . . . . . . ' 

theon.;,river reservoirsalse>prorlde :recreational features for swimming, 
. . .- . 

fishing, and boating. · Water supply is made available for pubJj_c potable and 

tor public and private industrial use to those intarestli$ Willing to spend tbe 

.additional funds required to utilize that wa.tero 
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. There. is· there':rore .i'l() ~on:f'lict between. the water development program · .• . .. . ' . .· . . . ',. - . . . . ., .· 

· ·.· .. •. private and: JUUtd.cipal- inte~sts. The. e>ne pr9gram supplements the other.: - The' 
. .·,.. . . -· .-· -. : . ·. ·.. - . -. ., .. · . . : - .. ,, . ' •'· 

··•appl:L~ble,':-to,'tlle' groiµid 'wate:r rese>urce~i of·••South Jersey-: 'r~pe~ly' presented' to 
. . . . ·- . . -~· . . . ' . . . . . . '· . . -. . . . .. 

•: th.,.publ.icJ.l>am CQnfident ~at the legislation herein contemp+a.t~d. would ·reee:Lye .-
·.. .·•,. ' . ' - . . .·. ,. . . . . , .. 

' fa;o;abie 'support in the referendum t1'4s fa.ti.. - -·- '' 
I am al.so deeply interested i~ tbe p~oir.i.sions for tht allo,eation ~f the . . . . '. . •. . . . ' . .. . .· .. 

' 'water d~veloped by this program, ' fo:r the protection of ~e :L:o.ttti-Et;ts ot: tb.e ireas -: 
ot -orig:ln in whiqh the reservoirs-'are to be. located, ,tor -the,. ~tained 1ni.nim.w1r < . . . . . . ,, . . , .. . . . 

'·.< o~tstanding atid,has e!ldured .the'test 'o:r:iue. ,,, The legial~ti,oh p,:q)OS~d 1Jr:these -' -
bills : supplements and strengthens the 1907 legislation •. -.· !rbro-ugh state o.wnership 

' :: . . . . . . ' •·' . : . . . . . . : . ·. .:, ·\ . , . 

ot' the 'kter ·storage' facilities it insures more eq'.Uitable' protection ot the> 

· i\iture :water needs of the areae : o'f origin.· It ,.also . guai~antees .. substantial low 
,- • •. l • • ,•:• • • • • ' • • •• " 

flows· to.meet'riparian and otll.er demands on.the.riversbel~the·rese~oirs. 
. ' ' ' . . . ' . . ,:· 

'Failure,in {l:revious wa.te~bills to satisf,y these demands has cre~ted fe~e and 
' dist~t .lfflicp: hav~ retarded> our water ~velopment program for mal\Y' :,earP.• 

. . ,••· . . . . . , 

. Equally inportant• are -the ·. provisions tor: .Pl~cing this. program on· at::· 
sounf:i $elf-liquidating and self--rmstaining financial basis. - WMie this 4tepeot 

- - ,'. ' ' ' "'· ' ' ,. -, ' ' - ' ' ' -

•. has been c~ei'ully inve~tigated ht the committee and its engineers,, time alone 
can ,prove the validity- of our Qomputati~ns~ U~er normal business ·co11ditions,· 

. . . •- ' ' : 

the allowances f?OllSidered makir1g these· estimates are atnple, in, ll\V opi~op~ · --

-... to . :insw:-e ~de qua te .return·. wi th6ut recourse .. to. the emergency provisiqn in . th1a· 
. . . . ,. . . . . ·- - . - .. 

legislii,tion'.for .. meetiog .. the. bonded. indebtednees •. The propoaed legi~l~t:1,on :· 

- <approach~s this problem . on a bus:i.ne~s.:_l:Uce b$:ais by plac:ing .w.L th .. the Oo:mmi1sio~ 
•• • • • • ·-.' ·, • ' • • ' 1- •• •• • •• ' • • • • • • 
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of Conservat.ion and Economic Development full resp~nsibiJ.i t--y a.nd sufficient 

autho:ci ty to make these projects a success., When ti:me has confir111ed the wisdom 

of this program, provisions can then be considered to make the progrrua self- · 

continuing for the development of add:i.tional o:n-river projects as and 'When 

required and approved by-the Legislaturej without further reference to 

referendums on new bond issues. Thus, the state provides the in:i.tia:tive to 

inaugurate the development of its surface water resources and the leadership to 

insure adequate storage facilities, but does not become inv·olved in continual 

appropriations for 'What should be a self-supporting activityc 

There is no necessity for me to discuss in det..ail the question of need 

for the northeastern metropolitan counties. Numerous engineering repo1~·ts in 

recent years have considered that question and are in agreement that some 

.300 million gallons d.B4ly of new -water must be ll'!Rde available for that area by 

the year 2000e By this I refer to the Incodal report for the development of the 

upper Delaware River basin, t,he engineering testimocy preaented by New Jersey 1s 

experts in the 195P New York City Delaware Diversion Case, and the 1955 W1S 

report to the Legislative Commission on Water Supply, not to include the·mo:re or 

less continuous studies conducted by the Di vision of' Water Poli~vy and Supply 

since 1930., "»'hereas the Division had recognized the need for addi.,tional water 

supply aa early as 19421 this need was not recognized by ·!;he publ:lc until the 

drought of 1949=.50 forced eurtailment of use® Since that date$ ·the demand has·· 

continued to exceed the dependable suppl:y, and but i'or the J:m.rrlcanes in 

August, a repetition of the 1949-50 ehortage would have been experienced in 1955. 
The degree of shortage varies throughout the norttleastai'll area and 

is influenced in large part by the p1"esent status and rate of industrial and 

residential development~ The needs i'or the northern portion o_f the northeastern 

metropolitan area hav~ been relieved for the present by the enlargeroont of 

existing developed supplies on the Passaic River and Hackensack River basins 

in accordance with the reco:mmenda.tions of the 195~ report to the Legislative 

Commission on Water Supplyo 





. The,1mrnediate need .in this metrop~li tan ~rea today is :tor some }O to . 

. 40 mill.ion galloi1s £or . u~e :in the ·Ulrioll, ~ddlesex; and. ~omei-set.: County : · ... 
. . . . 

areas.which are experiencing rapid industrial andresid.en'.tialgrs,wt~-..These 
. . .· . . . . , .. - .. . ' .• , ... _, 

.· afeas cm be sa~isfactorily supplied from the o~~~iver reser,rqir program COi).-' . 
. . · .• · __ .- •. • . -· . • • • . • • . • 1.· . • ·, . • . 

tellpiatetf \Ji· ~s legislation. .· 
._The.•(lev8topment titfet.ot th• ~~ce · lmn•·•reservoi;-·w.t,l.l ~et -th~~e ) 

• immediate needs and at th~ same time provide the compensation flow •which is > 

.. ea~~t~al· ··•t-6· :the eqlJ.itable us·e .of Rllri,tan wate~. :t:o:r a Bound \Talle:y- rese~i~ 
., .. : . -:- . ,,·.. .. 

·.· p;oject. • · • The· two.· Teservoirs ate; not · to._be consid~red al. t~rll$'tes b~t· ~ath~l .·· 
s~plernent :~ach otb.er • 

. There ,is· also nee~for.the Stony BJ;"OO~ reservoil" for,'water supplf>not 
• • • • • '. • • • • • • ' • ,·• • < • • • • • .-: ' •••• ' ' .'. • ' •• : • • • • • • • • • •• • 

·~n:iy;fo.r the ~ture waterdeman4S of the metropolitan area and theiower 
. • ,. .' • • ' I.· ._-_, . i·. ·• • ' •. ' • • 

Rari~n. Vall•Y but·m~e imP:Grtant tor_th~• pre~en~ri~e~ .. i~ t~e ~~as of:orj.gin 
i~•~r.<;e:t\Ce>un~y, and.for atr~ flow r~easea to C0ll¥)~sate .:f'o:r tJ.le.!ligh < .. ·· ... ' . - . . ' ': . . . . . ' •.'. ' 

i:rr:tgation ~version now being. expex:ienced en , ~e . upper !fille.tQne· pas:i.l\ w,1:Wl · 

adverse ei'.tect .on the low.fi.ows .o.t the lower Millstone Ri:ver. :ltlereaa the: 
• :. • ' . ·, _.· .'··.··· . '. :· ··• ,· ! . •• •• •' . . • ',' ,-' .·, .' ·•• '. :,,· .-· •• 

Rocky Hill reser:voir .~it;e would have provided p0111parable• water toi-. t.be lower· .. . . . ·.' :· . '. . .. ' . 

areas, it would not have sat:i,,si'ied the wat~r n~eds o.f the Stony.Brook area 
' . ' .. . . . . ·,. . .. . - ,,. . . 

nor provided full· compensation· for.· the irrigation :di version . 9n th.e upper. · 
. . . ' ' ... · . . . ' ' ,·· . . .. - . •' .. . . 

·,· . . ·:_·· :' .. ' . . - _..''·,_; ." ·.'.,· : ': :-. 

. • .. '.ftlese two reservoini, Sp~oe·Run· and_ Stoey l3roo~1 thus miPple?118nt:ea~· .. _.•.·· 
other ·by; prpviding ;t.he storage essential•· :for ~er development .Q:t: two of ,the 

' . 

· ... · .. majo:r · tributaries of _the Bari tan. River. ba.si~. ,' In .the light of the. weatwarf! ·. 
,· '. .. . . . . .. - . ·. . . ' ' 

. iridu~tria.l and resicient:taJ. · expansiori in. Somei-set qd Hunterdori Oopntie~ arid 01' , 
other fat:'t-6r-s · p~viously 'stated, I co~cur v.ttll the ~onanittee: that the Spx-(lce 

. ··: . . . . . . . . . . . ' . .. . . . 

Run res_ervoir mu.st be cc:mp:Leted. .·at. the . earlies't;, date' possible,.'. . 
.. i Thia statement: in no my. dt'3tracts trom the value of the ~Wl\V' ]31'()~1( 

. . . . . . ·.,.:: . . . .. '. . : . . ,: 

resetvoi:r. . Ii merely rec~gnizes that fax- practical financial l".8aSOllS ·tlie. 
~.. .- . 

·'. , dev~lopment .of ~ur wa,ter; must proc:eed in steps which can· 
. ••.· ·. :. ; seii-supportint~ .·. 





SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. Shanklin., last week a question was 
,; 

asked of ?,Ar. Ritter., I believe, about the various prices of 

some of these projects and why the Rocky Hi 11 project, as I 

, recall it., was passed in preference to the two that were 

recommended here., Do you have any comments to make about that? 

lVIR. SHANKLIN: Senator., that is covered in my statement., 

·which· I wi 11 .read again: 

nWhereas the Rocky Hill· reservoir site Would 
have provided comparable water for the. lower 
areas, it would· :riot have satisfied the water 
needs of the Stony Brook area nor provided ful 1 
compensation for the irrigation diversion on 
the upper Millstone basin." · 

Rocky Hill is half-way down the Millstone River. There-

fore, there would have been no stream flow regulation provided 

· up stream of that point, in the Princeton-Hopewell ... Pennington 

area. 

SENATOR DUM)NT:. You are familiar, no doubt,. with the 

Ken Lockwood Gorge in Hunt~rdon County. Would that serve as 

a substitute for Spruce Run., or is it inadequate? 

l.VIR., SHANKLIN: What is the name of that? 

SENATOR DUMONT: The Ken Lockwood Gorge • As I Understand., it 

ls largely state ... owned land, and l think it was Senator Lance who 

advanced that as a possible alternate for Spruce Run in Hunterdon 

County., It lies up along the south branch of the Raritan and 

back of High Bridge., 

MR. SHANKLIN: Well, that's what we call the Bunnvale site. 

SENATOR DUMONT: That 1 s right. 

MR. SHANKLIN: Yes. The Spruce Run reservoir site has 

been sttidied s Ince 1930. I would consider that the Bunnvale · 

site - that 1s the one that Is close to Califon - is an alternate 

7 



/ 



fo"!' the Spruce Run and ls undoubtedly a bet tet ~esen,-c:,{r site• but· 

it has many times more displacements involved., As. I recal 1; it · is • 
' ' 

a thousand f'amilies, aI'ld therefore it was Considered l>y our Com ... 

mission in 1945 to be no tonger re:S:sible or pract.!cal. 

SENATOR DUMONT:,., ' ls most Gf:t.hat· st~te•owned l~nd 'naW? 

MRo SHANKLIN: Tbe gc,r9e~ lts.el't 9 J.s. but our· dam· wcndd be at. 
the head of the gorge. WEJ: would no.t destroy ml:11 ions of· recreation 

. .,_,...__ 

people as opposed to Bunnvale, ~cause: of the· effec:t on t.he re.:.. 
, , • • , I 

creation. But our dam would ·be :rJght at the head 9 near aa o1d 
. ' ' 

existing. mlllponclj and it would' not· affect the ·gorge in any way, 
but It does affect. the Town of Cal !fo,n.ii- the communities, ef Middle 

Valley and, l think, it 1ts called Cente'r Val 1ey. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Is it ·your opinion that thl.s plan .proposed 

would be sel :f'-sustaining right: from the· be ginning? 

MR .. ' SHANRt..lN: Provtded, we did not have a depressi~n, such 

as we had in 1930. We·finisb.ed_the Wanaque Reservoir in 19.30. 
When Wenaque was put into s,n .. vice 9 · tliere was a deficit· in 

dependable yield of approximately.50,000 million gallons a day. 
; :· 

. Wanaque brought in a hundred., Wit.hl:n ·a· year, we had n~ sale 

fo:r that water and the municipalities. which furnished that' project 
. ~· . ' . . ' 

had a tough time meeting. their indebtedness until 1938 or _u40, · · 

before they began to get. any :revenueio That· is a business risk 
' . . 

we must face •. We have had a steady increase. from 1940 to date •. 

Given a fair business situation, thls project w.ith the allowances 

that a.re being made· by the Committee and its engineers, and other 

factors of safety, should pay. 

SENATOR DUMONT: ·Have you h~d any opportunity to study 
' ., 

this legislation that fs now pending in the Legis.lature. of 

Pennsyl van la? . 
8 





. . . 

MR. SHANKLIN: Which bill· are you referring to? · 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Well., it•s the bill that is sponsored 

by several members of the .Pennsylvania Senate which., as I under-

stand it, provides alternates between. Wallpack Bend and Tock's 

Island for development of the Dela.ware .. 

· MR. SHA.NRLIN: 1 · am familiar ·wit.h the· fact -that they ·are 
. . . 

studying such legisliation, but. I have ·not see~· the;, l~s;J!$lation •. 

· SENATOR DUMONT: Can° you. tell me what your Division is doing 

at the .moment i-n working with the Commonweal th of Pennsyl';anla.,, 

in regard .to development of the Delaware on a bi-state basis? 

MR. SHAJifKLlN: We have been meeting with them and co-· 

ordinating our efforts with the Army, Engineers I study of the 

Delaware River Basin. The Congress, by giving the eagine.ers 
. . - , ... 

that assignment· - the Sta-tes are supposed to cooperate one hundred 

per cent. 

SENATOR DUMONT: . Is it your opinion that:' the, pelaware 

will undoubtedly be needed as a source of water supply and: 

water storage, regardless ·or this plan or a·ny other plan for 

intra-state development.? · 

MRo SHANKLIN: It definitely will •.. It has been included 

as part. of our ove.r-al 1 plan ever si'nce the 1922 report of the 

late Allen Hazen~ 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: .Now, wh~n you are· referring to Round. 

Valley as supplementing ·this pla.n., and this plan also sup-

plementing Round Valley, are you thinking of Round V!:illey in· 

terms of the present leg!'$lative restriction that only 0.ela.ware .. 

River wat~r may' b~ impounded therein., or of embroadening the 

sources of supply for Round Valley:? 

9 
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MR. SHANHL IN: lf we maintain adequate stream flow 

regulations; as provided by S.pruce Run, there would be no 

reasonable .basis for the restriction - the use of f'lood water 

in the Round ValleyReservoir. 
. ... \, 

· SENATOR DUMONT: How much water could actually be 
. . . .- . ·.. . . , .. 

supplied to Round Valley out of sources other than the Delaware 

River? 

MR.· SHANHLIN: The report made by the engln~er.,. Mr. Ritt.er~ 

has estimated that the ®~t we can get.would be around ,5o·to 

possibly 60. lt would depend upon the size of the _pumping· 
. . . . . 

station, and the_ economics wot11d govern that. 

SENATOR DWONT: And that would come out of where? The 

south branch of the Raritan? 

· MR. SHANKLIN: That is the most logical site, the chief 

and most logical point. But that would not destroy the use. of'. 

Round Valley, Senator, for Delaware River water. We have a 
wonderful big reservoir there, 60 billion gallon, and it is· 

by putting some_supplementary storage on tributaries elsewhere 

that we could. still get our 300 from the Delaware by way of 

Round Valley. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, actually isn't it true that you 
. . 

coulda 1 t possibly fill Round Valley except by going to the. 

De 1 aware River? 

·MR. SHANKLIN: That is the unfortunate feature pf Round 

.. Valley. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Now; I would 1 ike to note before we . go 

any further. the presence·, of' Senator Robert Crane of' U~ion 
. . . 

County, and also on my left Senator Sido Ridolfi of Mercer 

10 





Cou.nty, who is not a member 0f the Committee but is here with 

us today. 

Sen.at.or Crane, have you any questions? 

SENATOR CR.A.NE: Yes,· I have a few, Senator. Dumont: 

Mr. Shanklin., regarding your discussion of the building of 

Wanaqu.e and the tough time they had financially shortly after it 

was buil't, due to a·. depression., wotlld you say that .the demand for 

water, or a water sbortage as existed in those days 9 is comparable 

to today or is today's need greater? 

MR. SHANKLIN: I would say they are comparable •. We had 

even more fantastic dreams of the future in 1930 than we do 

today. We a:re more realistic. 

SENATOR CRANE: Now, sir, last week the question was asked 

as to how the TAMS, the Tibbetts-Abbett-McCarthy-Stra.tton Report, 

rated the four prime on-river reservoirs., You realize, of 

course, there are seven, but I am talking of the first development 

which they talked of - North Branch, Spruce Run., Stony Bro.ok 

and Rocky Hi 11., Do you know if they ever intended to rate the 

reservoirs? 

MR. SHANKLIN: 1 donnt think they rated those fou.r that. 

you mentioned. They did have seven. and they placed these four 

of ten bi 11 ion gal lo:ns as the preferable on=rive :r :reservoirs o 
. . . . 

SENATOR CRANE: Well, sir, would there be any feeling on 

your part that they could be rated •. Md 1111 say it i$ a 

leading question because I h.ad hoped that, if there was any 

thought, that Spruce Run. and Stony Brook might be the preferable 

of those four. 
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MRo SHANKL!Ng I had rated them myself before this study 

came out. -- North Branch and Spruce Run are undoubtedly the two 

that must have high p:riority., There is this argument between 

Rocky Hill and Spruce Rune For the reasons I have just said.11 

Spruce Run, in spite of the higher cost, is preferable-- I mean, 

Stony Brook, in spite of the higher cbst is preferable~ 

SENATOR CRANE,: Are you aware of the statement in the TAMS 

Report with regard to Rocky Hill: 

ttThe site is relatively undesirable since in 
addition to the large area that would be inundated 
(2180 acres) 1 t would be extremely irregular with 
numerous shal 1 ow fingers., u 

lvlR .. SHANKLIN: Thatws true. 

SENATOR CRANE~ Do yott feel that that makes it less 

des i :rable tha:n Stony Brook?· 

MR. SHANYiIN: I fear that in Stony Brook we have many 

of the same objections, which you will have to try to overcome 

when you come to the detailed design., 

SENATOR CRANE: Are.they as great as the objections to 

Rocky Hill? 

lVlR. o SHA.NKL IN: I don tt t know the de ta i1 s on Rocky FU 11 

enough to answer thato 

SENATOR CRAl'\TE~ Well, nov,9 Mro Shanklin 9 as to the price 
I 

of water, would you say that vrater could be produced mo:re 

cheaply from Spruce Run than from Stony Brook? 

l\t'IRo SHA.Nfil.IN~ There a:re two ways of answeri:n.g that, 

Senatoro As I recal 1 the figures that have been qu.oted 9 

Stony Brook is the more expensive reservoiro But from looking 

at the point of sale, the Sprttce Run cost will have to be paid for 
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out of 60 million gallons ne"' w~ter, whereas,-when we build Stony 

Brook we wi 11 have a hundred to charge 1 t against. 

SENATOR CRANE: We-11, sir, those aren•t fixed allocations 

a.t this time, and there could be more diverted than left in the 

river, could there noti 

l\JlR. SHANRL IN: That • s one point that I fe·e 1 very strongly 

on. I feel that your legislation should place the sustained flow 

not in t.he preamble but when you are defining your project. Our 

Council, under the 1907 law, has the right to require the minimum 

flow but.in sanitary condition. That is substantially_lowe:r than 

the figures we are· talking about, and which we compel New York Clty 

to provide in the Delaware._ It is my feeling that we should treat 

our people Just as well as ,we force New York to treat us.. I am 

satisfied that this minimuqi flow of 100 million gallons for the 

two reservoirs is an equitable and reasonable sustained amount of 

flow., 

SENATOR CRANE.: The report he re, sir,, of the New Jersey 

Water Resources Advisory Comm! t tee made certain recommendations 

as to the flow and I know they provided .for an increased.flow in 

the river as well as dii:rersiono It ts your point that the flow in 

the river could not be lessened than what is rep:re~ented by these 

recommendations? 

MR, SHANKLIN: Yes, siro 

SENA.TOR. CRANE: I wanted to establish.that. 

_Would you say that in these bills., as they provide for 

the postponem~nt of amortizat.ion for 10 years., this would avoid 

the difficulty that we ran into :with Wanaque? 

MR. SHANKLIN: Wel 1,. that was one of the points that I 

wasn•t clear on, whether the bills did permit the interest charges 
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for, the fl rst few years after completion to be cha,rged against 
'· 

the ·bond issuee I. believe that .should be in the bille• The 

investig.atio·n ,_.;ould indicat~ that ten years,. the period that 

· you Just mentioned -1 am pretty s.ure we would be all right~ 

We ought to be able to sell 30 mi11 lon gallons,· depression or 

no dep~ession. 

SENATOR CRANE: And, since th.ls f.s.w.ater simply let 1,~own 

into tpe river and it is suggested th~ t we take it out of Bound 
.. .. " : 

Brook .... actually the 30 million gallons have nothing ·to do with. 

whatever reservoir is developed., is that correct., slr? 

MR .. SHANKLIN: . You mean., whether you build Spruce Run or 

Stony Brook? 

SENATOR CRANE: Yes., 

MR .. · SHANKLIN:. That is .true.. ·As Mr. Ritter said•., if Stony 

Brook is built first, it would do exactly what Spruce. Run will do. 
. . 

SENATOR CRANE: All right... Well', now, to come back tp . . ,,,. / 

. your point, sir: In Senate 272, which is the bond bill., in 

paragraph 11, it says~ 
"Bonds of each series issued hereunder· shal 1 mature . 

in annual install~ents ,_pornmencing not later than 10 
years and ending not later than 35 years after the date 
of issue of· such series ••• " . · / 

Do you f'eel that that is sufficient provision for post-

ponement of amortization to a.void any immediate. flnanc.h.l 

difficulty? 

MR. SHANKLIN: Yes,, sir.. But does it cover the question 

of interest during a. period,· or two to three years immediately 

after comp~eti0n7 
.· . . 

SENATOR CRANE: I don 1 t know if it specifically says that. 

Actually it refers to interest but l donut see whether it's 
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specified as bei-ng paid the fi :rst year. 

MR.. SHANRLIN: For a few years, we should have it .. You see, 

Senator, we are al ready in the water business through· the can.al 9 

the State is; and we will have an increasing i~come from that. 

The water is coml?arable and, in my opinion 9 should have com-

parable charges., We shouldn't compete against ourselves. So 

we are better off than if we had nothing to start with. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Senator Ridolfi, have you any questions? 

SENATOR RIDOLFI:· Senator, of course, I am not a member of 

this Committee., and 1 appreciate your graciousness in permitting. 

me to sit here 9 but I feel I would be taking advantage of it if 

I pursued your invitation and asked questions. But 9 inasmuch as 

you asked me, I would appreciate it if I might ask Just one and 

then 1 promise to keep quiet. 

SENATOR DUMONT: We 11 9 Senator Lance was here last week and 

he was asking questions because o:f his interest in this project 9 

and there is no reason why you shottldnnt .. 

SENATOR RIDOLFI: Except, Senator Dumont 9 I came here 

primarily ta listen and I intend to do just that 9 hut I will ask 

one:: 

Mr~ Shanklin, do I interpret you:r remarks correctly in 

stating that in you:r Judgment the primary purpose of this 

proposed reservoir at Spruce Ru.n is to provide a source of water 

fo.r eventual sale to commercial users? 

MR. SHANKLIN: As one of the users.. These rese:rvo!r."s 

provide wate:r for two purposes: water for sale within and 

without the .basin., an.d water which is to be used and put hack 

under the riparian principle. I am not a lawyer.11 so maybe I am 

1.5 





getting into deep water. 

Under the ,riparian principle, a· property owner is entitled 

to a reasonable ;use of the water in addltion to his land., provided · 

he returns it undiminished in quantity and unchanged in quality • 

. Now, if the State could prove that we have provided beneficial 

use, .I believe we could make a charge for that type of water. 
\ r' 

For instance, if you had a plant there that needed 30 million 

gallons a day to survive and the natural dependaple flows were 

only ten, you have benefited by it and I be 1 ieve ,..we· could sustain 

a charge. But there is water for sale in this 51 °both within and 

without the .basin. 

SENATOR RIDOLFI: Well, sir, have your present studies 
,., 

indicated or permitted you to reach a 'conclusion as to ~hgm·'jfour 

probable eventua:1 users. would. be and in what perqentage? 

MR. SHANKLIN: We have investigated; we have no firm 
\j 

commitments on that., but it is reasonable that we will have 
"I 

30 million gallons immediately ol" a few years after completion of 

the first project. 

SENATOR RIDOLFI: For what purposes? 

MR •. SHANKLIN: For water in the Union .. Middlesex County 

area. We have nothing up above yet. 

SENA.TOR DUlVIONT: Senator 0 1Mara has some qhest!ons, 

Ex_SENATOR O•MA.RA: Mr. Chairman 9 as I didilast week,· I 

would like to reserve my right to examine Mr. Shanklin until 

the testimony is submitted to the experts whom we have retained 

for evaluation, but there are several what might be called 

preliminary questions., which I would like to ask~,M:r. Shanklin 

at thls time. 
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' Mre Shanklin 9 your estimate of the self-liquidation 

possibilities of this bill are based upon~ I sttppose.11 the accuracy 

of the estimates of cost and the possibilities of sale of the water., 

MR9 SHANKLIN: Yesa Senatorj) I would like to make a point 

that I have not personally made these estimateso These estimates 

were made by the engineers of the Committee in consultation with us., 

Ex-SENATOR oa1VJARA,g Engineers of what Committee? 

MR. SHANKLIN~ Of the Water Resources Committee. However., 

based on the assumptions and allo-wances, as I said in my state-

ment" I feel that they are reasonable and have factors of safetyo 

Ex-SENATOR 0ffMA.RA~ If it should develop 9 however.11 that the 

cost of acqu.isitionJ) let us say» of the site of the Stony Brook 

:rese:rvoir is inadequate and that that cost should be greater 

than the cost assumed by the Committee 9 plus the allowance which 

the Committee has ma.de for eventualities in the way of increased 

costs, the calculations as to the self=liquidating features of the 

plan would not holdJ) would they? 

MR., SHANKLIN: No,, they would not. hold, but I do not consider 

that the administrator would be justified in proceeding with .that 

project if the future computations 9 detailedcosts 9 etc. disclose 

that this project would not be self=l:lquidating. That is pa:rt 

of the project. 

Ex-SENA.TOR oorM.RA~ NOW9 in clarification of .my ~'\,V'.11 thinking.I' 

and I want to confess that I know nothing about these details= 

I am trying very hard to learn about them = who would be the 

probable purchasers of this water? 

MR., SHANKLIN: In Stony Brook)) five years f:rom now? 

Ex=SENATORO'MARA.: Yes,. Or Spruce Run. 
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l\iIR • SHAN l<LI N : · Spruce Run - the first project, in light 

of our hearing., would be the Elizabethtown Water Company, 

possibly the Bridgewater area, the industries in that area, and 

further west. It is possible to deliver this water to the City 

of Elizabeth and Bayonne, neither of which no:w have a·source of 

their own. There is a demand in North Brunswick Township and in 

· South Brunswick Township. North Brunswick is more imminent. 

According to facts I· have heard recently, the re is a hope for 

industrial development in the northwest area around the-Stony 

Brook reservoir which could use this water .. 

Ex-SENATOR O8MARA:. Does the Eliza.bethtovm Water Company 

presently secure any of its water from the Raritan? 

MR.,' SHANKLIN: Yes, sir., 

Ex-SENATOR O1MA.RA: Does it pay for that water? 

l\iIR. SHANKLIN: No, they obtain that under the 1907 law 

under grant and they have the :right to divert 20 mill ion gal lon~f 

a day. 

Ex-SENA.TOR O8MA.RA: Let vs take Stony Brook as an example: 

As I understand the purpose of that re_servoir» broadly speaking, 

it is to impound waters during the flood periods and release 

them during the dry periods so as to maintain a flow in the 

Raritan River., ls that roughly the purpose of i t'l 

MR. SHAN:KLIN: To mainta.in a sustained minimum flow. 

If you had no demand, you would only let down enough:.· to meet 

the requirements of sustained minimum flow., 

Ex-SENATOR O1MARA: During what percentage of the year, 

how many days roughly= I know this might seem a silly question 

to you but it isn 1 t to mea --, 
I 
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MR. SHA.NKtlN:, Th.at•s a very good quest.ion:, Senator., 

lt ts a good on.e? Fine ... 

MR. SHA.NRLUh We are· getting that information tOgether9 

at least the engineers are. From p:rel im,inary -studies, l wo.uld 
. ' 

say that on the average four years out of five, the res~rvoir 

levels would be drawn down not over a f0ot and that draw-do.wn: 

would p:rObably occur after tabo:r Day. On. $Piruti~' Rttnl we· have · 

those .. figures worked out and the effect on Stony Brook would. be 

comparable. For instance, in 1951 and 1952 the reservoir·· would 

hardly be, drawn down. In 1953 it was drawn down appreciably •.. 

Again in 1946., n47, and 148 there was no effect or in ·1950, but 

in 1949 it went down 15 feet.. Now, once in 50 years, according 

to our records, those reservoi :rs would be practica],1y empty; 

for instance., in 1930, v 31 and ff 320 OU:r records do n.ot go back 

beyend · 1918, but we have records ccrimparable so that we can safely 

say that that drought ls one that na.s· onl'y occurred once in 50 . 
odd years .. 

Ex-SENATOR o•MARA:· Well, under ordinary circumstances then, 

could you give me a rough approximation of the percentage of 

time during the year when it wcn1ld be necessary to release :r:rom 

Stony Brook reservoir in orde:r to maintain the minimum flow in . 

the Raritan? 

.lVIR.o SHANKLIN: Those computations haven 8t bee:n. worked Gu't 

but» roughly,1 1 would say on the average of 30 to 60 days ... 

Ex-SENATOR 0 11\IIARA: Thirty to sixty days out of the year .. 

MR. SHANRLIN: On .the average ... 

Ex-SENATOR O'MARA: Now, here is what puzzles me and I 

wonder if you can help my thinking on it: The Elizabethtown 
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Water Company has the right presently, under the 1907 act, to 
withdraw water from the Raritan without paymente The calculations 

on the cost and self=-liquidating featu:res of these projects assume 

that the water will be sold at, if 1 iremember the figure correctly, 

$55 .. oo per million gallons., 

MR.. SHANKLIN~ Twenty=f ive., 

Ex-SENA.TOR QtMARA.g Twenty-five? Thatns :right.. Now, assume 

that it is necessary to release wat~:rs from the reservoir in 

order to maintain the minimum fl ow in the Ra:r i tan!) wH 1 that, 

in your judgment 9 have any effect upon the right of the Elizabeth -

town Water Company to withdraw waters from the Raritan wi'thout 

cost? 

lVJR. SHANKL!Ng I would have to answer that a little 

indirectly, because the right of the Elizabethtown is a matter:_ 

for the Water Policy and Supply Council to determine 9 and I 

cannot prejudge or investigate in advance what the Council might 

do.. But I would like to point out that in the 1918 grant, there 

is a condition, which was accepted by the Elizabethtown, 

requiring them to participate, when required 9 in any development 

or storage on the Raritan., 

Ex-SENA.TOR O11\JilillA: Wellil I am not talking about the 

provision which :requires them t_o participate in any cost of 

storage.I) but what puzzles me somewhat is this: lf the Elizabeth-

town Water Company has the :right to withdraw water from the 

Raritan River without cost· and if it is necessary to rele~se: 

the impounded waters in this dam at Stony Brook to maintain, 

the minimum flow, and if the Elizabethtown Company contln:ues 

to draw water from the Raritan River» even waters that are 
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coming down from this dam, hov,r can the Elizabethtown Water 

Company be considered a pr.ospective pu:rchase:r of this water? 

MR.. SHA.NKL 11'h This amount, according to El iza.bethtown, 

is new water., They are now before us asking for 20 million 

gallons - I think that is the figure - f:rom the Canal., They 

are buying water from the Canal at the present time:; and this 

ls in addition to what they a:re. now using .. 

Ex=SENATOR onMAB.A: This is in addition to what they are now 

using? 

MRo SHANHLIN: Yes., 

Ex-SENATOR OtMAAA~ It is your thought, then,!) that the 

Elizabethtown Water Company can be charged at.the rate::of,$25pe:r 
million gallon for the water that is released from these 

reservoirs into the :river? 

PJIR. SHANKLIN: My answer does not make any reference to the 

grant of 20 million gallons a day .. For any new water,, as I 

understand it 9 the El izabethtmm is not covered by the riparian 

principle.. Water used for potable purposes does not come under 

that., and it is my understanding of the law that if the State 

develops extra water.11 a charge can he made for that water .. 

Ex-SENATOR O•MARA.z Does that come under the grant of 1918? 

11.iRe SHANKLIN~ No, that does not., That, I cannot comn1ent 

on because that is a matter for the Council to decide., They 

would have to :re =open th.at case 9 hold a hea:r ing in which the 

facts would be brought outffe and that condition would then be 

interpreted by the Council., 

Ex-SENATOR on~IARA~ The provision of the grant that you 

referred to a moment ago, I assume is this: Paragraph 6., ;of the 

approval of the application of the Elizabethtown Water Company 

to divert waters from the Raritan and Millstone Rivers» approved 
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NCPvember 29.9 1918., I will read paragraph 6 of that g:ra.nt: 

tiThe Board hereby expressly ireserves the right in case 

it shal 1 be necessary in the future to provide storage of 

storm waters along the Rarita11. am Millstone Rivers or 

their tributa:r ies for the pu:rpo.se of supplyi:ng municipalities 

or water companies that may lawfully take waters from the 

said rivers and their t111ibuta:ries 11 to apportion the expense 

pf providing the necessary storage among the petitioners. and 

such other companies or municipalities as mays at the time., 

have a :right to take waters from said :riverss said t:rihu-

taries)l o:r either of them9 for public or dcn:nestlc tt$e 9 as 

may be equita:ble.,n 

Would you riot interpret that provision as giving to the Commission 

the right to.apportion the cost of this dam among the Elizabeth= 

town Water Company and whateve:r municipalities and wha teve:r 

users of the water there are., 

MRe SHANKLIN g Yes)l that's :reaso:nable;i but you could have 

two ways to apportion the cost, one would be by lump sum which 

would be paid.I) and the other is by a rate which would .be paid 

over a period of years .. 

Ex-SENATOR 0 8MARA.~ .And if the cost of cosistiruct and 

the acquisition of the site 9 and the construction of the dam== 

if the cost, itself 1 were.apportioned among the users of the 

water, then there would be no necessity for a state bond iss.ue 91 

wou,ld there? 

:MRo SHANKLIN~ At the present times the Council doe~ not 

have any application before it for a project on the Raritan 
i 

River,. We cannot initiate it and this is one of the bene:fits 

of this 1eglslation9 if it ghres someone in this State enough 
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authority, enough money, to get started on something th.at we have 
been talking about since 1930. 

Ex-SENATOR O•MAAA: Mr. Shanltlia., I call your attention to 

the fact that this provision is not limited to the Raritan Rivew. 

lt•s the storage of storm waters along the Ra:ritan aad Millstone . 

Rivers or their tr ibuta:ries,. 

MR. SHANKLIN: That's :right. lt 1 s the Raritan River Basin .. 

Ex..,SENATOR·o•MA.RA: I don•t think you have answered my 
question. 

11./IR. SHA.NKLI N: I dontt think I can., JJecause you have asked 
. - - , 

me what our Council would do and I cannot. speak for the Council. 

If it had an application be.fore it-

Ex-SENATOR QtMA.RA: I did not ask you what your Council 

would do. I asked you if It isnnt a fair conclusion from the 

mere reading of paragraph 6 of this grant that if the cost, of 

the acquisition of the site and the construction of the dam was 

apportioned among the Elizabethtown Water Company and the othe:r 

users of' the water, there would then be no necessity. for a botld 

is.sue by the State •. That•s · all* 

MR. · SHANKLIN: Well, the other uters would be other users 

wh0 come to us at the time. Th.at is my uaderstanding o:t that · 

condition - that if and when a project were developed by 

interests on t.he Raritan Basin for storage of water, the Com-

mission reserves the right to allocate part of that cost to 
.· . 

the Elizabethtown in return for having given them 20 million. 

gallons a day grant. 

Ex-SENA.TOR 0 1MARA.: . Al 1 right., l have no fttrthe r quest.ions 

at this time. 
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. . . . . . . . 
SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. __ Shanklin, there a gentleman from 

Hunterdon-· coiinty wb.~ has-- some question~ he would like to ask you 9 

and if' he will identify him$~! r; }ie maY proceed:: 
. . . 

CA R .L lf E I T Z M.A N: I am Carl He ltzman, a taxpayer, 
. . 

from Union Township, ~nd I am ~ll acqua·inted with the area that 
is involved, being· a flshetman al-so • 

. : : . :: ' . 

Mr. Shanklin, regarding the preposed Bwmvale dam slt.e 

which you spoke of, l bel !eve you mentioned the fact. that it would. 

in no wa-, do away with the re.creatio:nal area of the to_ckwood Go:rge. 

l think t.hat se·nato:r Lance amd the questien that Senito.r :Dumont .. . ~. . . . . . . . 

posed to you before had :reference to· a dam site which would be 

at Lak~ Solitude, Jtt;t. outslde of Itfgh Bridge on the soutll 

b:ran_ch of the R~r1tan which· wo~ld he>ld, I would ~ay Jt,t.st by 

guess, easily twice as n1uch water as Spruce Run without floed.h1g 
. • • ;'. • ! • • . 

tlie Village ot Califon. Has 'yeir department or have ·yo11.:r . . . . 

engineers aetu.a11y made a survey of the' higiiFor of the 
--f 

feasibility of a dam site at Lake Solitude, which could, I 

believe·., feed the Round· valley ~ite by gravity? 

MR. :SHANKLIN: No·study has he~n made of.a daJn of'height. 

sucli as i:.ake Solitude, of such :height as· not _to fl.ood out Califon. 

MR. HEITZMAN: · 'No study has actually been made· of using 

the state-owned land in the Lockwoe>d Gorge; is that-correct., sir? 

MEt. $HANRLlN:. so far as :l knpw~ no. .lt may :b:a.ve bee:il 

done before I came with the. Stite., but not since :1•ve beeil 
with· th:e State. 

MR. HEITZMAN: All right. thaak_you • 
. Now, in rega::rd to ·the feaslbllity of- the Spruce B:un 

. - . ·. ,, . ' 
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. ·.·.· .· . . . ..·· · ... ··· ·. .. . .... · 
estimate of. how long it w11·1 ta~e to. fill .~ ten bill.ion gallon 

.. reservoir at Spruce Run 'with tlii present flow of .tb,E{ Spruce Run .. ·.• 
.. . . . .. . . . .· 

and the Mulhocoway Creek at {he'16w wa~er st~ge wh.ich'.theY are 
. •. •' . . ... . 

now in and at. which stage Y~~r Department wif i no longer stock trout 

because of poor~water conditi0ns •• 
. . . ' ·,_,_ ·-

.. MR~·. SHANRtlN: They probaily. haV~~ l think th~t question . 
. . . ' . . 

ought to '•:oe directed,. Senat.or, to Mr·. Ritter" wne has dde the 

. study,. l have riot s.een tha't , .. except that l do·. know th.at. .• th·at · 
reservQir- can .be tilled. in a. re'asonable time,~ at.tier rese.rvqirs . 
of :that mag11itude are fified .; ~'ttho'tlt c1fyhag up the st.ream to 

. . . . . 
. interior :rrowi:ng.• .. We- would apply t.G thfs r~serwir the same rule . . . ' . . . . . . 

that we apply to any reservoi :r or ~ny p~ifd/ and that is that. the .. 

low flows must be maintilned ·. dtiring: the fllltng ~f the terservoir:.· 
Mit. HElTZMAN: Now, sir~ 1·.W'()uld Jus·t 1 ike to ask yo~ one · 

question .in regard to the fe•:j,ility of a :recreat.ienal area 
. . .· . : . . . ' 

around the Spruce Run reservoir .. 
. . 

According bi pig~ ta·· of' the· 

. . 

flow., a total of 65 m111~on gallons, in the south bras.ch of the 
. Raritan. With .the Spruce Run .rese:rvoir·g it shows a total of 

150 million gallons per day; ora di:f'fe:r~nce 0f 8'5 million 

gallolis per day. 
. . 

P.{o~, l previously had thls. argument at Cl imt0n Townsh.f:p 

Scho01 vrith Mro Ritte:r, and 1 ~sk~d Mr. Ritte:r>the same ·q~estioi{ 

. · wlllch l. ·w.oulci 1 ike io ask yott., :bu.t :fi :rst. I tll .te 11 you wilat he 
. . '• 

told me. .I asked hint what the ·drop ln Spruce Run Woul~: be .with · 

a 40 million gal~on a d~y drop down.,.;·r1ver, and he estitnated 
. . . 

e>rigi:nal ly a· half inch and thert it was changed to three incb.eso . 

Now, with the 85 mllllon ga11o~s a: day difference 1:>e:tween . . . . . 

Spruce RUJ.l and no r~sErrvol~) . a.s shown i~ the Smith B.epe :rt, 





what ls your estimated drop _per day in the Spruce Run rese:rvoi:r? 

MR .. SHA.NRt,IN: ,1 am not trying to evade your question., 

but it vs very complex to answer just the way you expressed it. 

The flow at Bound Brook vicinity on the lower river is 

composed of water coming do'Wll the Millstone, down the North 
l 

Branch, down the South Branch,. natural flow, plus what is let · 

out of Spruce Rtin. In order to maintain the flow, as shown on 

page 18, that: .ls 90 mill ion ... ·ga1lons in the river and .60 for ttse, 

or a total of l:'50, the engine~rs for the Committee have ta.ken 

the record beginning with 1930 and computed what the drop, in 

water level would be for full draft on the Spruce Run reservoir .. 

To give you a few figures - i_n 1951, beginning abo~t- the s.econd 

week in September t9 the first week in October., it would.have 

gone down about a foot(> The balance of the year it would have 

been filled. In 19.52, it I s a sim! la:r occurrence for about 

the middle of' October to the end of November ... Now,, in 1953 
we had some dry weather. Beginning the middle of Ju.ly; it·. 

dropped 15 feet by the middle of November, and w~s full again 

by the end of April in 1954 .. Now, that was assuming that we 
were selling all that water during those periodso In. the worst 

" \ ··. . . 

period of drought, 1930., the reservoir ,would have :been down 

beginning the end of June· and it would have dropped down 25-27 

feet by t:n,e end of November.. lt did not fill completely in 

·1931 - about a foot shy. In December of- 19.31 it went down 

aboi,.t 13 feet. It filled in March 1932 but it went down again 

30 feet.g a_nd then it filled in 193.3. As 1 · recal 1 the record, 

it stayed filled until about 1938, because that was a flood 

period. 
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MI:t. HEITZMAN: Tb.en, sir, actuat'ly as far as vertical 
. . 

distance. goes, this reservoir viottld drop anywhere between a 

foot and you said,. l belleve, 27 feet was yo1.1r ma.ximwn figure. 

Wduldn t t it be true that in a l'ott1:rb1'(iii,:g)s.l"'ea such as 

this reservoir wil 1 · 1ay in that the exposed are.a of the 

reservoir, Whlch would n.ot have water in. it,., would be approximate-

ly eight times or ten times U1e vertical distance? 

· MR. SHANKLIN: lt. would in Spruce Run ... That is approximate-

ly true.. I don•t know the depesitory. But I wou.ld •like to 

emphasize that that condition on the average_is one year out 

of five. 

SENATOR D'CJE10NT: Here a.re· some more questions, Mr .. 

Shanklin: 

Wouldn't waterfrom the Stony Brook reservoir first.be 

used in the Stony Brook area., then downstream on the Mi !!stone., 

and then. only for other parts of the. valley and the State? 

MR. Sl[A.Nro:.lN: Yes., Tilat would he the preferable way 

to do it. The water, under this legislation, is:'to be 

allocated· by the Wat.er Ppl!c.y a.lld Supply Council. I dtm•t 

nsan by that that we can reserve without payment~ o:r should 

reserve without payment, water for ten years in advance, but 
) -·.· ' . . ' . ' . 

in al locating wa.t.e:r for' the dovmstream users it is our present 

practice and would be contlatted., to con.slde:r the need and to 

be sure that there is a s.ou.rce of water for the upland areas 
. . .. . 

when they need the water. 

SENATOR DmJIONT: Here are: a couple .of questions by M:r .. 

Malcolm Crooks: 
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If a sound englneertS estimate was in hand on the cost of 

the reservoirs, based on full engineering and geologic data, 

would it be necessary to include clauses in Senate 272 to 

assure the payment of the bonds by diversion of income from the 

Delaware and Raritan Canal and from a tax on real property in 

New Jersey? 

MR. SHA.NKL IN: Wel r, that provision, . sir, Tor assu!'lng 

payment of bonds is on. the question of dependa:ble lncC!lme,_ in -

the early stages of the project. It doesn •.t matt.er too' much 

what the cost of the project is. The :rate we are charging or 

the rate this Committee is recommending, and the rate that the 
. . 

Commission would fix, would be ]:>ased on sufficient income to 
. , . 

. ' . 

meet it., provided we could have a reasonable amottnt of demand .. 
' . . ' ', 

SENATOR Dtm/IONT: What northeastern municipalities a.re 

curr~ntly:expanding their.water systems or are in the process of ---· 
doing so, including those now holding hearings with the Division 

of Water Policy and Supply? 

IVfR. SHANKLIN: The Hackensack Water Company haS con- · 

structed a r"eservoir in New Yo:rk State by which they bave 

increased the yield on the Hackensack River 20 million gallons 

· a day., ten o,f which., according to the New York Water Board 

Control., can be used !n N~w Jersey., · The City of Newark has 

obtained a grant to construct a;newreservo!r at Charlotteb~:rg 

and construction on that is to start this year .. The Common-
.. ' ' ) . 

wealth Water Company obtained a grant for diversion of water 

from the Passaic River n.ear Chatham and a:re building a_ 
' ' 

reservoir into which it can be pumped. As I recall the 

figure, it is 17 million ga.11011.s a day.., We now have an 

application before us from the City of Jersey City for the 
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. . . 
. . 

. Upper Longwood Valley ReS~~~oir, 
. . . . .,- ·. . . . . - . : ; .. ·., ,;·. 

. . 

which incidentally ls the · 

·_ ident,ical type Of reseri,:oir tlle;~ we a re considering . bl- .this -, 
. . 

ie gJslatio~ .. •·· 

i:wn pleasJ~~- to h~ar -ihat:,:·;-a<.:cGtd-iijg to' the· aewspap:~rs,'.. 
. • .· __ • ··.' . : ....... · .. , .. .'· ''· . . ·. _., •. '· .. · •'... ._ ....... ·. ·::,,: i> .. • . 

Passaic:.Val ley Water Cemmlssion i~. eacteavoring, to, get_. sta,rted. · 
. . . • l 

·. o:n th.elr Potntvlew Rese,z-,roir, wh.lch :\irould greatly ;b1ct-ease th~ 
• • • ,: • • • • ' ' ,,, ' ••• 1· • • •• ,. • - - •• • ' • • • • • ' : -. " •• • ,• • 

. ( . 

· de~endil>il i ty @f · thelr Lit.ti~. :Fat ls .. supply·. .. There hai als~ .·• 
. been so111e expansion in groundwate,;; (t.evetopment •. ·• .. 

. . . . . . . r . . . 

. MR .. CROOKS: On that point, ye• have mentioned RackEaasack, ·• ' ' . ., . . . ·~ '. ; . ·. . 

ten ~ill ion gal lens- tn New Jers~'y;- Commonwe~ith 17 mill ion · 
. ' ,·' , . .· . . 

. . . 

NIR. SHAnmt,IN: · .AS I recall the figure, it: is 7.o:r: ?~i/2:•'. > 

·. I- have.llllt got the flgura ci ·._ . 
. ·· . .-. . · . 

. . l\i1R. CROOKS: .. And . Jersey -City? . · .... 
. ·.. .· ;· 

· MR'! SHANRLIN: I think it is 11 or 13. r•m: not sure,r 

~- SFJANELIN: : Passaic Valley ~oulc[ .flrm the :riow fr~m : _.--_ . · ... 

_ 35, whi6h v,e. estitr1ate >to be ;the·:·,dependabte yfe:ld, to &5 • .. 
MR. CROO.KS:. Do you ha;ve a~y\ e~titnat.e 6f the- ~e,relopm~t1t, ·• 

of gr9uad water. resources la Ua~t: ar~~. cu.rre.ntlyt 
MR~- SHA:NELIM::- ·· The_ Iar.gest o~e< ·is gne that, we Ju.st 

.· ·. . ..... · ... · .· . 

app~oved fcir' the City ~f East Ors.nger They are, rebtd.l,ding 

their weils and wtii !ncf~~se t~eir yi~ld about 2 million· gall:ott$ 
a day~ I tbink_the exactftgur~:.ts l.8.· .• . 

·· ... MR. CROOKS: · __ · Are the·re amy· others tiat you kl\OW ef?' 

·. ~- SHANRt!N:, Nothing .of~ that point', niagnittide, _tio~. 
. . 

. MR. CROJK.s: Thank yo~ • 
. .. · . •' ·._ ·-·· 
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. SENATOR DUMONT: Mr •. Hauck? 

ANTHONY HAUCK: It ls true, is it not, that there. ·are 

several conc~rnsalong the Raritan that have fiparian rights 

and t.ake water from the Raritan aow? .. · 

I\IJFt~ SHANKLIN:· You are. referring to the Raritan River? 

lVIR. HAUCK:' Raritan River, down around Manville, 

Somerville, Bound Brook, .and New Brunswick. 

MR. SHANKLJN:· That, Mr. Hauck, is a legal ques.tron, l:>11.t '' 

l '11 try to -answer, _ knoying that I'm n9t a lawyer. As I uride rstand 

riparian rights,· if it ·go~s with the property, whether you use. it 

or not, it is your right.to take a reasonable amount of the water 

out of that river and use.it under the. conditions specified •. · 

MR •. HAUCK: Well, does your/department have any r~cord: 
. . ·- . 

showing how much water is takeri by those variou~ companies? 
,· 

MR. SHANKLIN: We have no record and nocoatrol. 

MR. HAUCK: Is there any lather department !n New Jersey that 

k.eeps a record of how much .water is wi',thdtawn? 
'f. 

MR. SHANKLlN: No, sir. 

MR. HAUCK: Don 1 t you think it is ·nece·ssary from an 

engineering standpoint, in iss~ing a re.port like the Smith 

Report, to know what those companies are doing? 

MR. SHANKLIN: The TAMS Report did -investigate and report 

on an estimate of what was being done. They,did that uni;ier the, 

so•called private industrial use •. Many states are considering 
. ' 

and ha'!e enacted legislation whereby a small fee is charged for 

recording those rights, and they report the amount of water used. 

MR. HAUCK: Well; isn 1 t ;t .true there are .industries that 
' ' 

have taken out .a tremendous amount under those riparian rights?· 





MRo SHANKLIN: .And they are putting. it back. 

MR. HA.UCl{: Yes,· and putth1g 1 t back.· But . they are put.ting · 

it back more or less in a polluted st~ge in some instances;- i'sn 1.t. 

that true? 

MR. SHANKLIN:' That, may be trtJ,e., but if they do they are 

doing it in violation 'not only ·:or the connnon law bttt of specific 

.. state .1aws. 

MRo HA.UCK: We 11, now, M~. sh~nklin~ when the water gets 

low now_ in th.e Raritan and_the :use qt the -purchase.now of the 

. water from the Raritan has presented evidently a eris ls where 

your departmeat feels that these two reservoirs are necessary--· 

isn't that correct? 

MR. SHANKLIN: It 1s not only on the Raritan. .It -is on 

all rivers,~ .AA example of' abuse and ne_glect is the Passaic- . 

Ri~er below Paters·on. ·. That river has been very effectively 

developed by· reservoirs ·for water su.ppl:y over a period of years.· . 

. but non~ of them pr~vided for ~ny · increased flow .. · -The-re is no 

reason why our rivers should be cess·pools. They should be clean 

streams, us.eful for. recreationi fishing and other matters •• · Now, 

we ins lsted that New· York do tiJat on t:he Delaware.. For every 

two gallons that New Yerk City was permitted· to take., we 

re qui red. them to put one . down our river. ·· 

MR. HAUCK: We 11, if, we use wa t.e r from Spruce Run and 
.. - . . . 

Ston.y Brook to increase the. flow of the Raritan~ lt will be 
.. . . - . 

givi119 to the so-called riparian right owners more water to use 

at times, will it not?· 

MR .. -$HANKL.IN: Yes~ 

MR. HAUCK: Dontt y6:U:_th:!nk·t.hey sho~ld .be made to pay 

for 'the use or·' that wa. te r? 
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:MR. SHA.NRLIN: Personally, yes. 

MR. HA.UCK: Mr. Shanklin, did you attend a meeting in 

Easton not too long ago between representatives of Pennsylvania 

and New Jersey in reference toDelawa:re water diversion? 
I 

MR. SHANKl:.IN: Yes. 

MR. HAUCK: Do you recall a representative of Pennsylvania 

asking a representative of New Jersey what New Jersey's plan was 

for the future, and the New Jersey representative stating,. "Well, 

you. know that we in New Jersey have a }:laritan River project?ft 

MR. SHANKLIN: Yes. 

MR .. HAUCK: Do you think that that statement being made.by 

the New Jersey representative left any kind of impression on the 

Pennsylvania group that perhaps New Jersey was not too interested 

in•hurrying any Delaware River project? 

,ruJR. SHANKLIN': No, I do not. 

MR. HA.UCK: Because of the Raritan River project? . 

MR •. SHA.NKtIN: No, I do not, because we have a direct, 

immediate interest in the Delaware River for South Jersey, as well 

as for North Jersey. Remember» we are one of four states on the· 

Delaware which have a divided interest.. For every· gal ion you 
. ' -.· 

. take out of the Delaware. River for North Jersey, you are 

potentially hurting South Jersey, and therefore we have to be 

very careful. If we could get W'al !pack Bend tomorrow for this 

, purpose, I would be delighted. We need it to develop 3400 ettbic, 

feet per second at Trenton for the benefit of' the lower river. 

Now, once we get Wallpack Bend, then we can begin to talk about 

another reservoir· i.nto which we can pump water out, but unt,il 
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we get Wal lpack Bend .:... those stream flow regulations - we are 

stymied. We should sponsor Wallpack Bend with evel"y effort we 

have .. 

MR.. HAUCK: You think., then, that the State of New Jersey 

should hurry as is humanly posslble with al 1 th~ red tape the· · 

diversion of water from any part of the Delaware? 

MR. SHANKLIN: . Yes, but first we 1ve got to provide the 

storage for. regulation on the Delaware. · That is the complication. 

Now, we have an opportunity now., with the Army Engineers I study. 

Remember., reservoir sites are difficult to obtain, and on the 

Delaware our best reservoir sites are in New York State. The 

Incodel Report shows that. Pennsylvania and New Jersey cannot 

go into New York State and build >but the Federal Government can, 

and maybe by doing that we can .increa.se the amount of water., 

MR. HAUCK: One more question.,. Mr. Shan.kl in, and then I •m 

through:· Don I t you think it would be more feasible and more 

efficient if the State of New JE:rsey, either you:r department or 

some other di vis ion or body, spent money for an efficient and · 

proper engineering report to float these reservoirs before 

presenting the matter to the Legislature and to the people? 

(.A.pp 1 a use)' 

lvlRo SHANKLIN:, I cannot agree with that. ,We have made 

a survey report;. This is standard procedure. The Incodel 

Report on the_ upper Delaware River was typical and comparable 

to this information here... They made a report on the feasfbUity 

and an englneering estimate with allowances for the. cost-. 

Legislation was prepared and proceeded wi.th., We did the same 

thing ourselves back in 1930, and we recommended Bunnvale .. 

The main purpose of this study was to select-- or let me go 
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back further. Tbe one value of the TAMS Report was to evaluate_ 

what reservoir sites in the Rar.itan Basin and on the Delaware, too, 

were now available., because of 1:)ul lt-up conditions, w~.J~:i.ffifi~ilfi'ca1 
because they would do the trick., and were feasible as to the 

. . . 
matter of cost and dam construction. They recommended., I think 

it is some 30 or 40 odd combinations of projects. ;We took that 

report, the Committee did, concentrating on the Raritan after 

reviewing the other possfbilities, selected t~o, and the third 

to come, which will develop on the Raritan :320 million gallons a 

r~, day off of 776 square miles. I am happy with that. figure. That· 
\ ' 

is about What. we are or can get off the Passaic River, which is 

the same.size. Now, we get 50 off of Hackensack, 320 off of 

· the Passaic, 320 here and 300 from the Delaware; that gives us 

almost a 'thousand. And that is better than we hoped to get 

in 1922 when Hazen made his report., or it•s Just as good. We· 

haven•t lost out. 

· MR. HAUCI{: Well, Mr. ; Shanklin, do you know of any record 

of a survey having been made. about 20 years ago on the Spruce 

Run site, which was abandoned? 

MR. SHANKLIN: I don•t recall any. 

MR. HAUCK: Is your department-aware that a_great po:rtion 

of the Spruce Run area is full of so--called sink holes caused 

by ipervious 1 imestone deposits, one of. which is large enough 

to sink a house, and that the farmers have lost machinery and 

cattle in some of these holes and have been filling them with 

garbage and other refuse in order to fil 1 them up? Has that 

part been tested by the engineering group or groups? 
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1\/lR.., SHANKLIN: I don« t know whether they have !nvest!ga.ted 

that feature or not.. The Department has not ma.de any detailed 

study except that we have had an examination made of the dam site 

shown in the report and of one other site, and the report I have 

is that they are both practlcal dam sites.. But those things, 

Mr. Hauck, wil 1 be carefully studied before the. Department 

actually starts to acquire or build.. Othe:rwise, the Department 

would not be playing fair with the t..eglslature., 

MR., HAUCK~ But, Mr.; Shanklin; !snit that Just like buying 

a pig·in a poke? When a man buys a house he investigates liow 

much the taxes are, how much for the insurance 9 how much oil 

he has to pay for to heat it, .where the nearest school is, and 

so forth, but here in the great State of New Jersey 9 are the 

members of the Legislatul"e 9 who are the t:rustees of the pocket-

books and the resources of the State, going to allow this to 

be done - have the bond issue passed, go in and buy the land 

and then Iind out that it ls not practical or economical? Do 

you thirik thatns right? 

SENATOR DUl\40NT: Just a minute. Mr. Hauck 9 please Just 

ask questions because you will :ti.ave an opportunity to make a 

statement in opposition when the oppO$i tion:'. goes ono But I 

would app:reciate it if you would- confin~ yourseJl.f to questions 

now on any testimony that Mr .. Shanklin has g1i ven., 

MR. HAUCK:· Well, suppose» Senator, I limit it to the 

last part of my question: ttnq you think tha,t 11 s :right?0 

MR. SHANKLIN: I consider that we have sufficient 

information to determine that that ls a practical; feasible 

and immediate project., 
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SENATOR DUMONT~ I might add 9 before we go any further» 

that the proponents will have an equal opportunity to examine 

the opponents if they so desire when the opponents are making 

statements 9 so that this will be conducted on the same basis 

for both sideso 

Now9 here is another' question from M:r~ Crooks:. How much 

water wUl be dive:rted from the Raritan River by the New 

Brunswick trunk sewer authority when its facilities are complete 

within the next few months? 

MRo SHANRLINg That is the New Brunswick trunk sewe:r1 

SENATOR DUMONT~ That u s right c 

l\/lR., SHANRtlNg I do not have the figures o 

SENATOR DUMONT: Mr .. Shanklin 9 whatus your opinion as to 

which is the better of the two p:rospee;tive sites in the Delaware 

River·= Wal lpack Bend o:r Tock I s I s1 and? 

·l\lIRo SHANKLIN~ Assuming that the Tock 1 s Island dam site 

is a practical dam sites according to the Englnee:rsu Report, 

the Tock 1s Island is undoubtedly the best. because it provides 

almost twice as much sto:ragee 

SENATOR DUMONTi lsn•t it also perhaps better f,n,m the view= 

point that it looks like the only one that any feder,a1 appro= 

priation might be made for? 

MRo SHANKtlNg Well 9 I was considering it first j'~ t f:rom 

an engineering viewpoint.. I v1ould want to make: this statement: 

Whereas Wallpack Bend has no appreciable adver!:lle effect on land 

in New Je:rsey.11 the Tock•s Island will back up on Flatbrook 9 

but some day.11 in my oplnion.11 we will need a :reservoir on 

Flatb:rook so it•~ just a matter of whethe:r you do it today 
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· or 30 years from now .. 

. SENA.TOR DUMONT: .·. How far into the Flatbrook Valley would 

lhat back wa.terf 

MR.. SaANKLIN: · lf it's bull t as a multiple flood, anct 

recreation reservoir, the perB'lanent: reservoir would not go 

too far up, Senator. We dorit t know.,. because the Army hasn 8.t 

tGld us. It would go up enough to provide boating acce.ss to the 
. -· ' . '; . 

entire lake for the residents 'or Flatbrook. I think 1tvs a 

town called Flatbrookv!lle. tnatt's right down near the mouth. 

Now., the flood ~ters would. back up quite a bit. further .•. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Would, they back up as. far as Layt()1'1? ·.·, 
. . 

MR. SHANRI:.IN: l think it,us Hi that vici~~Jy .. 

SENATOR DUMONT:· s,nator 1Crane has a questiona .· 

· SENATOR CRANE: These are: my last questions$ Mr .. Shanklin:. 

Do you believe we can "get by~ Just going to the Delaware 

o:r do we need an. Interim program to provide t.o the time W~ go to 
' . ! . 

' . 

the. Delawa.re?, 
. . . 

. MR. SHANKLIN: We :need water tomorrow if we could get it, 
' . 

and there lsnvt any way .. of getting water th;at soon fro'm th~ 

De 1 aware.,·· 

SENATOR CRANE.: Sir, do you agree·that this.leglslation 

. establishes a plan to sel 1 the: increased water suppiy in the. 

Raritan made available l;>y the \wo dam structures· we have talked 

ot ... that.this legislation p~ovides, for the sale of tlle 
. . 

increased water made ~vailable( by these dams? ls that correct? . 

MRo · SHANKLIN: · It prov!de,s definitely for the sale of _that ·· 
. . 

water 'marked for US8o Tbat is:: a legal question •. ·. Tl:lat would . 

be wate,r whlch is used in. the ._rea _or. on the stream and put .· 
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back in. 

~NA.tCRCRANE: ·:.· . . · .... 

Well; .what l meant wa~ - we couldn't sell . 

th.rs ~ter without providing :r1rst> the increased flow. ls 

that ·c0rre·ct? . 

· .. MR~·:· Slt4NHLIN: •· .You couldn't sell lt anyway, ne. We do ;,_ · · 

l m.ean, th.ere lS· sozne com:rusidn:. . In !'907, the tegls1ature ~id 
'. .· . _ _. ·. . ... : .. an excellent Job on that· drafting and .that law.has b~ea copied 

· by ~a.ny States/ ·· In order· \o provide an Incfome ft1t- th!·$ ,control, . 

they estahl !shed a·. ta,i CGll.led :: the ••.excess diverst~n -tax". oa 
sti;:fa~e watero The ta~ rate ~a.y be a.~where from one t.o' ten·, 

• • ,· •· :-.: '• • • • .. ·,o • 

dollars per mU1 ion gaifon· cUversion in ~x.cess of what they 

were taking out in either 1907 .or 'the pop·ulatfon of 19()5. If . 
. . . - . 

t1iey ma!rttafn. the minimum. flo~ specif led by ~aw9 then the tax · 

mu.st be $1~00, but 'ror e~ry daY they. drop bel~w that flow we 

can put on a hlgller rate~ '·. ~0- of them ha~ ~-tJ.ed up tbe ~trea~. . . . . . . 

-entirely at,id ~ave been ch~rge~ the fttl l $JO.GO :~ate:.. And -t.hat 

is the source of our ince>,me t,ft our who:le divlsi~m:. 
. . . . . 

SENA.TOR cRA.NE: Weil, S!;l') w(tb a pro"is-ion:. hi th!~ i~w,, 
a.ad I say ~w! tn a provisio·-~ ;~akJng. it 'a fttture conditt.en: 

becau~e lt ;,as my suggest!~n at o~r first session that we .aniend_ 

the law so: 1:.o provide,· that rlpa:rian usets who would beaefit 

by the !~roved water supply, ;' the · water improvements made, . 
. . ' 

. •, . 

should be charged - de yoa befleve i,f that put !m~ then, 

that anyone would :benefit -Withe>ut havi~g to .pay, some price and 

ther~fere share a bttrdeti of. tn.e c.ost.?' · 
· MR ·· SHA.NHLIN• . - . o_ .. . . . . - · .. - • 

. . . . . . -

taese federai be;efit 'program~, such as. the ~toiiy Brook wate~~ 

shed, so11 · conservation pfoJe:<:t; •nd the Arrey EngineeH·s, :ill 

\\Thi ch t11e· wmole Justi'ficatioa' !s :based -en l>eaef,.i ts. -l't is · 
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. . 

going to be a very difficult proposition to prove beneficial use 

in many cases. ·I have discussed this with the Attorney General's 
. . . 

Off ice. · Umder basic law, I unel.erstand, . if we cou.1 d prove such 

a use, we could make the charge. 

Se.N.A.'l'CJR CRA.NEg· We11 9 s ir9 would you say that irrfgat!Gn 

was a bene·ficial use? 

MR.o SHANl\Lllh lrrigatien is very complicated., · l:rr!gation 

violates tlie basic ~ipa~fan p:rlr1clple 9 because practically nc, 

water l's put back .. · However, here in· the northeast, and I have ' 

examined it with different commlttees 9 no court has yet said ,, 
... ,._ . 

no to the farmer. They have developed the th.~Qry ,-r· the 
'l 

principle of beneficial use, ahd they h.a:ve allowed it. But it· 

ls still contra.ry tG the basic principle. So irrigation could 

be charged,. in my opinion :for what it f.s w0rth, for at reasonable 
have 

rates. In other words 9 l think we should/the rate est.alH !shed 

which would vary with · the type O .f use., 

SENATOR CRANE: Well 9 Mr., Shanklin, let:fs not get into a 

hasse 1 · with the .farmers, but i's it tl'ue , that !n_ the TAMS Report 

they pointed out that that diversion for irrigation exceed a .. 

million gallons a day in the height .of the season? 

MR. SHA.Nki.IN: l don ft. :reca.l l the T.Af,/1$ flgu re» but this 

irrigation in New Jersey the N~rt:neast is a very important 

.factor for the farmer :fn hls business., Without it 9 he cannot 

compete. It is growing by Jea,ps and bounds., We cannot, 

ourselves, get reliable figures., lt has· occu:rreid, for instance,. 

on the upper reaches of the Swimming R!ver 9 to th~ detrimeat 

of about 3 million ·gallons a day for 90 dayso 
. -

SENATOR CRANE: we-11, sir-,· switching now to yet another · 

subject of ttse of this water, s!iace opposition to the 
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E=town request for water from the canal has developed, would it. 

be reasonable to assume that they then would be a customer for 

this new water provided? I think you will admit that the 

opposition to it has been considerable. 

MRe SHA.NKt.IN: The opposition has been considerable and 

t~:r~ are points, which I am speaking about now in my own mind--

the D & ·R Canal Bs greatest,.advantage is for industries which 

, want to locate along it its entire length,. and l feel that rathe'r 
! v 

than al locate a 1 arge per4ettage of it to any one party, it 

would serve the· State better to spread.it out in smaller 

quantit!ese 
. . 

SENATOR,CRANE: Well, now, si:r, we know that the list two 

clauses in the bond act, pr~vid!rig for revenues in case this 

should not be se 1 :f=sustaining in the beginning, are objectionable; 

is it· a reasonable suspicion that~ if charges we:re made for 

diversion for irrigation for the riparian use by industrial 

organfzatiori.s, where they still return the water, and also 

through sale to commercial firms like the E-town water firm, 

in all probability we would not :be in financial difficulty, 

since we can also postpone the amortization under thi!l act for 

· l0 years? Donut you feel that the:re ls a reasonable thought 

that this can be successful? 

.lVIR. SHANKLIN~ Yes, sir,· I do. I think the only thing 

that can upset it ls a depression worse than in 1930 .. 

SENATOR CRANE: That 11s all, sir~ 

SENATOR O•MA.RA.: May I ask another question or two? 
·. . 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Go ahead, Senator. 
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Ex.;.SENA.t~: Ot~: . Mr. 'shankH.n, in respollse ta Sena tor 

Cranets last questiott, t'ha.t was :based upon. tbe asswnptiori.th~t. 
a charge ceuld he made . te the _:r!pat~aa owners fo:r the rJ.pariaa. 
use of the water. · mow~ you have said several times th~t you 

are ru,t a lawyer. · But. don•t you. thi:ak that y0u would have 
' . 

·· gr·e·at dif:flcul ty in sustairt!ng a c:ha.rge on the l'ipat-ian us~rs 
. - •' ··, .· :· . 

for the right which the·co:mmon law gives them to use that water 

free1 · 

l. ~o t.estf_f led when I was Jitking. about that 
f 

' •, . ' ... : . . . . ' .- :, ., ,. ·... .. .. . .. ·.. . . •_. ' .. · ··: - . 
. l>enef!cial itse.. Ou.:r estimates, Senator, on the self-liquidating 

"- . 

features ot __ tb.ls·project· did ~ot eenslcler any charge. ·Tb.e 

Division 11.as ·nad two irid:ttstries in the last year wa1,;1tJ:ng ·to, 

lG>cate adjacent to the Millst-dne. in one case., and th.e other. 
. . .. 

was on t.he.:bel~~;re. T.ney had ne> riparian rights; hut.they 

we re willing .· to pay ·any amou.t . of mcn1ey _, ahy reas,~nable a.mount 
·- . ' ' .. ,,·,·,.J .. ,, .·. ,_ .. , 

of money, if they cotdd make ttse ot ·the stream,;:· a.ca•se they_ 
. . ...... . 

could not matte use· of that stream~- they had to locate elsewhere. 

So 1 look to find a large number of industrial c~~swners. who 
'\ 

:now will l)e permitted .to .Dlake use of this water., who will. put . 

it hack when they are through in good quality and., therefore:, 

it. is a ciear profit. 

SENA.TOR 0-'MARA: The reason for my ques'tion 9· Mr. Shanklin,· 

was simply because you. answer~d a. question of Senator >Crane 

ba.sed upon' the assumptlon.,,cas I ·got'1t., th~t. a.charge could be 

made to the riparian owners. :l don't think that !sa. !81id 
assumption., and I thiak you agree with me., 

·MR .. SHANKLIN:: ~I agree with ·:tott and -I'll ·make the same 

statement if we Hl eliminat¢ th.e charge to the :riparian ovme r. 
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Ex-SENATOR O'MA.RA.: All right. Now, I understood you to say 

earlier in your testimony that you considered Stol'ly Brook 

preferable to Rocky Hi 11 •-

MR. SHANRLIN:: Yes. 

Ex--SENA.TOR O'MARA.: ..,_ be.ca:use a dam at Rocky Hill would 

do nothing for the Stony Brook area., 

MRe SHANKLIN: A reservoir at RocH;YHill .. 

Ex-SENATOR O'MARA: .· All right:, a reservoir. And that, 

therefore., the reason that ycn.1 consider Stony Brook preferable. 

is that a reservoir at Stony B:rook would enable the mainten~nce 

of a minimum flo.w for the vicinity of Stony Brook .. 

MR., SHANKLIN: And also a water supply shed. 

E:X.;..SENATOR O'MA.RA: All right. Now, there i's no flow now;. 

I mean., at the present time., this season of the year., iµ., Stony 

Brook; isn•t that so?· 

MR .. SHANRI:..IN•: ltts low • 

.Ex-S~NATOR 0 11\/lARA.: tow? The:rets no water coming over the 

dam at Cat:t.er.,;Roa.<:t there .. 

MR.· SHA.NKLIN: We have a 'gauging station. I don't have 

the :records, but I don't think there is a day of no f1owo 

EX-SENA.TOR Olll\JIA.RA.: Have you :ridden around that area in 

an automobile lately, like Mf';. JUtter did some months ago? 

MR •. SHANKLIN: I am familiar with the area., · We have had 

many flood problems. in the lower reach •. 

Ex-SENATOR 0 8MARA.: Well, I rode around it a few days ago 

and all I saw there were· some stagnant pools, no flow at al.1,, 

·· MR. SHA.NRLIN: That Vs the purpose of tllis regulation 

reservoir, Senator.; to provide water',· 
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.EX=SENATOR O~MA.RA: . Now9 let me ask you. this~ lf the re were 

a reservoir at Stony Brook, would that be used first fo:r the 

purpose of maintaining a minimum flow in the Millstone?· 

MR. SHANKLIN: Yes. That is one of the provisions that 

I th:fnk ought to be made mandatory in the legislation •. 

Indirectly;, it has been so statedo 
. . 

Ex-SENATOR O'MA.RA: What, in your judgment, would be that 

minimum sustained flow 9 let us say, in the dry months of the year? 

MR., SHANRl:.IN~ It would be comparable to the hundred mill ion 

gallons eventually developed at Bound Brook at the Junction of 

the Millstone and Raritan Riversb I have not computed the 

figures. 

EX,..SENATOR O'IVIARA: You have not computed them? 

MR. SHANKLIN: No. For instance.,, it coul<;i be expressed .. 
. 1 

if you took that flow that we are recommending here of 120 

eventually, divided it by the drainage ·area at that junction, 

which is roughly 776 square m.Ues., and then multiplied it by 

the drainage area at the point in whi:ch you are interested., 

that is the sustained minimum flow that you should get .. 

Ex-SENATOR 0 1NIARA.: Wel.1, would it not then be nelcessary 

to release water from this r~servoir du.ring the dry months 

fo:r the purpose merely of sustaining ,the minimum flow in the 

Millstone and the Stony Brook area? 

MRo SHANKLIN: Yes .. 

Ex-SENATOR O9MARA.: How much of a·drop would that.cause 

in the reservoir? 

MR. SHANRtIN: As 1 said, I was :reading from.diagrams 

given me by the engineer for the Committee., and those figures 

I quoted before were base.d on those. flows being maintained. 
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One of th~ cHfficulties we have., Senator, _in 9,_EF.tt!ng a water· 

supply is that most of the time nature is pretty geod tG 11S:· 

in New Jersey. She gives us enough water., enough -rain., so that 

we dontt haver too bad a c~~d: itiaa.. But tho$e f lgurss can be 

made avallabl~ for Y()U 'ri you ~ish. 

EX•SENATOR o•~: · Now, :1ol'le more quest.1-on, sir: waat-., 

in your Judgnient.,: would .,be- tl;le/ minlmwn sustained flow in the 
' ' 

:Stony Brook area. from.., say., -odtober untJ 1 May? 
' ,1 . . · . . . 

MR. Sl!ANKLlN: We would c0mput.e it on the same basis that 

1 just ou.tlined to you,. Whenever the st.ream flow; re·~ardle$S 

pf the month., wou.ld drop beloW: \ha.t figu.I"e, water would :be 

rel.eased. That is ~at we me~~~.,l)y "sustained minimum flow.·" 

Ex~SENATOR O'MA.RA: Can·you t.ell us how much that would be? 

IVIR:, SHANKLIN: No.,. l don•t have the figures. 
.. .. . . :sut·at any-rate, it would 

be nec~ssary to release water :rrom tliis reservoir before 

Sept.ember to maintain a sustained minimum flow in the dry 

months? 

MR. SMANKLIM: If· I mder$taad these diagrams correctly, 
. . . _. .'· I . . 

it did.not have to work out in tho$e years that i quoted, 

because there was suff i_cie:nt • 1ll.:..rfow to. meet those low=f'low 

conditions. We have •ot got, the ful 1 records yet worked out 

for Sto~y Brook, but that info:rmatiion will be made available 

as rapidly as it is developed.I 

EX.-SENATOR O'MA.AAf one o;r. two others, Mr. SJ:iankl ls.: 

Would, ft ·:1,e possible for you t.o find out ·for us· :hovt mu.ch 
diversio.n from the Rairit.an takes place because of this 

·rgew Brun.swicktrtiri.k sewer? 
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MR. SHANKt;Ufr The -diversion?. Yes; I could find out. 

EX•SENATOR orMA.RA:: l wis~ you wou 1 d• · 
MR •. S~IN; The divers:ion sewer in New B:runsw!ck is the 

. . . . . 

Mlddlesex County trunk sew.er. :arid that would start ~t the· 
county l:!n~ which is at the Juactian of the (i.·#•i•\~?-~l''.;1w!th'. the · 

. . . 

Raritan River. about a miJe u~stream of Fieldvi-1 le Dam. In that 
. . 

reach=,, 1 tlllnk there are· only two industrial diversios:s~ · 

. EX-SENATOR o:tMARA,g -'W~ll;; wiil ·you undertake to flitd out 
•• ;1 

th:at .. informat.ton .. fc,r USi··plea~e?·.· 

"Md one other ·thing:·· Th~ref were q1:1estions aslted-'d11rin1 ·the 

hearfng: last weekg ai:icff don,t- recall that we got a.ay satls ... 
. 

factory ~~wer, as to Wliiat the income of the -State is from the 

Dela~re and Raritan CcUla:1:~ . Do you ha~ those figures? 

MR.:· ~KI.IN: Yes, .l • 

Ex:--S~'I'OR o•lVfA.RA: · W!ltyou let :tHi lla-ye. the~1-

1¢R•• ~-IN; . May ,l~ '1ak~ one qual if icat'i,ont We llave no .· 
.... .. ·, - .·· ·., .... , .. -· . : · .. t. . . -· ,,'. . . .., .,. . 

:records of indu.stria.1 dlve:rsi.oa from t.he'· river$Y and the only 

way l can get this !nfdrma·tion that yw want a.bmit th~. 
diversion will. be from the Mi~dlesex 'rl'unk Sewer Commission~ 

I guess it is» or Aut.hor-itye ·: ,But ··i:• 11 try to get ite 

Now, on: the Ctti1al, in the fiscal. yea:r 1955;,..56 - 11111 

glve you fitufes. ln the aea:rest. hwidred dollars - we 0btaiaed 

from cariai rev~nue $122, 000-·- pa:rdon me: .. From the sale of 
. . 

wat.~r $107~000, a:bout. $108,000; and froIIl can~l properties 

$14,400, .gJ.'\fi!lg ttS a total inbeme of $122;:,oo. our expen!Ses 

we:re, ·- roughly, $.94.,500, leaving a. surplus of about $28,00Q.· . 

That b:101 uded no at'lowance fof, irilprovements.. We estimate 

for the fiscal. year f956...;57 tfdit'.·our surplus or net lncome 

will be about. $27,000 .. I_ha.v¢ some estimated figures Qn 
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enlarged saleso. Those a:re based on. sales of abcfot 40 million 

gallons a day. Assuming that we are selling 60 for the first 

five· years, in which some of them will be paying less than the 

full charge, our "&ncome would .be approximately $60,000. After 

they have :begun to pay the full charge, it will approximate 

$96,ooo. 'I'he very best we could hope f<H'» selling all the 

water at maximum price 9 bU.t at the present-day prices, would 

be a])p~t $200,000. 

EX.,.SENI-\.TOR OffllJfA.RA: Just one more question, Mr. Shanklin: 

Is there another trunk sewer i.nvolved in the Raritan? 

:MR. SHANKLIN: There a.re two trunk se~:rs,, I have no 

official knowle,dge of it. There is one of the Middlesex 

County Authority,; which picks up the flow, the sewerage, at 

the Somerset-Middlesex County 1 ine 9 . and discharges it into the 

bay. That. rs my unde:rstandi~g. Another one 9 I l')ellew, is 

a;most completed and will be. fn operation soon. Another one 

is being considered in Somerset County which will return the 

water to the river near the ecn.uaty line after treatment .. 

Ex-SENATOR. OllMARA.: Is that the Bound Brook area? .. 

MR., .SHA.NKL IN~ That n s the Bound Brook a :re a, yes o 

EX ... SENATOR 0 1MAR.A,g Than~ you.. That?s all at this time., 

SENATOR CRANE: Now, while J.t11s easy to.agree with 

Senator ou:MaraVs questioning, Mr. Shanklin, co:ncerning the 

legal troubles involved fn making charges to riparian owners, 

. do you belleve in view of the polnt that we aI'e · pu.tiing the 

State in the water busf:m,ess, developing raw water, that we 

should at least review the possibll ity of doing this? 

MR~ SHA.NRLIN; Yes, I think we should review it.. (Dther 

states are co~s!dering ito We u're not the only oneo Other 
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states are c@IiiSld.ering it even when they are not putting any 

project up. But I· donttt think that the charge that you can 

make may be enough to warrant the expense -of administration. 

lf we have a situation whereby the re is a benef icia.1 use, I 

do not anticipate any trouble ;with the. ind.Ustry beca.use it will 

be all to the l:r advantage to, lla.ve the water available. 

SENATOR CRANE:g Well, th.en, in other words, we should aot. 
. -. ' 

overlook entirely this poss1 il:>le ~ource of revenue o 

- NIR .. SH.ANki.IN .. We w_ouldri.ot., I think under the leg.fstition 
. ·- . 0 

as it stands now, the Dep"artment would and- should consider it. 

EX-SEl\IA.TOR ORMA.RA.~ Senator Crane, may · 1 say off the 
. . 

record that I would be very mU:6b. in favor of your investlgatJ.ng 

the possibility of it., because I ·am. sure it would lead to 
litigation, amci thatts how lawyers make their living., 

SENATOR CRA.NEf l simply wanted to say, Senator QtMara., 

that I appreciate that comment. · Harvard Law School is making · 

a study of Interstate chaf'ges on water and, I believe that a 

study sn.oul d be ccmdu.cted of intra-state, to bring eve :rytb.ing 

into pe:rsp'ect!ve here. ' 
. . 

. . 

EX-SENATOR O'!.AA.RA.: As I said before, ltm a.11 for it. 

SENATOR DUMONT: l\fow., are th.ere any fu:rthel" questions 

of Mr. Shanklin? 

If there are none, thank you very much, MI'. Shanklin, 

for being here this morning.. I kn.ow you had to ta.ke time away 

from a meeting and we appreciate your co:tningo Might I ask if 

you would be wiil:.tng, in the event.of' any further questioning, 

to come back. on a future occasion? 

MR<> SHA.NKLINr Any time you say. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Thank you very much. " 
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Wow,. Mr-. . Hauck in one ol :his questi.~ris referred. to t.he _· 

desi'I·ab!llty of a eha.rge· f0r a;dditi'~nal'' water in th.e Ral"i-tan' 
.f(>r the benefit. of :r1pa~iu owners.·. · Mrl> George Smith, Cha!rma~ . 
of the, Citizens Wate·r R~sources .Advis.ory <;ommlttee,, would Like . 

to comment oll that •.. 

. G E O R G E. S. lll'.I T' H: •·Mr, . Ch~irman, · 1 · think ,Mr~ Hauck• s 
,•·. " . . 

r., 

point of view is- quite'· vaiid aad 1, ·wu·. wry much Inte~re,ted in 
. . 

· th~ exchange between S~nat_o:r Crane and Mr~ 0 1Mara. ·. I would-like 

to place before. :y'.0\1 . the . facts ;!els to the Committee.• S consider ipg · 

the questiotl. .o:t· the chal"ge· :for _addltlo:nal, water s~ppl ies Uift 

would. be a.'18.ila.ble to ripa:x-ia~ own~rs, industri~s la ·particular, · 
. . 

through these reservoir facillti~s;. Th~ Committee include~·,. r 
think, a represent.ative .. o·r the, con1.pany to whlch Mr. Haaek was 

all udlng,· who was among these whoj aut.ho1"ized me as Chairman: . . . . . ,· 

.to. ask ~t the .Atte>rne·y .General <waet,he:r there ·couid be a way· 
in which the Jndu$tr1es atid o~hers who we.re riparian right · 

owners. ¢Ottld be' charged f9r tlie additional s~pplies that might.. 

result fr~m . U1, se re s·e rvQl :rs • : 
\ 

SENATOR DUMONT;, . S.enatot' :Crane has .a l~tter which he· would 

like to . r~a'd into.• the ~ecord • 
. · :siN.ATOR ,CAA.NE:: . Thls was lno·t my letter, Senator riumont, 

but the. one which Mr. ~ith'.brought t.o us:,- and l believe 
f 

that he eniy· wanted one ·sentence of it ··reads btit would i ike 
the whole letter p,:i°t into the:f'ece:rd. ·1t1~- more or less to 

the point, I hel !eve·., of substantiating -tlie val idlty ot. 

engineering. services with resp~ct to ,Leggette, Brashea.rs. & ,' 

(T:rahazn:, and their 9reudwa.t~rj s~rveys • .. · Tb.!$ is a iett.er 

f'ro.m t.he Qamden ()>unt.Y Chamber .c,f Commerc'e and talks of the. 
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' water neso~i"ces Comm! ttee of t}le Camden County Chamber of 
. ; 

Commerce and of ,the s.oathern' N~w Jersey Development '.Coti~cfl, 
' ' 

m~eting togetb~r a11d· COllllmrldfA~ thEI. wat,r Resources. Ad.vis~ri, · 
Commit t~e Q'n th.e it'\ rep:e rt:~.. bii sentence he re . reads:/ .. -. 

·,ttrliesai,f·-report: beln,~· th~ moest authoriiat.lve 
at1d constructive sta:teme~t o:f' grou~d wat.et' , . 

.. . <;on,aitlons. !IJ. .S~nithern. N~w-Jef~ey-·whlc:h.·has .... -
heretofore come- to the a;ttention of this Joint ' ·.· ' ff ' ' ' ' '' committee••···. 

·· Mr. Smith re-ques~-s that thts 1:~tter_. be ~laced bi· th~· 

:__ . . . ·. __ .,_.· 

: . _: -... •. '-~'-· . . . . . : : : ... . 

fe:eo~d; · · ... · 

SENATQR DtJMbN:tf 'iesg ··-:th~ ~n;ire •le(ter- wlli. be .ent~.r~d-~·•ia .•··· .. 

the· record. · th.rs 1~ttet I~- aa:;t.ed· June -4, -1957 •. -: · · 

\ :6.~~~!!~;~;;~f~e:r2~~~!r$fiy'·, ·, . ·.'. 
.. .·1 \. . ' . . - .. . . . 

Mr.- Geet~e Ft Smfth, Chai'r':m.ak. - . Jui,.~ 49: 1:957 
New Jers:ey Water Res0urc,es Aclvis-Qry. Committee 
c/o · Johnson & Johnsciai · ; . 
Ne,w Bruns'1!ick, New Jersey · 

• De.ar-::·Mr.: Smit.ti:·· · 

.. :. ,the \ta.tet Res~~rces C:~lrimi:ttee ,ir :t.'he Ca~d~n c~inty 
.Chamli>en" · of . C~mme rce .. a?ld · of th~ Setutl?,e r~ • New·. ,JErr·sey .• _·· · . ·. 
De.yelopment Councll· ea~h respeci-threly -hav!:ng great .· · · ... 

· lnte,:-est in .t.he wa.·ter .resott~p~s o:r Cai:nden C::~~ty and .,r 
.. the other five cottnt:i~s :whicb const:i tute the . sc,:,a.:thern·. 

Ne'.W Jer~e:y Oev.¢lopment. .. ccuac·11 area.·met- f0r jci!nt cGn~ ·. · .. ·. :!~1t:tteth0!a~h~} :;111;Jr::~8 j~~!t?;1':·:::i:d ~::. Je-tsef. , > 
followitJ.g. resol uf.i<j:n. ·· · _; · .. • · · · · · · · 

_'\ 

·. -.- ~s .. die .two .comrilittee-~ have prevtousl)": not.eel with 
gl"eat.. eoiicer~ · many s:t.a. tement.$'.':.of a ,pul>lic•nature·. con-· . 

·. cerning the a.lleg~d fnad~quaacy of th~- u.nd~rgro1111d wtat:er 
. su.pply e:f' sou~hera New Je:rs~y wi ta .particular .reference.;.·· . . 

tc> a1leged· sat t · ~t¢r: lnt'rusJon "problems" : in :-the Atl.antic .. 
"Coast.al ,Area,,~ bl the vicinity of CamdeH and,. in lo•~,r '' De la.ware Bay · . . . . . . . . . . . . 

X . · .. •,.•',, ··, .. , ·· .. :• -~i ' . - .·· - .. • '' - ', . ·•·· .. ;'; : ... · . :' <· , 
. AND WHEJU:A.S the .• two colJ)lilittee,s .'having now not:~ . .d· :wlth . 

. greait satlsfactfon. that part-: ef -t.he <"S~x-y .Reper.t Gn · <,; · .. 
, the Gropd wa,ter R~se>urc.es of New •Jersey~ .by R. 14; t.eggette · 
dat~d Al)~i,iJ_ 9, 19$7 :which· fs:appended as Exhibit E:_to/the , . 

· "i--:h"st. Report of the New, Jei-$~Y f!at.er: :tes61,u:-ees A~viid:ry •· , .·. 
Commltte~tt transmltte,·a to Commiss1<1>ner·;J9seph E~.Mcteaa •· ·· 
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under the date of April 25~ 1957 by its Chairman, Mr. 
George F. Smith.. The said report being the most 
authoritative and constructive statement of ground water 
conditions in Southern New Je:rsey which has heretofore 
come to the attention of this joint committee., 

AND WHEREAS the committee notes that the said report 
finds thatt 

· "Beneath the land surf~ce of New Jersey there 
is a great quantlty of" water ., ..... This volume 
of water. is vastly greater thar.1. al 1 the water 
contaJ.ned at any particular ti.me in the riverst 
lakes a•nd storage reservoirs on the land surface.f ... 
E~sential ly· all of mo:re than 2000 sqd mi., o • • 
is an a:rea of very high infi 1 t ration ca.pa.cl ty .,-
It ls o @ ., apparent that from the standpoint of 
the quantity of ground wate:r avai !able in South 
Jersey I} the:ire: .is no p:re:sent shortage of tfu.e.'.,ove:r ... 
all resource nor wi 1 l there be for many years in 
the futuireo= The development of additional ground 
water .. e .,need not be .restricted to large 
centralized projects such as the.Wharton Tract.,n 

AND WHEREAS certain differences of opinion exist.between 
various authorities.and agencies having knowledge of ground 

·water conditions in Southern New Jersey as to the critical 
nature of alleged salt water int:rus ion and other problems-
whi ch nea.d clarification in the interest of general under= 
stan?i:ng and progress iv'i?; development of this area, 

AND WHEREAS therepo:rt by Mr,.. R., M.., Leggette included 
with the uFirst Report of the New Jersey Water Resources 
Advlsory Committee 1il makes certain recommendations for a 
program of ground water studies in Nevr Jersey 9 pa,rt o.f' 
which include: the lower Delawa:re River Valley, the Atlantic 
Coastal Areas and the Inte:rio:r Plain al 1 located in 
Southern New Jersey 9 

Now 'THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that thi::t joint committee 
recommend to the Boa:rd o:f Di rectors ot the Camden Cot:1nty 
Chamber of Gornme:rce and to the Trustees of the Southern New · 

· Jersey Development Council that they each convey to the 
Commissioner of Conservation and Economic Development and 
to the.Water Resources Advisory Committee their satisfaction 
with the report and. the suggestion that a joint conference 
he arranged between :representatives of the 

Commissiqne:r of Conservation and Economic Development 
Water Resou:rces .Advisory Committee 
Camden.County Ch.amber of Commerce and 
Southern New Jersey Development Council 

for the purpose of exploring more tho:roµghly the information 
which ls already available with respect to ground water 
conditions in Southern New Jersey and for preparing ::. ·0; 
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:>,, ; .' ;·.. ,; . , , . r ,. r,. 
specific plans for expedi t!ously impl~menting the p~rog·ra;m 
of ground water studies for those areas of Southern New Jersey 
where question exists as hereinbefore briefly outlined as to 
availability of large water supply potential., 

·WHEREAS the Water Resources Committees of the Camden County 
Chamber of Commerce and the Southern New Jersey Development 
Council have met jointly and after careful and deliberate study 
of the ''First Report. of the New Je:rsey Water Resources Advisory 
Gommittee 11 have Jointly adopted a resolution noting with great 
satisfaction that said report being the most authoritative and 
constructive statement of ground water conditions in Southern 
New Jersey which has heretofore come to their attention, 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of 
the Camden County Chamber of Commerce do herewith convey to the 
Commissioner of the Department of Conservation and Economic 
Development and to the Water Resources Adviso:ry Committee its 
satisfaction with said report and the suggestions and recom-
mendations contained in the joint committee :resolutiono 

Sincerely yours, 
/c/ Lloyd n .. Simonson 

Pres !dent 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: The next witness will be M:rso Virginia 

Van Dyke; wllcr is the legislative representative of the New Jersey 

League of Women Voters and, I believe, also Chairman of their Water 

Study Committee6 Mrs., Van Dyke is from Chatham., 

MRS.; V I R G I N 1 A V A N D Y K E: Senator Dumont, 

Sena tor Crane, and Sena to:r Ridolfi: The League of Women Voters 

of New Jersey is in favor of Senate Bills No5i .. 272 and 273, 

which provide for a $14,000,000 bond issue :referendum to purchase 

reservoir sites at Stony Brook and Spruce Run and con.st:ruct a 

reservoir at the Spruce Run site.. We base our endorsement of 

these bills on the following points: ·(ll our state11s need for 

new water supplies for all purposes (potable, agricultural, 

industrial anc1 :recreational)· is daily becoming more urgent; and 

(2) it ls vitally important that the virtually untapped Raritan-

Millstone River Basfn be developed for the many benefits that can 
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be derived from this valuable resource. 

State-wide consumption of public potable water is expected 

to Jump from the 588 m.god• used ln 1954 to. 1058 mgd in the year 
2000. Water company experts tell us that by 1965 the northeastern 

metropolitan area of the State alone will need an additional 150 

million gallons of potable wa.te:rdaily., About half that amount can 

be provided by expansion of existing supplies now being undertaken. 

This area must look•for additional sttpplies outside its own • 

boundaries since Nature has not seen. fit to always provide water 

resources.· in the same proportion as water demand. However, this 

is not the only area in the State facing a rather immediate water 

problem. For instance., according t.o the 1955 TAMS Survey of New 

Jersey Water ReS01il.rC~s Development. "ground water aquifers are 

already being pumped at or abov~ capacity along~the lower Raritan 

. River and some salt water contamination has occurred in the 

Farrington sand formation. The dependable ground water supply 

along the Raritan River (in the southern part of Middlesex County) 

is probably somewhat less than the present rate of pumping •• ., 

The present dependable supply for this area. • o would be unable 

to meet a sustained high seasonal demand l:f it coincided with an 

extended dry period wi.thout dangerous overpumping of ground water 

supplies." Th~ additional 90 m.g.de that would be supplied by 

the Stony Brook and Spruce Run :reservoirs would help greatly in 

answering our potable wate:r needs both within. and.outside the 
area of supply. 

m.r;t only potable, but ag:ricul tu:ral, industrial and 

recreational water needs must be met, too. Again, referring to 

the 1955 T.AMSSurvey, we··findthat irrigated agricultaral areas 
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in the Raritan River Basin are expected to increase from 3,535 acres 

in 1954 to 5,200 acres in 1960. This means irrigation requirements 

in the area will Jump from 1,060,000 gallons tised in 1954 to 

1,560.,000 gallons by 1960. .In.dus--t.:ry, tGo., requires large a.mounts 

of potable and non-potable water. It is estimated in the 1955 
T.AMS Survey that industry consumed n1:u1.:rly 3 bfl 1 !on gallons of non-

potable water daily in 1954., lf we are to encourage industrial 

growth in New Jersey, we can expect ad.di tion.al demands oa our 

water resources. Water for :recreational purposes is also h:i 

increasing demand and provision must be made for this use fo:r the 

comfort., enjoyment and health of our citizens • 

Fo:r the past two years, the League of' Women 'Voters has been 

studying New Jerse:,ns water needs. and th.e resources we have to 

meet these needs. One of the conclusions reached from our stttdy 

is that priority shotdd be given to developing the Raritan River 

Basin for ( 1) water supply diversion to meet the demands of tha,t 

portion of the northeastern metropolitan a.:rea. which lies oatside 

the basin; (2) water supply to meet prese.nt and f'utu:re needs within 

the basin; (3l water supply for irrigation, recreation and stream 

pollution abatement; and (4} flood contrOl as may not he detr! . . 

mental to water supply development., It is our u.nderstandi:ag that 
' ' . 

the intent of s-272 and S-273 ls to carry out these . objectJ;ves. 

This :river basin is similar in size and potential yield to the 

developed Passaic Rivet Basin, yet. in dry seasons it produces 

only !/15th as much water as Ui~ :Passaic. It is estimated that 

the Raritan River Basin is capable or prod.uchig a minimum of 200 

meg .. ,d. f'or use outside the basin plus 150 m.g.,d. f<lr sustal:med 

minimum. fl ow fer the use of tne lower river.. In additi@n to 





·,1· 

the many be;neflts t.h~t 'can be 11t1ized from the Ra:ritam: River ~s'ia) 
.. · .. - ... · . . . . · ....... ·. ····•: ·. ,·.. .-. " ,• ' .. ---::--. - . •·· .... \ ". .:· :··· '. ,. ,_ ·. -·. ·... .' . . : . . '. 

we have the·· advantage .of the bais-!a being located eompletely witl?,in 
,, 

011:r S:tatit s· boundaries, maldn,.g 1, pos,~ibte :rci~ New J~rsey to .. 
·: . 

develop and Q)la;ge "'tKfs ~8$ettr~e ·tat out GWll ~l$creti.eil:.- $in~ the 

bon.dls•s~e- fer. developing ,Chimney Rock was .de:r,at.ed at th• P<l>l1s 
• • • • ,; • ' I ' • • ' • . - ' 

in 1955~ it wouid see~ that tlle t;nlY. re~tniDfj cotir$e of actit>'R .. · 
avaiiable for de~elop!mg t:he Ra~lt~ ~fver Basin i; th~ small dam 

- : =~ 

si-te:, plaa,: part of wh.ici• is ~i:d¢r di's-cusslon today~ 
. :f. 

nv.rnet~u~ at,ten,.aflve:1: ope:IA to; uii: Tllerefore:i, it ean he expected 
. . . ! 

that . ob,ftacles l>' .· 0ppo~lt.1on a.ad. h.~*est disagree.rne:ats t:e _·· almoftt any 

wate~ de•lopment praj)~s-a,1 wfll ~·r0rtlu:01nln9 as the:, hav.~ been 
in the past. oft-en cieslrabfe re~ervotr·properties a:re also dettlral>le 

• - • i ' . • • 

reslden.thi.i p~operties, and this contttct of liiterest.s is a he·art-

' -retlcilig one-to ;esolve. ··•:Pa.rt ot 1lthcts tmf-0-rt.u.na"te sftiiation !s due 

to. :U1e fact ·t.ll.at needed reservoilit sites for future .uise ar·e not 

~q,:l~!id nll ia advance ud tlle)area is ~liowd :te be ·de"8i~ped. 

for, other ~ui,>o~•s• the ~'f :v,omtui Vot~r~. regrets sueh 

situitions exist.., but sel,Ie~~ t~~,t t.lle welfare: of the maJertty 
0 f' tie peep le• Gt t.he ~tats : -~t' take pr~ cede nee o 

. Then; tob·,, th~.~e f.s usua{i:, :fear Oll the pa~t/$!' :t.h;(Ylse 
sections ef t.~ S,ta.te whi ell t!e !1{ thij aP•:·• ·of :fie ·s~irce CJ>f' 

suppl:, that their need$ ail~ lmie~~sts ~111 he jeopardized. hy '' 
', . , 

the development. (}f wate,r ·reso11fce::s., partlc~iarly 'if thi$e aew 
suppl !es. a:re to serve ar~as enitsi:de iae t-1igioa., ye :bellev; t~se 

fears can.· 1i>e .atleyla;ted if prope•~, -~~i_~~~t'i•n ~ad· understa-di•g .. · ,\., ., 

is :rorthconi!ng. :~~~'.te 273 prop~ses to sup.ply-watef 011 the 
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basis of need to those in the a.:rea of the source of supply as wel 1 

as to those outside the area .. In addition, the source of supply 

area wi 11 rece fve benefits not now aiaU able to it in the form of 
. . . 

an increased, sustained minimum stream fl ow of more than twice the 

amount that can now be counted on. This will be a great boon to 

present .and future riparian owners.. It must be further explained 

that lmpoundment of water to achieve the . goals would take place 

during periods of high flows~ not.on a day-in-day'""out basis, and 

that otherwise these water would eventually just run out te sea 

doing no one any·good. 

Another concern often voiced in that restrictions placed 

on watershed areas would lmpa.ir the economic development of these 
i • 

areas. .At present all the watershed area above Bound Brook comes 

under laws pertaining to potable .:watershecls 9 so these regulations 

are already irr effect in those sections of the St.ate., But., going 

further, modem water treatment. methods.11 which a.re moderate in 

cost, and a change in phi1o$ophy regarding the use of watershed 

areas make :reasonable development perfectly possible today. We can 
'i 

see this is true when we look at 'the recreational development of 

Greenwood L.ake and.adjacent areas which have not been :retarded 

by the development of the Wanaque Reservoiro Still another 

example, the Ramapo River Diversion Act, can be cited to show 
. . 

that ~he interests of the supply ::region and the demand area need 

not he la conflict. 

In addition to these problems, we tan expect differences 

in engineering oplnlon a.nd the feeling that too hasty a.ctJon 1s 

being taken. Since the vast majority of the members of the League 

of women Vot~rs are not engineers and have no intention of trying 
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to become engineers, we Can only urge that such dlfferexu:etS of 

opinion be· irom.ed out :by engine@rlng experts when construction. plans 
·' . . 

are being fo rma.1 ize:-d. It is tmfair and imposslble to expect citizens 

as a whole to determine which schools of engineering thought are 

correct. What voters want toknciw is that the over-all purpose and 
aims . of the propcisal are needed and · that every facet of the con-

strtictlon problem will be carefuity scrutinized and worked out 

before the :mdlding program is undertaken. Eri.oug:h leeway" should be 

given to the ])epartrnellt ot C~nsefvatlon and Economic Develop~nt to 

make any Changes or modifications in development plans tl:la.t seem 
,,, ' ,, . 

necessary as discussiolls and conferences continue., When cittzerrs 

are asked dlrectly Gr indirectly to indicate by their votes their 

approval or dls-a.pproval of a glvei plarl.~ they are !net inedg aad 

. perhaps rightly so,· to disappr0ve 1f' too many technical and 
. . 

ttnexp lained questions are thrown at them., · As to hasty act.lam, 

New Jersey has a.lreadywalted much. too long before acting on 

measures to meet our water :needs. We cannot afford to put off 

these decisions longer.. Numerous studies and reco:mmendatlon.s 
. . 

have been made over a perl0d of years, a.ad the same p:r8jects are 

proposed time and tlme again.. 1,.f additional study is still needed, 

we hope it can ·JDe achieved without 1:u1due delay and that it will 

not :be al lowed to intietr:fere wfth actlon to provide the niacessary 

revenue to accomplish the fil'lal plan., 
' . . . 

the League of Women Voters believes that developm.eit. of· 

the Spruce Run and· Stony Brook :reservol'f's is a proper project 
' . . . 

to be undertaken by the state er New Jersey .. Since these pr6Jects 

·.-·· .--·-, ' ·:- . 

Rarltaa River Basin..? they will be of benefit to many areas.. The 
. -

State is in the best position to; ai locate. the new suppl !es on a 
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fair 8.nd 'just basis and to make ::provislon for meeting wat~:r needs. 

Although ine r..eague is··"hi fa"W>l" of develop big t.he iarltan 
River Basin., we. do net 'hel !eve t?ll.s· is the wh·ofe' answer te eur 

Sta.te:ts wa~e·r problem. We feel :there 1~ gnat need for ,the state 

t.e fermulat.e·a long:raage,. stat'J-wide water risettrces de~!opment 
, , , 

plan. Too long ·have ·w~ lived ftem water crisis to water eris.is 
, . 

wfth, our only' hope -lriefng Proyid~nce wi 11 save U:$., the 1 a.c:k of su~h 
long-range plans fe~ter the kind of misunderstaridi~g a:nd opp9sltien 

to pr6posals thaot. lia:s follotvi!fd vratet development 'recommendat-i0n:s in 
the past. We· l>elieve t.ha.t, an over-ail I long-range water ,re·sources 

deve:};opm~nt plan ~ho~fct 'be iet ap now a.ad th'at ft sho~1d !nclr.,.de 

immediat.~ state ·acquisition ·c,,r. t~setvoir sites such as the North, 
' .. --

Branch that: will be needed fer future use.. tnh, act!oa would 
place re:sidents in the. atea oi t,hese, sites on not,ice and prevent 

additional, 'innocent displ~cemeJ-t e'.:r hemes. and bttslaes·ses. 

J\cquisttiofl of fu.ture water de'.\Te-lopment sites now w0t.1id save 

money, for; as we know, -real estate prices are on ·the incr~ase 

and the longer we wait tli:e .mo·re:we sha.il have lo pay to acquire 

the necessary propetty, · pl.us ru.~i'ng ·the ·r1.$k that tlae property 
~- . . ·~· ·" . ·. -

may become so· developed as to ma..ke- it no longer available. 

'.tne· te~gue also helie~es •• t.hai a sustained groundwater 

study shbuld- b~ . made hi New ;ersey 'ri c;mJunctioa with, the 

. federal, gowrruneht and we have ,$upported curr~n'.t ie·gi~la.tion 
( Sena-te Bi ii 'No. 68} and an i te~ in -th~ appr6prt~ t.ions bi 11 to 

ser~w th!~ purp•ose. W-e hope- th$ Assembly wfll aprove Senate 68 . . . ' . 

as the. ~·nate' has. ai ready done.: because it ls.· Ii~~e.~sary:,, ii., 
spite of assur~ces tllat yearly a;ppre>~rlati()llS wH.1 be made,. 

to·llave the p:r!nclple e:ndoTsed ind on' pap~r to ass~u·e con-· 
. . '• "· 

tinuity of the study.· 





In addition to this action the t.eague of Women Voters 

endorsed the original proposal advanced by the 1956 Legislature 
to ptt:rchase _ Round Valley but we _ do n,rt believe su.bsequ~nt 

action. l,imiti.:ng the clevelopment:10:f thls site to water from the 

main stream of the Dela:ware River was wise. The time element 

involved is considerable be.fore surveys of the Delawaire River 

:Basin are completed., agreements I are reached wl th other states 
. 'I • . . 

bordering the basin, diversion rights are granted by the -Supreme 
I 

Court and financial 9 managerial and development plans are. 

arranged., New -Jersey Ciul<i bet.ter afford to wa.i t for these steps 

to be taken if we proceeded with the fi:rst stage of' Round Valley 

by using water from the S01:1th. Btal1ich of ihe Raritan a.net then used, · 

Delaware water for the sit~is full development.. We have 9 there .. 
.,. . ., 

fore 9 endorsed Senate Bi 11. No~ 69 and Assembly Bill Noo 1 which 

would make it possible to. use Raritan River water to!' the Round 

Valley site. We hope the 1957 teg1.s1ature will act fa.vo:r-ahly on 

e i their of these two bi 11 s. Not only would these measures make 

Round Va.1 ly re$er-voir a reality sooRer» but they would also fit 

int0 the plan we are- discussing.today which ls basically to 

deve1op the Raritan River Basin~ 
. . . .- .. 

The League of Women Voters of' New Jersey earnestly urges 

the teglslat~re to take immediate', -positive steps to help solve 
- . . .- . . . ·,'· . . 

our water supply prob1ems by planning for future needs.9 

acquirlng' sites for future use:, removing the present limitation 

on Round--Val·ley and- proceeding .with ·plans to develop the Raritan 
. . ' . 

. . 

River Ba.sin. We sincerely hope that fea~e,~hip in the State will 

provide our citlzens with the i:q.formation they will need to make 
. - . . . 

an Intelligent declsion when it ls called for. As for our part 1 

the League will make every effort to do the same and. continue 
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I 

to work fer a.m.d. support p·oltcies:: and plans 'th:at conttlbute to 
. :I . : 

a SClW.nd wate.t' . resources deveioi:>1nei;it pi"ogram. for New Jersey •. 
. .. 

(Applause} 

SENATOR D"?Om':· 'Ar.e tiler~. any q~~stiQaS:- <;>t ~rs~ van Dyke?: 
i:. 

Mr. }iauckJ. · · 1. 
; •· .. .. . ,. 

-MRi ~tJCK: .· Mrs. Van Dyke':.,. ·ha~ y1Da.r -Mercier coitnty and 
. .· ' . . : . . 

: . . ·. . . . . . ... ' :· ' '·. . . =-~· . . ... . : ' .. ·· . . . . . ., ': '. ' ' . 
Hunterdon Gottnty ult$ apptcrved ;thJ:s report? 

. . i ··· .. ·.··. -
. DRS,/ VAN .DYKE;. Ate yott ref.e rrlng tc the A.dvlso·ry -¢em-

-. . .. 

:iims.i··v.AN D'(RE.f · .. ·l cou.ld s:~ ln\e; a long. e~plan~tlon as t.o. 
. ,,. .,, 

-. . . . . .. . ·. .· . . . . ...... ;, ·(.·· ·. :· /", :, . 
how the E..eag11e, ef Wome:il Votet-s wc;irk~. h.:t.. :briefly for·- the -pas·t . ' ·.' . . . . 1. . . -

two year:s we have· i,een studyiag:lt.lae ;,.:t.er supply question in 
' . . . . 

. New Je.rsey • ... -.'"11S 'bGokl.et .. ls ' Jtt~·t< part of -:th~ - infd,nnat.l~n we put. 
out for' ou:r: nit>,mbers · to study. A~' result et ihai ~t.u4y:, ot.tr 
meriihe rs· came to ·· ce-rtaia are·as• of a-greement. . Am0ng those · a~~as . 

_,i_- . 

was ure··need for stat.e--wide ptai;fing and one which pertains. to 

your question :th~t prlorlty shottild be-•· gl"\ielll io Uie devil'opment 
• I - - . 

of the Rari.tbl River .Basfi~ . AW:tkarity :fo;; ~~do·rslng '.specitle 

leglsla.tlon;- such as the tv,o seiate b!lis- we are .t.·~-iki·ng a.bettt 
l·, 
·: -· 

today, fal 1 s up to the Sta.te Boa,~cl of the League of Woinen 

that ha$ -~e·n.:reached f;om t:.he m.~:mhershlp; we tel t · t.a~t. ~n-

sensus gave us the authority to ¢:adorse the '.two bills 01:Jefore 
us:today. 

MR.;·:·:HAUGK:· Wellg do i~- .)in~ wheth~t--thls: prtihl~m, 
partlculatly the. Spruce Re _t-ese;i"Ytl>it' $lte, wa.s presented t~ 

the ··Hunterdon CeuntytJnit~;- ~nd t:~e Stony atook to· the Meree·r 





... MRS. trAN DY.KE:: . Not any m~re. 'specifically than it was 

. presented-to"liie 'other 86 t.eague~ in the State. of NeY,1 Jersey. 

-SENATOR DUMONT: My other quest lo~'$? . Mr. ·crooks ·-iiis one 
. . . . . 

·here::. It ·sa~s, "You.· in:te·r that pc,table watershed laws assure 

th~ upstream areas- from harm t0 ,t,l\leir econemie development from . 

·. water supply -re servo it's designed'to. serve pr-imarily dowast,.ream .. 
• •• • •••. ,! 

users. What are thes.e 1 a.ws and 'liow do they make these 
as.suranees,711 .·.·· 

'NOW-;'.l am not sure that{ thatts a fair qia:estf.o~, ,ht 

yo~ can ans~t" it to: tb.~· best or: your"ab!lity.· 
· MRS~: V.ur DYKE:: · w,etf, t:V1r try ·to .:answe·r l t. 

. . 

As i ~tuier~s't.aad. l't:,. in 'lr~fng te wade . th-rough Title 58, 
. . .. . . . . . 

the. ~rie restrlcilon· that i f'ound tliti:re was that ·n.o fact.oty site 

couid be. located above th(!? head ·:of th~ watershed thai wa,s being 
. . 

used for p~bitc potable ,sttpply. :i tn ~heckiag with people who · 

Jmow more about. this than. I_ do,. of course tlle. reasQn tor that;. 

is so that no bad quality a~flue~c~w1l1 be all~wed to 
pen.e.trate, but as far as r~asona,ble <ieve'!opment· !s. ~onc~rned 

in other iadustcy, ,agri®ltura.l !Gt' r~sideatial,. there seems 'to 

:be 'no conflict of interest between what the law states and :what 
. . . 

ki~d of stlpulations it places Jn'thearea and ;hat the area 

. ft~e'i:r do /r,;y ~y of developmnt •. We ca.a ·see that illtt'S't.taied, 
as I •nti.on~d, in the. area· th~t Js affected by tl1e devel~pment 

of the Wanaq_ue RE:servofr. jhat :nasr still, become· one 0f our . 
favor! te .residential arid. rec:'reaJional sect.lens~. A$ far ~s · 

the. Ramapo . Dive rs ion -Act was c011ce rti;d, thait made . special 
. pr~i:t'isi~n :for :t!m~s of the yea.t-::when water could not. . be take·n 

. . 

out of the river so as not :to h'rm the interests of the area. 

They specif led how mueh 'water at otlier 'p~;i~ds . Gf -~he: year . 
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could .be taken out 9 again so tha.t it wouldllot be in confl iCt 

with· the needs and uses of that area of · supply 9 and we have j/ 

as far as assurances given to ut, understorid that it is perfectly 

possible to expect reason.able. development in a watershed area. 

SENATOR. DUMONT:: Are th.er~ any other qttestions? 

HOWARD J o H N S o Ng lfi;y" name is Howard Johnson 

and l would Just 1 ike to ask tnls lady one_ question: ls it true 

that a M:rs. Merrill of Trenton., 'who is either President or Past 

President o:r Vice President of ·your organization- that her husband 

works for the water Policy biviiBon? 

MRS,. VAN DYKE: Thatts true but I can•t see what bearing 

it has on the statement. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Anytnini;r else? Mr. C:rooks1-

MR. CROOKSr l would 1 ike to ask, did the New Jersey 

teague of women Voters consult o/ith anyone who opposed these bills 

priof to the issuance of their statement? 

The point l am trying to get at, and I don-wt mean to 

.be at all nasty here- the point I am trying to get at is that 

the League has a history of.studying both sides., To what. 

degree•did you carry that particular point out? 

MRS., VAN DYKE: We did not go out and seek information 

from. the opposition. o.n the contrary, they came to us·and asked 

if they could supply us with any of their. findings that might 

have a beating on our decisiono At that time our decision had 
·' 

been arrived at, although I said that I would welcome all.y 

information that they might have given meo .· I have received none. 

· We felt., again on the basis of the consensus: that our membership 

reached, that being authorized to endorse specific pieces of 

legislation ~nd noting that priority had been given to the 
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' . 
development of the Raritan River Basin, also noting tlla.t since 

the Chimney Rock referendum was defeated., the only alternative 

left was the development of.these small dam sites,. And in our 

estimation, these two sites that were picked as a beginning 

were· at least a start in the right direction., 
' 

SENATOR DUMONT: My. further questions? 

· Now, before we recess for lunch-= Thank you very much, 

· Mrs. van Dyke. We can.Vt. possibly, or at least l wou.ldn•t think 

we could get through all the witnesses who have indicated they 

· want to testify today. There are still th:ree or four people 

who are proponents, arid then there a:re some opponents who were 

here last we.ek, whom I would not want to ask to come back 

another time, and they probably will want to testify taday. 
. . 

So with a whole page of opponents listed here who would like to 

be heard todays inm afraid we can•t get through them all, anct, I 

would like to work '1 t out se that we don n t inconvenience anybody 

too· seriously. If any of you want to talk it over before we 

recess for lunch, · I would be glad to speak to you about it •. 

But 1 don!t see how we possibly Could accommodate all these 

witnesses today~ 

· Now we will recess at th.ls time until two=fifteen and 

it will give you an hour for ltu1ch. We would like to start 

promptly at th.at time so we can wind up at f fve o v clock today. 

(RECESS) 
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(Afterjoon ~~ssion) 

SENATOR DUMONT: Let's resume the hearing now. 
. ' . 

The first witness this afternoon will be Mr.- William 

J. Orchard who is speaklnb on b~half of th~ Water ... 

s·upply Commit tee of the N1~W Jersey State Cha~ber of 
. . . . -

Comm?rce. Mr. Orchard is•·:fromMaplewood, he. has been 

here on many occasions te$t,ifyirig about the water 

. programs before. the Legis:;1ature. It is nice to see you, 

Mr. Orchard. 

MR. WILLIAM J. O~CHARD: My name if Wi.11 lam J. 

Orchard.· I am a memb~r o:if and here at the request of 
/ 

and representing the Water Supply Committee of the 
,• . . 

New Jersey State Chamber ~ofC~mmerce, a. committee 

comprised of 30 represent:ative citizens o-f member 

compatl,ies of the New JerS:ey State Chamber of Commerce 

from :various sections of the State of New Jersey. 

My statement, Mem'.bers of the Committee, will be 

brief, particularly · 1n. v(ew of the information contained 

in Mrs. Van Dyke's.statement, representing· the League 

of Women Vo~ers, the ove:r;all conclusions of which I 
·' 

personal1y subscribe to and I am sure tne Water Supply 

Committee ·of the New Jers:ey State Chamber of Commerce 

would also endorse. 

l think it i~ weil for the record to biiefiy 

let the Committee know that I am a graduate Sanitary 

Engineer from the Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology; I was Assista:n.t Engineer in the Massachusetts 





' State Department of Health; I was in the Engineering 

Department of the Metropolitan Water Board of Boston; 

I was Assistant Sanitary Engineer of the· State of New 

Jersey; since 1915 I have been with the Wallace & Tiernan 

Industries of Belfeville; I was the first National 

Director to the Am,erican·Waterworks Association from its , 

New Jersey section; I am a honorary member of that 

Association and its preseht Treasurer; I am a licensed 

Professional Engineer in the State of New Jersey. 

I think the record should show that in 1920 
. ,: 

the six northeasterly coubties of New Jersey, that is, 

Hudson, Bergen, Union, Passaic, Essex and Middlesex, 

in public water supplies used two hundred million 

gal 1 ons of water per day. In 19,30, which was a very 

dry year, that Mr. Shank! in was speaking about., U1e 

need.had risen to three hundred million gall0ns a day 

and in that year, very, very fortunately, the Wanaque 

Reservoir of the North Jersey District Water Supply 

Commission was placed in operation and that was the 

last major water supply development in. the State. 

For 1954, as you ;learned from the T.A.M.S. 

Report, those same six no:rtheastern counties were 

using four hundred and flfty million gallons of water 

a day with various areas having a stringent shortage., 

and.by the year 2000 the minimum estimate is that 

seven hundred and fifty mii 11 ion gallons of water 

wil 1 be needed per day. My own figures approach nearer 





the billion gallon mark. 

My concern and th~ concern of the New Jersey 

State Chamber of Commerce ls that while cities like 

New York - and may I incidentally refer to the Incodel 

project - New Jersey was willing but Pennsylvania kicked 

the lncodel project around So long that New York City 

couldn·•t wait and went ahead on their own with the 

development of the gigantic tanonsville project and 

spending the necessary money so that the City of New York 

now has taken care of, its public water supply needs 

through the year 1995, according to the best engineering 

estimates. The City of Boston, through its Metropolitan 

Water Supply has taken care of its water supply needs 

through the year 2000. 

As Mr. Shanklin said this morning, New Jersey 

hasrt·1·t taken care· of its 1957 water supply, particularly 

if the next five months repeat the statistics of 

the past five where the rainfall has been five inches 

less than normal. We are Just on the borderline. 

The Chamber ,of Commerce Water Supply Committee 

adopted five fundamental principles in the years that 

they have been working, with meetings frequently once· 

a month and never less than every other month. The 

five point program of the Water Supply Committee, which 

was endorsed by the Board of Directors of the New Jersey 

State Chamber of Commerce, if I may quote: 

1. 1 Endorses the 'Current expansion plans fer 

new resources by municipa,1 and private water· companies 

-3-A 





/ 
I 

. . . 
and urges all~possihle de~elopment of other av•lla.ble 

resources. 

· That's 'the new reservoir extension that You 
., 
). 

were told about this morn.tng which ~he Hackensack 
. . ' - ' ,: .'· ., .'!: ":· - .: \ :: . : . ·, ·. ,' . . ... 

Water Company undertook ap.d constructed tip, in New York 
;i 

State; that's the addition to the Passaic Vailey 

Water Commission's Supply,~ the addition to Newark, the 
:: 

"!i. 

addition to CommonwealthJvater~ etc. We urge ail of .. · 
.· . ., 

that done that can poss ih:i1y be · done .beca 11s e it wi 11 · 

reai iy be suc;:h a minor pa:rt · of the overa.11 long-range . 
.• i _, 

! 
T.he Committee recbmmended thattllle Round Valley 

Reservoir slte be pur~has,ed. · It was purchased, though 
. . 

no provision is made for !:filling it with water. 

· That negot ions wi;u1 neighboring states on · 

water suppl:y', flood contriol and recreational problems 

in the Delaware Watershed:: be pr-essed vigorously. We 
·,, 

can't emphasize that too istrongly. 

4. That theRari\an Watershed be developed. 

5. That water re:sources in South Jers.ey, 
! 

notably at the Wharton Tr.'act and in the Gamde:t'l area 

be developed as needed. '' · · 
·:;'· 

This water supply problem in the State of 
' . 

New Jersey is an immediat:e one and it is also a long., 

long range one. r know llow through tlie last 4-0years: 
' . . 

the Legislature· and the Senate and various State bodie·s ' . 

have struggled with this :;water supply problem: I know-

. i . 
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they have tried to be Legislators 9 we now need vision, 

we need long-range vision. Our situation is such that 

any increment could supply us. This engineering report 

that we have, this report of the Water Resources Committee 

which the Chamber of Commerce Water Supply Committee 

endorses and recommends for your favorable consideration, 

says that probably this will take care of the needs of 

the area that it will serve for from seven to ten years. 

If so, that will be an advantage but in addition to that 

we need all of these projects which are being talked 

about and we need all of the long-range program., including 

the development of the Delaware. 

If the State of New Jersey progresses as the 

Department of Conservation and Developme~t predicts 

that it will, as the National Association of Manufacturers 

predicts that it will in their bulletins, we are going 

to need to use far more 0f the water that nature blesses 

New Jersey with and we are now using. We are greatly 

blessed., Members of the Commit tee; almost infallibly 

in New Jersey nature will deposit from 40 to 48 inches 

0f rainfall per year throughout the State. All but 

a very very small portion of it runs to waste to sea. 

It is not available in those dry periods when we feel 

the drought because we do not have en0ugh storage 

facilitieso New Jerseytts water supply problem is 

a very complex one from the standp0int of location of 

reserv0irs. I canfft blame the folks who live in an 





i. 

area. on.e i0ta. for not wan;t Ing to be disturbed. If 

. you knew as the Chamber · o_~f Commerce kriows of the number 
. . . 

of industries th.at are_nqt-comi-ngtoN'ew Jersey because_ 
• • • • l • 

of lack 0f dependable wa~ler; if you kmew of industries_ 

who ha'1"e bull t branches o;ut of the state because they· 
; 

could not depend on tb.e v¢aler· $Upp! ies that they have; 

if you kriew that a co11tin:uance of the growth of industry 

in New Jersey ls esseriti~l _ t~ our economic well-being; 

if' you appreciate that o~e~fifth of all the cheniical 
; 

industry. in the United St'ates is located in New Jersey 
. . . 

and that its payrolls ari over a half a billion dollars 

·a.year;i:f yoU-can apprec~ate the s-ufferings.and the 
j • 

· troubles that have occurred i_n sections of the northeastern 

part ·of the State becaus~ of shortage . of wat.er over the 

past five year~; you w11~ understand why the Water 
i . • 

Supply Committee of the New Jetsey State Chambe'r of 
. . 

:., , .. '.i . '.• 

Commerce recommends this.; 1 eg is lat ion and commEu1ds it 

to your favorable ccmsidEtra.tioa. 
' . . . - ' . 

Thank you for this opport11nity to address you. 
. . 

SENATOR DUMONT: . :Any questions of Mr. Orchard?· 

EX SENATOR O·•MARA: Just one or . two. 

SENATOR DUMOrIT: Senator O·'IVIara. 

EX SENATOR otMAR.i(: . ~r. Orchard, .I rather 
. . j . . . 

ga ther:ed from your statement _ that your Committee had not 

speeifieallyapproved th~s~ particular projects. Am I 

right. or am I ~rong1. 





MR. ORCHARD: The resolution of the Committee, 

Senator O'Mara, was that the Committee endorse the 

report of the Water Resources Committee, re<;::ommended 

the legislation contained in the two bills in question 

and directed me to come to this hearing and.so report. 

EX SENA.TOR 0 1MARA: I didntt get that from your 

statement and I am glad to hear the clarification. 

I wondered if your Committee gave any consideration 

to the soundness of the self-liquidating phase of the 

project. 

MR. ORCHARD: Many members of the Committee have 

been associated with this overall water supply problem 

in the State of New Jersey for many years. It is the 

opinion of that Committee that the engineering work that 
l , 

has been done and' the studies that have been ma.de indicate 

that the project can be self-liquidating. I don't know 

whether it was to you., Senator O'Mara., or one of your 

colleagues a good many years ago that I suggested the 

possibility of the water resources of the state being 

used as a material source of revenue for the state. 

Whether the thing is self-liquidating or not depends 

entirely upon the rate charged for water. The need is 

there. 

EX SENATOR 0 8MA.RA: Did your Committee have more 

than one meeting at which this project was discussed? 

MR. ORCHARD: Yes, siro. We had two full 

meetings devoted only to it and it was discussed in 
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a portion of another meeting. 

EX SENATOR QYMARA: Were you present at all of 

the discussions? 

MR. ORCHARD: I was, sir. 

EX SENATOR o 0M.A.RA~ Was there any discussion 

as to the necessity of the provision that there be a 

general ad valorem tax included In the bond bill? 

MR. ORCHARD: There was not. 

EX SENATOR QUMARA.: Did your Committee give 

any consideration as to the method in which the interest 

on these bonds was to .be.paid prior to the time when 

water could be sold? 

MR. ORCHARDg It was in the report, if you had 
it, . 

studied.,/sir., that the allocation or the request for 

funds was sufficient to carry the Spruce Run project 

until the water was sold in sufficient quantity to make 

it a self-liquidating project. 

BX SENATOR OVMA.RA: And what did your Committee 

understand by the allocated funds? 

MR. ORCHARD: The allocated funds? I donvt 

understand yottr question. 

EX SENATOR OVMARA: I understood you to say 

in answer to my previous question that the report of 

the Comm.it tee - I suppose you mean. Mr. Smith rs Comm.it tee·'~, 

report? 

MR~ ORCHARD~ Yes, sir~ 

EX SENATOR OffMA.RA~ -- said that there would be 
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sufficient in the allocated funds to pay for the project 

until water could .be sold .. 

MR. ORCHARD: Right . 

. EX SENATOR 0 1MAAA: Now what did your --

MR. ORCHARD: Thi report states that bonds would 

be sold only if needed. It also states, if I recall it 

correctly, that enough bonds would be sold for the 

Spruce Run project whichiwas sch.eduled to be started first, 

to build the project, plac~ it in operation and carry it 

on until it was self-supporting. 

EX SENATOR 0'1V1ARA: And then the Stony Brook 

operation was to come along some years later. ( . 

MR. ORCHARD: The report says only after one'."'half 

of its indicated output ijad been contracted for. 

EX SENATOR O'MA.RA: I am wondering whether or not 

your Committee gave any 'consideration to the question of 

. how the interest on the bonds was to be met prior to the 

time when water would. be available for sale fr.om the 

Spruce Run project, first,. 

MR. ORCHARD: I th.ink the report states pretty 

clearly. 

EX SENATOR 0 11 P..'IA.Rfu; Will you point it out to 

me, please? 

MR. ORCHARD: We~l, you can find ito You have 

it handy. I have too. 

EX SENATOR 0 1MARA: All right .. I have the 

report. Thank you. I can find it. 





··MR.· ORCHARD: You always were smarter .. than .1, 
I. 

Ed, in finding refere.nces·. 
. . .. 

EX SENA.TOR O'lVIARA: 
.• .. . . ' 

I h$ve recol leet ions of ·· 

.. incidents in the Constitutional Convent ion where the 
• • y - •, 

contrary was true. Thatis all I have now, Mr. Orchard. 

Thank you. 

SENA.TOR DUMONt: Does anyone have anything 
., 

further? Senatc,r Crane·has a question. 

SENATOR CRANE: .Just a .repetition., perhaps, 

. of your ,.earlier testimony~ Mr. Orchard. Do you be1 ieve 

that we can wait probably ten years to resolve our 

water problem before gaialng water 'from some major 

development? 

MR •. ORCHARD: I <;lo not. 

SENA.TOR CRANE: Thank you; sir. 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: .Mr., Hauck wotild like to ask a 

question. 

MR. HAUCK:' Mr. Orchard, your organizatH.>R has· 

always bee~ a great·champion 0f economy 1n·state govera ... 

inent, hass.'t it? 

. MR .• ORCHARD: . W'e have, st'r. 

MR. HAUCK: .Does,your-Committee feel that these 

J;;,i l ls should be passed and the bG>:ad issue put ttJ) to the 

public before an effieient·proper engfneerlng .survey 

· is made of both reservoir' sites? 

, :MR •. ORCHARD: · I have enough· information that 





enough inspection of the proposed dam sites w~ulci be 

made aD,d, if I i_aay bepardonecd, enough experienee ha 
over.-all water works engineei"hl§ to kmow that there a·re 

_). 

no basic engineering problems involved in these two 
_( 

. sites whicb. would Justify any delay. 

SENATOR DlJMONT: Mr. Orchard, how· 10119 do. you.·· 
': .- . . . .. . . ' . 

think '7'-. maybe this isn·'t a fait question., but how lomg 
. . . 

do you tllimk;wlthproperpressing of the situation· 

between the two states by the governers and the·legis-

.1atures, · it woul.d take to dev~lop th.e Delawar~ on a , .. 

bi-state basis? 

OOR. ORCHARD; We! 1, a1 l I can. do, Senator, 
.; . 

-is to go bac·k to the lnaodel experience •. You know 

how earnest we were.··• . 

SENA.TOR DUMONT:. Right.·. 
. . 

MR. ORCHARD: The In.code 1, for the benefit of •· 
. . ' ,· ' .. ,. 

·those who do not know:, was a proJect whieh was going 

to tap the upper-Delaware; supply all the water-:supplY 

needs of Philadelphia, ma:y-be of Wilmi:ngto:n, a greatbig 
. . . 

pipeline across :ffiew J~rsey to· go over in1;.o Manhattan 

and out ,of that aqueduc::twould be tapped water for 

Metropolitan New Jersey and any other seetio:ris,of 

New Jersey that needed it.· It. lATas a magniflce:nt 

concept ion and a practical concept ion. New Jersey was ; 

willing., you and yqtir predecessors kere in these 
' . . . . 

chambers voted a treaty with PeMsylva:nia~ an.d so did 

· New York and so did Delaware. · .. But Pe~nsylv~nia kicke~ 





it around, as I have described. Now, we can·2 t go to 

the Delaware - and I want to point out to you too, Mr. 

Shanklin has said that if you take water from the Delaware 

you have got to put compensating flows back in the 

Delaware. We don·'t control the Delaware. The United 

States Supreme Court and the United States Congress 

along with contracts which we might make with Delaware, 

Pennsylvania and New York, control the Delaware. 

Now, if we can get all of that straightened out, 

if we can find out where the money is going to come from 

to build what -first of all, a compensating reservoir 

from which, as Mro Shanklin testified here this morning 

very little of it probably would be available for water 

supply, and then another one when you are assured of 

enough water to maintain the minimum flow, because 

remember, sir, if you don"'t keep that minimum flow of 

fresh water in the Delaware, you are ruining south 

Jersey, you are ruining all the water supply along the 

Delaware River south of Palmyra, probably, by the 

intrusion of salt water. So you have, got to keep a 
I 

constant fresh water flow,adequate flpw.9 down the 
§ 

Delaware. 

Now, I am honored that you know some of my 

grandchildren. I. think they in the course of the next 

15 or 20 years might probably marry and have children 

of their own. Those children might see something done 

on the Delaware. 
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SENATOR CRAifE: Mr. Orchard, I appeal to your 
. . .. ,-.: 

egotism., sir., and yeur self-assurance. Are you wha_t 

might ra;i:.~onally pe referred to asa ~ater expert? 

MR, ORCHARD: well,· 1 wouldn•1·t say that. -. There_ 

are men .in the room that know far_ more about some of· · -

tlie deta i 1 s of w~ ter than I., .but if I don-:• t im.ow what I 
am talking about I ~h1n1ldn•·t be where I am. 

. . . 
SENATOR CRANE: · Thank_-yoa. -

SENATOR DUMONT: Any further-([uestions? 
. - ·. . . 

thank you ver;y much., Mr.·· Orchard. 

__ SENATOR CRANE_: - Mr. Chairman, we were furnished., 
. . ,_ . . 

·. . . . 

as·promised., thesupplemental statement of the 
. . - . . 

Somerset County F°lanning: Board oa Senate Bi 11 s 272 anc:1 

273 and it was made in accordance with a request on 
• ,.I 

our part at th:e public hearing om Thursday., June 6th. 
. . . 

It sets forth tbree .specific amendments they ~ould 1 ike 
· .. · .· ·. 

to see and I think, sinc.e it is.going to be incorporated 

in the :re¢ord, that - it ls not necessary -at this time _· -

to read them out loud unle'SS Senator O'Mara requests . 

it. 

SEB.ATOR e•MA.RA: · , :No. I would 1 ike to have 
. . . 

a copy of it~ however. 

SENA.TOR CRANE: Sir~ t11.ere is on.ly one eopf_• 

l•tm. sorry. 

SENA.TOR 0 1MA.RA: Well, then.· would,yo'ti read it 

into the record or I wi 11 if you wish me to. 

· SENATOR CRANE: · Mo, lt-:9-s all_ right., sir. I 1 11 

. do it. 





(Reading) ftParagraph 2 (F) o,f S-272 and S-27Ji!' :.;. I 

believe that would be in the preamble of both acts 

then - "Amend this section to set forth more 

precisely the basic and primary rights of areas within 

the watershed; i.e., the Raritam River basin is the only 

area where large quantities of additiomal water can be 

obtained immediately and economically to serve 

metropolitan counties. This basin is about equal in 

size to the Passaic River·basin., is wholly within the 

State, and is virtually undeveloped for water supply.'' 

Their second suggestion for Senate Bill #273= 

ftParagraph 6 (B), L.ines 17 and 18. Delete •on or 

before January 1 in each year. v Requl ring. property owners 

to file a reque.st an.nual ly seems to be an unwarranted 

and unreasonable requirement.rt 

Their third suggestion for Senate Bill #273: 

"Paragraph 15. The Department should be given the 

authority to grant, on petition by a County, the right 

to develop the recreation aspects of such reservoir or 

reservoirs to the county wherein such. reservoir is 

located as a county recreation facility.n 

"Note: The third point in this statement was 
I 

unanimous1y·endorsed by the Somerset County Park 

. Commission at a meeting held· on. Wednesday, June 12th.'' 

That is the end of their statement . 

. EX SENA.TOR 0'1YIA.RA.: Thank you. 

,SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. Robert W Kean,· Jr. of 

the Elizabethtown Water Company and the _Plainfield-





Uni on Water Company. Mr . Kean. 

ROBERT W. KEAN, JR.: My mame is Robert W. 

Kean, Jr. and I am President of the Elizabethtown 

Water Company. 

The Elizabethtown Water Company has. in the past 

consistently opposed New Jersey State water projects 

as being extravagent, wasteful and unrealistic in 

conceptioa. It is a real pleasure, therefore, to 

appear here today in support of a plan which we 

believe to be sound, workable and economical. 

Some of the reasons for this chamge im thinki:ag 

may be of interest to the Committee~ 

Number one, under this proposal New Jersey is 

not entering into the f>usiness of pumping,purifying 

and delivering water directly to consumers; it is 

merely restoring the Ra~itan from a flas~ flood stream 

of little value towards the desirable even-flowing 

river that it must have been before our civilization· 

overtook it. 

Number two, In recent years the multiplying 

water supply need~ of widely separated areas, as well 
. . . 
as flood control and compensating flow requirements, 

have added strength to arguments that th.e Raritan 

should be developed as a multi-purpose project by 

some agency that can represent all interests 

concerned. 





Number three, the pattern of rate-makiag 

pur~ued at the present time by regulatory authorities 

in New Jersey inhibits water Companies ftom developing 

new supplies far enough ahead of growing meeds to 

serve in the public interest. 

And, auiber four, and most important, because 
. . . 

of our contiauous concern with the Raritan ever since 

receiving our first grant of. its waters in 1918, we 

are in a position to rec~gnize and support a project· for 

its development which promises financial and 

·engineeriag econ:omies. These ec:onomies are striking. 

This plan will yield water at about one~third the cost 

of other proposals., we estimate. Furthermore, it can 

be constructed in stage$ as needed.,_ther~by relieving 
. . 

taxpayers of burdensome carrying charges on over-

capacity. 
. . . . . . : ' 

I spe~k,.therefore., om behalf of water users 

in Middlesex, Somerset amd Union Counties, including 

approximately 350.,000 served by Elizabethtown and 
·•' . 

Plainfield ... Union Water Companies directly and another 
. . 

250,000 in areas to wh.ich we sell wholesale water. 

These. are fast growing areas. Their water sources are 

limited. They would benefit greatly by the Raritan 

plan advocated by 'the.New Jersey Water Resources 

Advisory ~ommittee. 

But, before closing., I would like to point 

out .what seems to be one ineqtta 1 i ty in al 1 oca ti on of 





costs and of water in_the first stages of the plan., 

Spruce Run,as shown on page 18 'of the Report. 

The second diagram from the top, on page 18, 

.,although the present low flew of the river, 65 million 

gallons daily, is to be increased by 85 m.g.d.to bring 

it up to a total of 150, of this 85 m.g.d. increase 

only 40 is to be allocated to consumers of potable water. 

Since the consumers are apparently to pay for the entire 

project, ln effect · they wi 11 be paying . in this case for 

more than twice the amount of water they ·wi 11 be receiving. 

There are several ways· in which the consumer could ,be 

protected from this situation: Number one, the water 

allocation to potable or salable uses could be increased 

from the 40 m.g.d. to a larger percentage of the 85; 
number two, the increased minimum flow, as provided, 

could be contributed to by those benefited on the .river; . . 

number three, a clause could be written into the legis-

lation to· the effect that the charges for water should 

as much as possible reflect the actual cost applicable 

to the amount of water being sold. 

I resp~ctfully request that the Legislative 

Committee.consider such changes. 

In conclusion, 1 should like to emphasize 

Just two points on behalf of the more than half a 

mill ion people for whos.e water requirements we feel 
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Number one, the need for development of the 

Raritan resources is very real. 

Number two., the proposal here considered will 

yield far more water at far less.cost than any other 

approach to th~ Raritan development. 

Thank yoti. 

SENATOR DUMONTg Mr. Kean, about two years ago 

you appeared before a legislative committee in 

referel'l.ce to a plan which was then being publicized by 

the Elizabethtown Water Company to develop, as I 

recollect it, as many as possibly six small dams and 

reservoirs on the Raritan River and the north and south 

branches thereof. Now, what has become of that plan on 

the part of your company? 

MR. KEAN: Well, that plan, of course, was 

similar in· approach to this one. It conceived of dams 

on the river which would increase its flow at a given 

point by using all of the various branches and 

tributaries. That plan was conceived in order tq 

provide the water needed for our company and for our 

consumers. In this case, in supporting this plan 
/ 

becanse of the four reasons I mentioned we are in 

effect yielding to a multi-purpose plan which effects 

the same thing as our plan but of much wider scope. 

In other words, it makes water available not only to 

out consumers but to other water suppliers, 

municipalities, conservation, agriculture., compensating 
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flow, etc. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, your plan, as I recall 

it, also would have been financed with private capital 

without involving the State in the water business. Is 

that correct? 

MR. KEAN: That·g s correct. 

SENATOR DlJIVIONT: Now, you intend - from the 

testimony we have had here so far, I take it your 

company would want to contract for some of the supply 

that would be provided by these two dams and reservoirs 

included in this plan. Is that correct? 

MR. KEAN~ Yes, we would hope to get approval 

from the Division of Water Policy and Supplies. 

SENATOR DUMONT: How much would you apply for? 

MR. KEAN: That depends on a number of factors, 

such as the rate, the period at which this reservoir 

would be completed, and of course the growth trend in 

our territory at that time. In our own plan we were 

thinking in terms of working toward a 30 million gallons 

daily yield that could be used for onr consumers. 

Presumably we would work toward that same figure here 

although our initial contract would not, of course, be 

that high and it might not .be until the second stage 

of this project that we got up to the 30. 
SENATOR DlJIVIONT: Now, as I recall, I think 

you told us at that time that your company had not' 

-19- A 





\ 

acquired any or at least n.ot vf!.ry many of .the·· 

.prospective sites you had in mind for dams aild 

reservoirs. Is that right? 

MR. KEAN: That's correct~· 

· SENATOR DtnVIONT; · Rave yoti $ince acquired any 

or t.i:iose? 

MR~ KEAN: ·no., we have not. 

SENATOR DUMONT: And• that plan that you proposed 

then was actually an. alternative to the Chi~ey Rock 

proposition, ·fc;,r one thing, was it mot7 

MR. KEAN: Yes.. It was an attempt to po hit out 

that on ... streani·dams on the river; on-river dams was 
. . . . . 

tlrle proper and economical way to develo.p the river;. 

'that we could do it ourselves; aad., as since proven, 
,· 

tlslat it could .be done by a higher agency for wider 

.benefits. 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Do you lose much of that· 

available water supply created by such a series of 

. dams and reservoirs ~- do you lose much of it by 

evaporation? 

· MR. KE.AN: · I v m not. an emg inee r but the 
. . 

evaporation factor is. approximately equivalent to the . . . 0 

amount of rainfall that .falls directly on the. 

reservoir. it•s a nejligible factor and ha~ been taken 

into account in this plan. 

SENATOR DUMONT:.· Thank you. Senator Crane. 
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SENATOR CRANE: Mr. Kean, do.you have an 

application now before the Water Policy Commission 

for canal water? 

MR~ KEAN: Yes, we do •. 

SENATOR CRANE: How much is that? 

MR. KEAN: Thatvs for 20 million gallons daily. 

SENATOR CRANE: This is a leading question -
i 

Do you think yo~ will get it? 

MR. KEAN: It is strictly a matter of conjecture, 

of course., but if you think the answer is important--

I don·'t think we will. get the entire grant, I th.ink we 

will probably get part of it. We have had a great 

deal of opposition. The amount of available water left 

in the canal for allocation is limited. There are now 

more applications pending before the Water Policy 

Council than there is water to fulfill those needs. 

SENATOR CRANE: If yot1. do not get the water, sir, 

from the canal, will you have to get it elsewhere to meet 

the demand? 

MR. KEAN:. Yes, if demands are to be met. 

SENATOR CRANE: Now, you mentioned working up 

toward 30 mill.ion gallons a day as a potential customer 

of thJs development or at lea-st 30 million gallons. 

per day for your future development. That Wasn't quite 

clear to me. And you said among other things that it -

was dependent upon price. Is the price which has been 

quoted here for raw water, give or take a few dollars, 

$25 .00 I believe has been stated as a guidei, would 
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that be an acceptable price? 

MR. KEAN: · Yes, that is an acceptable price., · 

· commercially feasible. 

SENATOR CRANE: ·. Would you say that this plan 

is mostly for industrial be:mefit - and I mean by industry 

then those who draw water perhaps without paying for it. 
' MR. KEAN: No, not at all. I think our relatively 

half a million individual residents that I referred to 

are good testimony in that direction. The counties 

which would be served by us, of course, are .fairly· 

heavy in industry and we would.expect industry as well 

as residential u~e would derive great benefits from 

this program. 

SENATOR CRANE: You have said one thing here 

regarding· .diversion for potable purposes - that it 

could.be more. You are aware, I believe, that in the 

T.A.M.S. Report and again in the Water Advisory 

Committee's Report both seem te specify necessary water 

in the bed of the stream to help abate pollution. Do 

yoti believe or have you any studies that would confirm 

that ~ore could be diverted than is stated in both 

those reports? 

MR. KEAN: Weli, I recognize the desirability 

of minimum letdowns in compensating water and added 

streamflow. I think the very large item quoted in 

T.A.M.S. -.I think it was a minimum.of 130m:illion 

gallons daily - is a perfectly rational and desirable 





end result to aim at but I think it is unfair to 

consumers to take such a high percentage of the 

initial stage of this project which is going to be 

by far the cheapest stage of this project and allocate 

that to downstream flow. As a rule of thumb we like to 

use 30 percent as a very adequate compensating flow 

measurement in other words, if this 135 mil 1 ion gallons 

daily which is to be added to the present low flows were 

divided into what can be sold and what should be added to 

the river, we might say 90 should be sold, total, and 45 
added to the river. Now, I think that same percentage, 

which is not too far off from what we have here,should 

be applied on your first project to be constructed, 

whether it is Spruce Run or Stony Brook. In other words, 

the very first stage, for some reason, here they have 

added only 40 m.g.d., less than 50 percent of the new 

water to potable. That's your cheapest project. 

Then they have gone on and in the second project they've 

added only 10 to the river and 40 to potable. It's 

not equitable and I think it should be looked at. 

SENATOR CRANE: One last question. You appear, 

from your statement, to be one who needs water. Can 

you await large scale developments, say ten years hence, 

and can you get water from present resources during that 

time to suffice your needs? 

MR. KEAN: First of all, I don·1 t know of any 

large scale project, other than the Raritan, that could 

be completed within ten years. But in answer to your 
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question~ no. The Raritan is the source that this 

area is going to have to use for water supply. It 

needs it badly. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Any question of Mr. Kean. 

EX SENATOR onMARA: May I ask a few? 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Senator O'Mara. 

EX SENA.TOR,O@J.VIARA~ Mr. Kean, to clarify 

this matter - do you indicate that your company is a 

potential customer to the extent. of 30 million gallons 

per day? 

MR. KEAN: While I am talking reasonable future, 

I think potentially, if those areas build up to 

saturation point in industry and residents, it could go 

a great deal higher than that. 

EX SENA.TOR OiMA.RA~ All right. Let's take the 

30 million gallon figure, do you mean by that 30 million 

gallons total, or 30 million gallons additional to your 

present withdrawal? 

MR. KEAN: Additional, sir. 

EX SENATOR 0 9MA.RA: What do you presently 

withdraw from the stream under the 1918 grant? 

MR. KEAN: We have in that area grants of 

20 million gallons daily from the river and 22½ from 

the Delaware and Raritan Canal, a total of 42½ from 

sources in that area. 

EX SENATOR O'MA.RA: From both the river and 

the canal. 
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MR. KEA.N: That's right • 

. EX SENATOR O'lVJARA: So when you talk about 

30 million gallons daily you mean 30 million gallons· 

in addition to your present supply. 

MR. 'KEAN: That ff s correct. 

EX SENATOR O11 MA.RA: Now I am interested in the 

reason that your company did not pursue the plan which 

you laid before the legislative committee in 1955 for the 

"' construct ion of your own dams and reserve ir on-stream 

to safeguard your own future development. Why was that 

plan abandoned? 

·. MR •. KEAN: Well,· for one thing, we were still 

undergoing a good deal of engineering on it at that 

point, the actual need wasnfft there yet, and it was 

about that time that we started to become aware of these 

many other interests in Raritan Valley water, and many 

feelings that a multi-purpose project should be con-

sidered before we went ahead and developed part of the 

river to our own~uses in such a way that it would no 

longer be possible to fit it into a plan such as this. 
. - . . . 

EX SENATOR O'IVIARA: You at sometime, perhaps 

shortly after your testimony in 1955, got the· idea that 

maybe the State would do it for you, isn't that so? 

MR. KEAN: Those are your words, sir, not 

mine. 

EX SENATORO 11 MARA.: Well 1 am asking you if 

. that is so or not. 
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MR. KEAN: I think I have expressed what lies 

behind our thinking on it. 

EX SENATOR O'lYlARA: Do you disagree with my 

interpretation of it1 

MR. KEAN: Yes, very much. 

EX SENATOR o•MARA.: All right. How do you 

interpret elattse 6 of that grant of 19187 Were you 

here this morning when I read that? 

MR. KEAN: You better read it again, will you? 

· EX SENATOR o•MAR.A: I wi 11. "The Board hereby 

expressly reserves the right, in case it sha.11 be 

· necessary in the future, to provid~ storage of storm· 

water$ along th~ Raritan and Mi llJtone Rivers or 

thei;r tributaries, for the purpos~ of supplying 

municipalities or water companies that may lawfully 

take water from the said rivers or their tributaries, 

to apportion the expense of ptoviding the necessary 

storage among the petitioners and such other companies 

or municipalities as may at the time have a right to 

take water from said rivers, their tributaries, or 

either of them, for public or dom.estic·use as may 

be equitable." 

MR. KEAN: Yes, we are familiar with that 

an.d., of course, we have had that in there since 1918, 

the date of the grant. The feel hag was at the time 

that; whether due to 'the Raritan becoming even more 

of a: flash flood stream.and having even lower minimum. 
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flows in the St11l!ll'ller e>r whether due to fttrther · 

. agricultural u~e,$ upstream,, there might come a t lme 

wheli in order to give that yield of 20 millien gallons 

· clai ly which we ha_d as a grant. from the s't~te·, storage -
. : .:. . . . .• . . 

wo~ldhave to·be c9n$tr1tetedupstream; The State did 
. . 

. . . . ·._ :· _- . . --. ··'. 

- not want to be in a position where we had a firm grant.-_ · 

of water. l'rom it and_ they _could .be forced to provicl' . -
storage at their own expense so that .we could continue -

to take our grant._ 

EX· SENA TOR O •MARA:: That's a 11 • · _ Thank -you. · 
. . 

-SENATOR DUMONT:··. Mr. Mauck. 

MR. HAUCK:- Mr. Kean, you stated that there 

would be a. great say'ing in the pud::hase of water if this 

pl~a goes thro.ugh at $258. million gal~ons. .Has yottr _-.-

company made any plans in the event you get this water 

at a cheap price lo apply to the Board of Public Tltllit,ies 

tor lowering of rates and givfng the benefit to your 

consumer customers?_·. 

MR. KEAN:· .First ~f all, you have used t,he · 
. . 

word "ehea:plf price. We don't.consider this a cheap'.-.--
. - . ., . 

pric~ at alL We con.sider this a price that. is f~t. · 

... belG>W a price that. co11ld be yielded by any oth_er ~ethod· 

. of· development of the Ratltan. -·. We thlnk the prices;.·. 

would be about three times as much. 

MR. HAUCK:· Well how much do you: pay now-
-....:· . _.,. 

for water fl'om other sources? compared to the $25 

a million gallon., 





MR. KEAN: Well that varies all over the 

·.lot. We are paying 1 ess than that, 1 t~i:nk, · in all 

cases. We take water out of .the ground in wells and 

of course we don't pay anything for that·. We have our 

grant from the river datimg from 1918, we don't pay for 

that except for the ta~ thatJs referred to. We have 

water which we take from the canal under various 

contracts at various_prices throughout the years. 

I don't think any of them get to as high a price as 

this $25~ 1 thimk you missed ome point -.the cost 

of water ultimately to the comsumer. The greater part 

of that cost is involved in overhead 011 the many,mamy 

pipelines, pumping installations, filtration equipment, 

and so cm, that it takes to assure him a supply of 

potable wat-er right· in his home rather than the source 

itself. That has been true up to now at· least. Now 

whether it will .be in the future, I don·1 t kn.ow~ 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Yes, Mr. Johnson? 

MR. JOHNSON: Bob, is it true that your 

company once looked at the Stony Brook R@servoir 

site and then gave it up as uneconoJnical? or ls it 

true that you looked at it at all and then gave it up 

·a:s uneconomical for yottr own purposes? 

MR. KEA.1'\f: The studies that we have made on 
e 

the Raritan over very many years were entirely·· 

devoted to ff:nding out in what way we would develop ,, 
i . ' 

the Raritan.,/when an.d ifwe developed it. For that 
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reason we have. never studied closely 'the St,ony Brook 

site beeau~e lt is too larg~ for a d·evelopment such as 
.· .. 

we could afford to finance and go lnto •. 

'MFi. JOHNSON: W~lJ, my polnt was that at 
. . . ' . 

a.~eeting in Pennhigtort last month, .I beli~v.e Mr. Ritter 

told us that tlae PreSide~t of Ellzabetht~wnhadglven 

the Smith Commlttee,· in corifidence, an E;..town pla:n ailq I 

. he 1 ieve infe~red tlla t maiiy of the eng,ineer ing · facts for 

. ··. the Smith: report ca.me from that document. Could you. · 

. • ·· explaia that? 
' . . 

MR. KEAN: We .have made no reference atali 

to the Stony Brook site because.we have never sJ,udteq it, 

but the basic reason why we have. never _JJt,adied it is 
.· .. . _.. . ·. 

·because of its size in relation to our financial size 

·. and really the needs of ·our. part i_cular area hy its elf. · .. · .. • 

: MR. JOHNSON: But on the other hand you did 
. . . . . . 

pro~ide the Smith Comillittee with so.me kind 0~ report. 
,, ' 

. . ' . . . 

sought. information f~om many sources,. yes,, ~-d depend~-d '. 

very heavily e>n report, fr0m.· al 1 the sources· if ·,could 

·. get them. 

SENATOR DlJMONT: Mr. Kean,·correct me if 
. . . . . . 

1'am wrong,- but 1 thoug~t you sa-id that in 1955 you 
. ' 

didn:f,t 'think there was a meecL Now,: .did you mean ill ' .·· 
. . 

·con?eCtion with your own compaay ?r the general 'picture 
.or a need for the plan that you advanced and told us 

about in 1955? 





MR. KEAN: Well unfortunately, and one of the 

points I brought up here as to why we are not as reluctant 

.to support a state plan as we used to be, it is almost 

impossible financially for a private company to build ycntr 

facilities that you are going to need 20 years from mow --

in other words, where the full capacity may not be taken 
' - .- ' . :· . ' 

up 20 years from now, such as would have been the case had 

we gone into our on-river plan. With that in mind, we 

did not discard the plan by any means but what we have done 

is held it is abeyance until such time as it would be l 

absolutely necessary to go ahead with it and when we would 

be in a better position to finance it. Now when this first 

came up, I believe it was last.fall that this committee 

was appointed, naturally from that time on we didn·11 t 

throw in any plan of our own to upset the studies they 

were makimg. , 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, if the plan of this 

comm! t tee were adopted, would you t.hen abandon your plan? 

MR. KEAN: If this plan were adopted, yes. 

This would preclude our plan since it w0uld be developing 

the same watershed really on a larger scale than we would 

do it. Your storage would be larger, your letdown that 

would be includedo.i· crea~ed would be larger, and we would., 

·in effect, become partners in this plan rather than going 

along on our own with our smaller plan. 

SENA.TOF,t DUMONT: You believe that there is 

a need today·ror this plan, is t)l.at correct? 
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MR. KEAN: We do., yes. 

SENA.TOR Dl.JMONT: And yet you do not believe 

that there is a need for your·0'liim p1an7 

MR. :.KEAN: Wel 1, I d idif9 t say that,' 1 don I t 

.believe. We have gone so far as to inform the Water Policy 

Council, I think it was about a year ago, that within the 

relatively near future we would. file application for dam 

sites on the Raritan and start our plan. · Now before we got 

to that point, these canal hearings we wer·e engaged in had 

se much opposition that·. they· dragged on for about six months 

and it seemed inadvisable to file this plan at thesame time 

that those hearings were in effect. Now before we 

concluded tho$e heariiags th.ls whole thing came up. In other 

words, the first stage in -starting, a plan, were we to do ·it, 

would have to be to get permission, dlversion~ rights, from 

the Water Policy and Supply Council by having lengthy 

hearings before them. That step we were prepared to make 

sometime toward the end of .last year. The canal hearings 

made 1;1.s postpone it and.then, of course,_ this report has · 

come on and has held ottr inter~st since. 

SEN.ATOR DUMONT: We sometimes hear the 

complaint made, - and I don-.tt know whether there is any 

foundation for it or not, I 'would like to get your 

opinion on this - that industrial users of water - this 

same complaint might .be made. of individuals - that 

industrial users of water do not conserve that wafer by 

using it over and over again within an industry befor• 

returning it to the so-urce from which it came. ls that 
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a true criticism or not? 

MR.· KEAN: I think there is some of that. 

In our 1;.erritory we try to control,_for example, cool'ing 
--· ' 

uses. We tel 1 people that we wil 1 not serve them unless 

they recirculate their cooling water if their cooling 

equipment is over a certain todp.~ge. I think that helps . 

a great deal in conserving water. We also are. fully 
, , , 

metered so that each customer is paying for his water in direct 

proportion to the amount of water that he takes. This we 

find is a very effective conservation measure in that in 

some cases it is actually cheaper for them to· reuse water 

and reclaim it ,and that eliminates wastage. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. Crook. 

MR. CROOK: Mr. Kean, is it not true that your 

chief engineer has in his files, in his records, a prelim-

inary plan for .a dam on the Stony Brook not at the location' 

· of this existing proposed reservoir on the Stony Brook 

but considerably upstrea~ from that, slightly below Route 

.518, I believe. It would be maybe a third or less 

capacity of this proposed reservoir. Is that true? 

MR . .KEAN: I don't remember there being one 

on Stony Brook. You are perfectly at 1 iberty to asit him,. 

of course. He's here. The only comment I have to make is 

if there is such a site, of course it is a very much 

smaller one than this. 

MR. CROOK: I wonder if we could ask that 

question of the engineer and.at the same time ask how 
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feasible a site that is. 

SENATOR DUMONT: ·Well, first; is the engineer 

he-re? 

MR. KEAN: Yes, Mr. Gerand is in the room, 

I believe. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Is that question satisfactory 

to you, Mro Kean? 

MR. KEAN: Certainly. 

MR. GERAND: Would you like an answer to 

that now. 

SENATOR DUMONT: If yottwant to go ahead and 

answer it. 

MR. GERA.NP: We did examine soine 15 sites in 

the Raritan River Basin and among them was one site further 

ttp Stony Brook in the vie inity of Hopewe 11. It was a site 

that was too high up on the watershed for the purpose that 

we desired. It al~o had other disadvantages in that it 

involved a regulation and control of flows through 

Carn:ag ie Lake. And for that reason ~it was abandoned 

very early in our studies and was not included in a:ny of 

our final reports. 

MR. CROOK: Would not then that second 

disadvantage, which you just mentioned., the regulation of 

flows to Carnegie Lake, st.ill hold with the prese-nt 

suggested reservoir? 

MR. GERAND: No, I do not think so. Keep 

in mind that the work that we did, as engineers of 
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Elizabethtow.n, was to develop a water supply for our 

customers and we were not concerned with industries, 

compensating flows, recreation, and the like, and as I 

understand it this site was picked for very definite 

purposes which it served. But'we were not looking at it 
' from that point of view. It has nothing in commmon or 

no conflict either with this plan that is now being 

•proposed. 

MR. CROOK: A further question to Mr. Kean,· 

. please. ·1 understand that a few moments ago you said 

there.is somewhere in the neighborhood of 44½ million 

gallons. per day diversion by your compapy in the area 

of the Raritan Canal and the Raritan River. Is that 

correct? 

MR. KEAN: Forty-two and ahalf. 

MR. CROOK: Forty two and a half. 

· MR. KEAN: Correct, divers~on rights. 

MR. CROOK: What would be your expected need 

from a reservoir such as Spruce Run or Stony Brook within 

say a three year period, three years from this date. :Do 

you have any idea? 

MR. KEAN: I w0uld hope we could get along 

without it for three years because, of course, it take• 

about that long -to get it built and filled. 

MR. CROOK: I mentioned the three years 

because I believe it was mentioned here last week that 

that might be the leagth ~f time that would be required 

to build the Spruce R11n. At what time would you.need 





water from Spruce Run or from Stony Brook whicllever one 

· would be the first built? 

MR. KEAN: I hate·not to give direct answers 

.but a lot of things.depend on a number of factors. For 

example, Elelaware and Raritan Canal •. If we are able to 

get even emergency grants from that to tide us over we 

can probably last the thr.ee years, but certainly not.· 

much further .. Now, at that time, when this first reservoir 

is put into operation,·we wouldn't Just contract for our 

needs ~f that year, naturally, we'd go at least five or 

ten years into the future. So that you mi.ght say that 

our meeds at the time the reservoir was first p111t .into 

shape - what we would contract for would be what we 

expected to need in view of our growth, the growth of 

the territory arotuad us for five qr te~ years. 

MR. CROOK: I see. · Now, would· it be a 

hardship on your company for a period of four years to 

elapse before Spruce Run or a similar reservoir was 

developed? 

IVlR. · KEP.N: I don't have that much o.f a 

crystal ball, 1 1m afraid. I just can't answer that . 

. MR. CROOK: It 1 s close • 

MR.· KEAN: It's close. It's a close 

picture. The water is needed. Tllere is no.question 

there. 

MR.. CROOK; · We realize - the Stony Brook 

Millstone Watershed Association real.fzes the critical 





· need for water o 1 am· questioaing you beeause we do not 
. . . . 

km.ow fully the needs of the Eliza.1:>ethtow Water Company, 

0ne; two, three, fou; years• hence, and it wottld 1lelp ~s a 

:tot J.a the positio.n we~ .take amd the things that we we.at 

to recommend as to what the needs WiU be three or fottr 

years from,m.ow. · A year can make a blg difference, _as 
far as we cam see .. 

·. . . . ,• '. 

_- MR. KEAN: I under~,tand eompl etely and it is 

just unfortu:m.ate that there are so mariy intangibles ·at , 

this time and not enough finite factors on who~e· mcnrim:g 
. . . . . . . 

. ·, ' ·. . i . . ·. . . 

into· what territoey what ·year· to be able to answer you-. 

MR O CROOK: That f s a 1 L . Thank you • 

MR .•. KEAN: lacid:~JiJally, in talking Qf need.s 
·, \, . 

and· growth, we have been ha.vj,ng. the ·1argest daily demands.· 

. in our history .tbese last few days and· the momti,i of 
,. 

April,whicla is the la.st oll.e that we have complete engineering 

figures and outpµ,t on., we·ran an average <i>f 8 million· 

galloms each day ahead of a: ssimilar motiti last year 

. MR. JOHNSON: Malf -I ask another· qites:tion1 . 

. · SENATOR DUMQNT: · Yes.· 
'• .··. . .· ,_' 

-. MR. JOHNSON: The T.A.M.S. Report says that 

if apublle utility is allowed t~ dev~lop thiir own 

prese~t system there would be e11.oughwater to supply 

gemerat foreseeable New Jersey demands' unti 1 · the year· 
. . 

1974. Would yoa care to comment .om that?· . 
.. . 

• F'IR. · R;.EAN: l think there is . something 

· takem out of context kere, .because T .. A.M .. S , re¢6mme:nded . 





A very large and al 1-embraclng program to p.r.oduce more 

water as soon as possible. Could you read that again? 

}VIR. JOHNSON: Well, this is my own idea. 

The one thing that might be left out is that if utilities 

are allowed to exchange between each other or will 

exchange. They are allowed to but, say, will 

Elizaaethtown allow, say, Newark to buy their water. 

They will, will they _not? Then there is nothing taken 

out of context. 

MR.• KEAN: Well, am I phrasing your 

question correctly that you are asking whether., if each 

utility develops its own sources and interchanges as 

much as possible., there will be enough water to go around 

without any such project as this? 

MR. JOHNSON: That is the fact .from the· 

T.A.M.S. Report., My question is, do you realize that? 

from ttnrT.A.M.S. Report . 

.MR. RE.AN: I don't believe it's a fact 

from the T.A.M.S. Report~ 

MR~ JOHNSON: If I had a T.A.M.S. Report 

I wottld be quite willing to read it to you. 

· $ENATOR DUMONT: Well, in the meantime, -

there are- some around here if you want to try to locate 

it - we'll have to move on. 

Is there anything else of Mr. Kane? 

Senator Crane. 
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questions, sir. :J_f I understood your thinking, 
. . . . . . 

economics restricted your co~sideratlon as to the 

larger dams ,and reservoirs recommended-by T.A.M.S., 

that is why you thought in terms of small reservoirs, 

is that right? 

· · MR. KEAN; . Correct. 
-SENA.TOR CR.A.NE: You then felt selfishly 

that you could not take care of the needs of others 

from these small dams. Is that right? 

MR;, KEAN: Yes. Our small dam proposal 
(•.·;-•,:>. _'"'1 was entirely for the neefds of our own customers. 

SENATOR CRANE: Well, that leads me to my 

~ast question., sire If you constructed your small dam 

program it would prevemt Ute $tate fTom fuaking ful 1 

utilization of the Raritan Basin development at a later 

date if it was needed. Right? 

MR. KEAN: That rs true. In other words, if 

this proposal is to go through we definitely should 
. . . ' 

hold off .LL:r:we-:_d·efini.tely: should' hold off until we find 

out whether or not this is goimg to go, th.rough., because 

our proposal, ff it was accepted and we started to 

build, would interfere with this one. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Thank you very much, 

Mr. Kean. That's all~ 
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A. J. GRECO: As the President of several private water 

_companies operating in northern·New Jersey I have requested., and 

greatly appreciate, the opportunity of speaking before this Com-
'• 

mittee in support of Sen$te Bills 272 and 273. These privat~ly-

owned water 9ompanies are deeply interested in t,he water resource$ 

probl~ inthis area . .Although.the requirement$ of our com-

panie$. ar~ adequately taken -care of for the immediate future, · 

we are naturally interested in q.ny long-range plans which will 

provide an additional water supply .. We have revi'ewEad the Fir~t 

Report · of the New Jeraey Water Resources Advi$ory Cormnitte·e 

.and th~ J .. egijlat~qn that ha~ been offer~d by Senat9r Cran€! tC> 
imJ?lement the re;commendaticn,,a set forth in tha.t repqrt. The· 

pians a·ppear to be sound and we are happy ·to ·~xpreS:$ our sup~ 
,•,· ... _ ' 

port of thcta:e plans befora thi:a Committee. 

tn r.eviewing S~nate Billfl 272- and 273 w~ ;feel that 

there i:s need of some clarification in the l~gi~lation tc:) 
' 

properly imple~nt the basic purpose .of the CQIIlmit:tee which is 

to provide additional water aupplies for public as well as 
I 

industt;ial and municipal uses. In m:,r review of t:h~.S$ bill~ I 

have been influenced to some extent by Guidtng Principle No. 6 

of the Advisory Coµmittee which ·states ip. pa+t H*···* any pla~ 

should. be designed toenhqnce rather thELJ1 jeopardize the ac~ 

·ttvities and programs of existing water companies and conun:J.s-, 

sions. 11 To carry out this principl~ it seems advisable to us. 

to suggest amendment of Section 6 (a) of Senate Bill 273 .so as 
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. . 

to clearly set forth the right of purchasers of the a:dditional 

water to resell. such wate~,to other persons, corporations, 

municipalitie1;1 and connnissions for resale to consumers . Unde.r 

the proposed plan, the Department of Conservation and Economic 
' ' 

Development will malce available additional raw water in the 

· Raritan River and it seems entirely poss:i.ble that a purchase:i:-

of such additional water·from the Department: may want to i,n- · 

stall facilities adequate to satisfy its own needs. and, in 

. addition, mar be able to resell water to another utility at · a 

point s9me distance from the Raritan, To authorize such a. 

plan woutd appear to be advisable for all interested parties 
. . 

as it would avoid the necessity of duplicating pumping, t:reat-r 
' . 

ment:andtransmission facilities. So that such an arrangement 

maybe carried out within the scope of the proposed legia--

lation, we feel that some clarification is necessary and w_ould 

like to reql.test the opportunJty·of drafting and submitting to 
' ' ( . 

this Committee an appropriate amendment. In such proposed 
. . . . 

amendment we would provide that the proposed second purchaser 

would make application to the Department for approval of its 
I . - " 

portion of the needed diversion and that the. re.sale would be 

limited to existing service and franchise te1rrit.:ories. · 

. Thank you. 
(· . . 





SENATOR CRA.NEr Mr. Greco, I just consulted 

the Chairman and it is perfectly all right for you to 

submit any suggested amendment, sir, with the understanding 

that it is not imperative that we incorporat? it in the 

bill but we will ta~e it under consideration. 

MR. GRECO: I realize that, sir. Thank you. 

SENATOR CRANE~ Mr. Greco, would you kindly tell 

us what water companies you represent so that we might 

have an idea as to your territory? 

MR. GRECO: In northern New Jersey I am associated 

with the Washington Water Company, the Junction Water. 

Company which furnishes water services to the Hampton 

Borough area, the Commonwealth Water Company, the New Jersey 

Water Service Company, Monmouth Conso·l idated Water 

Company., Jamesburg Water Company, and Lakewood Water 

Company. I believe you can consider every one of those 

in the northern New Jersey Area. Oh, I missed one and 

that is the Bernards Water Company at Bernardsville. 

SENATOR CRANE: That's an impressive list, sir. 

Are the needs of those companies growing? 

·MR.GRECO: Oh, yes. They are all growing and 

we have recently, in most of the companies, received 

additional diversion rights from the Division of Water 

Policy and Supply. How¢ver those needs in some cases 

may only trend into another five or ten year period at 

which time we must consider additional sources of supply~ 
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.· SENArOR CRANE: Would you be a potent iat customer . 

fa~ this d~ve1Qpfuent7 

.. MR.· GRECO:' ,We could V€J:'Y wel 1 be and one ·of the 
. . . . -. 

reasons the suggestion was made that an alllendmentbe 

made t.o the bill is that we fhld it more economical to 
•. ' • '- I. 

cooperate or ,negotiate, with an existing water department 

rather than build the treatment facilities, :pump stattons 

and pipe! ines., and if we did receive a grant which we may .··· 

. request if this project were C~ftstructed we, 1 believe, 

would try>to negoy·iate with :an existing water department.' 
' SENATOR CRANE: What are your present needs for. 

, ' ' .: ', 

water?. What is your total water supplyriow7 

MR. GRECO: Well the largest company of the group, 

that l mentioned is·the Commonwealth Water Company. 

At Commonwealtb we have diversion rights now to a .total 

amount of approximately 31 µli 11 ion. 

SENATOR CRANE: Diversion rights from where; sir? 

. MR. GRECO:.· Those divers ion rights, 16 ~mi 11 ion are 

from surface supplies ano the remainder from well 

supplies. They are scattered throughout the territory, 

and the territory we supp1y.1s from Irvington: ~outhwest 
;. 

to as far as the Passaic River at Passaic Town_s~ip~ .And.·· 

we have well fields throughout that ,area and we use the 
' . ~- . . 

· ijassaic Rive.r as a well supply._,, 

SENATOR CRANE: Could you estimate in million 

gallons ,per day, :tn.g.d., what your future supply needs 

might be' say in ten years from now that would make you . · 

. a custome~ for this facilfty? 





· MR. GRECO: At Commonweal th Water Company 1-
. . 

estimate we have sufficie~t supply for about a ten year 

period. However, sometime before .the ten year period 
. . 

is 'up it will .be necessary' for ~s to p_lan for a future 

supply., and that future supply., based on the present rate 

- of growth,will be on an average of sl fghtly over a ~ill ion·_: 

"' , gallons per day. 

SENATOR CRANE: While_ you are·con1tectedwitll 

the.se various·'.~ompanie~., sir., are you in any statewide 

association .o.r regional association of water companles., 
. . 

· I mean as a member, of ·course,. -not an owner1' or di:recior:.~ 
. . .. m. GRECO:. A member of any association? 

. . 
SENATOR CRANE: Yes. 

. . 

MR. GRECO: Yes, I am a member of the Water ... · 

·supply-Comm.d.ttee oftlle State Chamber of Co~e'rce.·. lam 

a member of .theAmerd:ean Waterworks·.A§socJation., the 
. ., . \ . 

South Jel'.'sey Superinte:tldents Association-, who are all 
. . . . . 

. . 

interested in water supply problems. 

SENA.TOR CRANE;· -Wel !, from _those associatici~s 

would you care to compient on the needs for water? I mean, 

would they sustain the needs_ fot- this Raritan pr.oJect?. 

MR~ GRECO: I donft,think there is any 'question 

_-that-all.waterworks people in_ this State of ,New Jersey 

_ are conscious of tllle water supply problem.. It is 
I ' 

definitely- requir,ed- and I feel that the estimates of the 

T.A.M. __ S Report. and also 'or this AdvisC:ry Committee to· the· 

extent .tha t the northeaste.rn area of New J etsey wi 11 

require .between 8 and Jf million gallons daily ~dditiona.1 
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annually,, is reasonab,Ie and fair. I know of no 

waterworks man in .the State of New Jersey wµo belongs 

to any association who does not agree that additional 

water supplies are very necessary and important. 

SENATOR CRANE: My last question then, sir: 

Have you or your companies ever constructed dams and 

reservoirs of this nature, created your own diversion 

resources? 

MR. GRECO: We have. At the present time at. 

Commonwealth Water Company we are constructing what is 

called an off,..river reservoir. It•s a diversi~n type . 

reservoir., adjacent to th~ Passaic River, in a capacity 

of l;blllion 650 million gallons of water. We hope 

to have that project in service by November or December 

of this year. 

SENATOR CRANE: Sir, may I ask you then, as a 
comment upon the surveys known to have heen made on the 

Raritan River Basin of whatever nature, do you feel they 

compare to the surveys that were made, initially to 

establish a site for your reservoir or did you make 

a much more· intensive investigation and require many 

more facts before you actually just thought of this 

site as feasible? 

MR~'G-RECO: We have studied several sites 
' \ 

throughout the Raritan River-Basin and also the Paisaic · 

River Basin. We have rio municipalities which we 

'furnish that are actually in the Raritan River Basin with 
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exception of Bernardsville which is caught in the 

Passaic River Basin and the Rarftan. It hapf)ens to 

be the divide. 

SENATOR CRANE: Pardon. me, sir. I think you 
/ 

misunders1:.ood my question. What I am trying to establish 

is if you made any surveys to establish this site, just 

the S$lection of it, that were any more comprehensive than 

the T.A.M.S. Report,/and I should typify it as a reworking. 

of it by Whitman, Requardt &Associates. 

MR. GRECO: Are you speaking of these two sites 

under Bills 272 and 273, Senator? 

SENATOR CRANE: 1 am trying to develop this, sir; 

that as a· result of the T.A.M.S. survey and then again 

the thoroughgoing job of research at a later date by 

Whitman, Requardt wi"th respect to the T .A.M. S. Report 

two sites have been recommended. You have evidently 

selected a site and begun construction. Did you before 

you determined on your site, this is apart from the 

engineering /survey which was made when you entered final 

construction., but when yoa selected the site had you 

mad.e any more comprehensive surveys than the T.A.M.S. 

Report or the Water Resources Advisory Committee Report'? 

MR. GRECO: No., we hadn't, but our reservoir 

site was in the planning stage before the T.A.M.S. 
,. 

Report was released. 

SENATOR CRANE: This is not related to the 

T .A.M. S. Report, sir. 1 am just trying to find the 

engiri.eering that ~as used to help you determine upori. 
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the site. rt' was no more developed than the·T.A.M-.S. 

or the Water Resources as a routine measure._ 

MR~ GRECO: Oh, I see. That is correct. About 

the same degr.ee, sir. 

SENATOR CRANE: Thank yo t1. · 

EX SENATOR OYMARA: .Just one question, if I may? 

SENATOR DUMONT: Senator O'Mara. 

EX SENATOR OtMA.RA: Mr{ Greco, did I understand 

that o,f the six or seven water companies with which yo,a · 

are affiliated, none draws any water from the Raritan· 

River except the Bernardsville Company and that·draws some· 

from the Raritan and. some from the Passa ic1 

MR. GRECO: No. At the BernardsvU le, we draw 

all from the Passaic. 

EX SENATOR O'MA.RA.: Oh, all from the Passaic. 

MR. GRECO: Yes. We are· on the· divide there.-. 

EX SENATOR 0 1MA.RA: Pardon? 

MR. GRECO: We are at the divide of the Passaic. 

and the Raritan Watershed. 

EX SENATOR OJ.MA.RA: So then, is it true that 

.none of your companies presently draw any water from 

. the Raritan River? 

MR. GRECO: That is correct, sir. 

EX SENATOR O '-MARA:- That I s all. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. Crooks. 

MR. CROOKS: Following up that same point, you 

stated, I believe, that in a matter .of ten years you 

will be needing an extra, toughly, million gallons 

per day for the Commoil1NealthWater Company. 
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MR. GRECO: · That is co,rreet, slr •. 

MR. CROOK: Are there any of the other.8. or 9 

. '~ompanies that you represent tb.at wil 1 need water from 

the Raritan River in ten years-_? · 
. .. . 

: .MR. GRECO: It may .be possible that we could use-

some of the Raritan River water at Bernarda.Ville w.ithin 

the next ten years. 

MR. CROOK: Some? A million,gallon~? or. any 
~. ·. -~, 

stated amount? 

MR. GRECO: Somewhere in that rieighborbood. 

MR. CROOK: Five years hence? .. · -

.•MR.· GRECO: i would say closer to ten. 

'MR. CROOK: Thank you. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Mr. Johnson., is .this gping to 

be the.question you·askedbefore? 
. .. 

· MR. JOHNSON: Yes., it ~i fl. .. 1 wi 11 add another 

... couple of s·entences. I_ am not quite sure how much ... -

. SENATOR DUMONT: Well., you asked thaf question 

61 Mr. Aean before, not of Mr.·Greco. 

···MR. JOHNSON: Well., can I just read this into 

the record? 1 think it might be worthwh i 1 e. 

SWOR DUMONT: Wel 1, I _t.hink you should do that 
, . . . 

when you testify yourself .rather than now because we 
are trying to limit this to questions at this t.ime. 

MR. JOHNSON: Quite right. 
. . 

' . . . 

SENA.TOR DUMONT:. Any other. q~estions? 

Mr •. Greco; these other companies that you 





repr,esent, aside from Commonwealth, are they all going to 

be in need of additional water supplies in the near 

future? 
~ 

MR. GRECO: Yes, I would say within the next t·en 

years all of them will have. to apply f.or additional 

diversion rights since additional supplies will be required. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Have you any idea how much they 

will need? 

MR. GRECO: . Well r would say over-al 1. t.hat our 

requirements for the companies indicated- - 1 believe I 

left one other out that maybe interested in the Raritan 

River Water and that's the .Monmouth Consolidated Water 

Company located at Long Branch, although it's quite 

some distance away - and I would say with that group of 

companies, after .a ten year period, we may be interested 

in something in the neighborhood of 7 to 10 million 

gallons daily. 

- SENA TOR DU.MONT: That I s al 1 of them combined. 

MR. GRECO: That would be the group, yes. 

SENATOR DUMONT: . .Mr. Crook? 

.MR. CROOK: I h·ave one further quest ion. Are 
. . . 

the companies,with which you are associated, associated 

with the North District Water Supply Commission? 

GRECO: None of them are associated with . 
\ ·~--

the North District Water Supply although at one of the 

coapanles we do purchase from the -- indirectly through 

the North Jersey District Supply . .In other words 9 we 

use some of the Wanaque water at. one of the companies. 
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MR. CROOK: I see. Then there are a number of 

municipalities and waterworks aside from the ones you 

r.epresent. that would be included .in the needs estimated 

by the North Jersey Water Supply? 

MR. GRECO: 
) . 

Well, 1 don't know what the e'stimated 

needs are at the present time for the North Jersey Water 

Supply. 

MR. CROOK: The .District Commission, I was talking 

about. 

MR. GRECO: The North Jersey District? 

MR~ CROOK:· Yes. There are other companies than 

. yours that are customers of this District Commission. 
; 

MR. GRECO: Well, as I understand it, there are 

several purchasers of water from the New Jersey District 

Water Supply. 

MR. CROOK: Thank you.: 

SENATOR DUMONT: I guess that's all. Thanks 

very much; Mr. Greco. 

Do you have'a question? Just a moment, Mr. 

Meredith has a questi6n. 

MR. MEREDITH: Can yotl tell us if your company 

has ever nndertaken to finance., purchase land or begun 

construction., without an on~site.engineering survey 

of the prospects of a reservoir? 

MR. GRECO: I don't think I follow the question. 
. . 

Would you mind repeating that? 
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MR. MEREDITH: Has the Commonwe,lth Company or 

any of the others w.hich you represent or 'are affiliated 

with ever undertaken the purchase of land or ever· 

actually gone into the prellminary financing of a 

reservoir without.actual physical engineering studies? 

MR. GRECO: Yes, .we have. 

MR. MEREDITH:. And-what is the reason for it? 

MR. GRECO: Well, generally we know the over-all 

picture on a reservoir site and we may make preliminary 

studies. Now, I believe that. was your question. We 

do not make exhaustive studies. We may make a study .on 

the geology o{ the ground. in order to det~rmine the 

advisability of this particular' ground retaining water, 

in other words, whether it's imperviable or not. An 

over-all study is necessary as to the ground contours 

and so on but not detail plans. We can go in and 

purchase land before all of the detail plans are made up. 

MR. MEREDITH: Senator, may 1 ask consequent 

upon that? 

SENATOR. DUMONT: Yes • ·.· 

MR. MEREDITH: What type of geologic studies· 

would you recommend be undertaken before you actually 
. . 

start; and secondly., to what degree of accuracy ought 

the contour maps be before you undertake the project? 

MR. GRECO: Well., of course, now you are 

getting into engineering and I don't profess to be· 

an engineer but what we do is take test borings 





throughout the area, spot check the area ~ith test 

borings and have that material examined so we can 

determine whether or not it is suitable for a 

reservoir site, and generally we accept the U.S.G.~. 

topographical maps as being fairly acc-ura.te. We may 

somet Imes go as far as having an aerial survey made.· 

But we feel that the topographical maps are reasonably 

accurate. 

SEN.A.TOR DUMONT: Thank you very much, Mr. Gr.eco. 

l\Tl.R. GRECO: Thank you. 

SEN.ATOR DUMONT: Senator Crane has some material 

to introduce in evidence and I think he wants to make 

an additional report. 

SEN.ATOR CRANE: Senator Dumont, ladies and 

gentlemen: .This is a supplemental report to that which 

I made at the public hearing on June 6th. I identified 

myself then as a Senator in the present Legislature 

and sponsor of Senate Bills 272 and 273. 

During the. days s Ince the first public hear Ing 

on these bills, on .June 6th, 1957, I reviewed the 

testimony presented by both sides and I feel that 

certain additional facts should be presented for the 

sake of clarification. And, if you will remember, in 

my original statement I said that I deliberately tried 

to find other sources,aside from the Water Resources 

Advisory Committee Report, which would tend to' sub-

stantiate the legislq.tion and the reasons for.its 

presentation. 





While opposition appears largely confined to 

"areas most likely to be inundated, and the natural 

sympathy of allied interests, still the fundamental 

criticisms of the Raritan on-river dam project cannot 

be taken lightly or otherwise dismissed without risking 
', 

the condemnation of yet one more proposal to alleviate 

New Jerseyts water.problem. 

Our negative record of the past qttarter of a 

century, which gives little encouragement that our 

known future needs will be met, should inspire each of 

us to determine arid establish the true facts before 

adamant attitudes are adopted. 

On June 6th it was stated by Mr. Herbert W. 

Voorhees, Pres.ident of the New Jersey Farm Bureau, 

that it was apparent that I, the sponsor of this 

legislation, was not sure that the plan forwarded by 

the New Jersey Water Resources Advisory Committee 

was the answer to our water problem for the brief 

statement attached to the bill did not constitute an 

endorsement. Please let me set the record straight. 

I have long been an advocate of on-river dams and 

acquainted with the merit of their application in 

the Raritan Watershed. I am convinced this proposal 

is consistent with recommendations forwarded by 

resportsi~le authorities since 1929. I am further 

convinced that the plan is workable, economically 

sound and strategically important to future developments. 
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I believe it can be implemented with a degree of justice 

to all concerned, those who will be benefited and those 

who will be inevitably displaced. 

Amendments are needed to tailor it to specific 

proportions, of cour:-se, and I have suggested more than 

a few. But I am for the basic concept of these bills. 

Let there be no mistake. 

I would not be truthful if I stated that the 

er it ic isms forwarded in this. forum did not affect me. 

I am greatly concerned by the allegations of special 

interests, fluctuating costs, inadequate engineering, 

precipitated introduction of legislation, among others. 

First of all, as to thtse bills being precipitated, 

I would point ottt to you that these sites and, of course, 

the nature of the Water Resources.Advisory Committee's 

Report has been knowledgeable since a conference with 

the Legislature on January 28th, and subsequent news 

articles on the subject which actually identified the 

Stony Brook and Spruce Run dam sites. 

It is not a new plan. And to further point 

this out I would like to read into the record the 

times that the development of the Raritan has been 

discussed in official New Jersey documents as far 

back as 1929. It is not my purpose, Senator Dumont, 

to state each word in every document but to at least 

point out that the Raritan was discussed, and give 

perhaps a significant paras1raph from • ,I. 1 l, • 
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First of all, Ntm1ber 1: The State Water, 

1 Policy Commission's Special Report No. 1, Water Supply 

···Prohlems o.f the Northern,Metropo1itan District -

ActiV!tles of the Commission.- J111y 1. to December JI, 
· 1929. A significant. pa,ragraph the.rein reads:· 

· "Choice of the next development is thus narrowed down · 

to the nearby watersheds to the west, including the 
, 

. Musconetcong, the north and· south branches of the Raritan, 

and portions of the Rockaway Watershed if deemed 

advisable, which are capable of development to. the extent 

of from 140 million gall.ons a day to 200 million gallons 

a day by any and several methods~ Such a development 

wi 11 meet the increase tfn demand in the district for a 
',S< . 

period of at least 1.5 years after completion. Later, 

developments of the branches of the Delaware, located 

further to the west and nort.h,and of the.Delaware itself 

wi 11 furnish very large supp11es for future. gene:rat ions." 

Number 2: State Water Policy Commission•s· 

Special Report No. J - The South Branch Pr0ject -

November, 1931. ·A thorough study of the Bunnvale Dam 

establishing a reservoir nn the South Branch arid the 

equally.thorough study of the Chimney Rock Reservoir. 

This report forwards in deta n the statistics as to 

turbidity~ color,,oxygen consumed., hardness, bacteria, 

bacteria coli, etc. Qn many of the tributaries hr the 

Raritan Basin, pointing tothe·ctesirability of this 

source for purposes of a potable water supply .• 

And, by the way, two comments gleaned from 
. ' ' 

this report which, by the way, was .the thorough 
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engineering basis for public act ion on the quest ion 

of Bunnvale and Chimney Rock. 

I would 1 Hee to "iay that the Bunnval e Dam would 

· entrap waters in Long Valley ar:td·flood five populated 

centers, according to that report. They. are Califon, . 

Vernoy; JYliddle Valley, Long Valley, and Naughrlght,. 

a:r:td would necessitate inundating 7200 acres of lar:td 

or rather would necessitate acquisition of 7200 acres 

of land. Chimney Rock was discarded as having no 

watershed of consequence, ar:td the fact that it would •. 

inundate Martinsville and War:remvllle, ar:td necessitating 

the adquirements of acreage in excess of 6,660 acres •. 
\ 

Number 3: The State of New Jersey's Stat~ 

. Water Policy Cornmission•s Report on the Development 

of Adequate Water Supplies for North and SouthrJersey -

February 5 of 1945. Under the titl~ Recommendations 

as to a Water Policy, and with regard to ,o/Implementing 

Legislationu. paragraph 2 reads: "That the flood flows 

from the headwaters of the Raritan River, including 

the north and south branches~ and the flood flows from 

the Musconetcong River be set aside and dedicated by 

appropriate legislative action for potable and public 

water supply use to be developed when and as needed.n· 

TJnder another title in this same report.-

"Start of Workn: f1Tl,le flood waters of the north and 

south branches of the Raritan River should be a~located 

now to potable water development to prevent their 





diversion to other use.u 

i submit, sir, that those reportSj in addition 

to T.AJVI.S. and in addition to the Water Resources 

Advisory Committee.Report compiled by Whitman, Requardt 
., . - . 

& Associates, and Leggette, Brashears & Graham who 

also cooperated with T.A.M.So, proved beyond a doubt" 

that this region h~s been surveyed back and forth at 

considerable expenditure of moneys and,of time and that 

therefore this. is not a new plan nor are we precipitated: 

in now considering it. 

As to special interests; I would like to say 
. to 

that I was stunned/t:i~an, .with respect to the 1 ist of 
. . 

those who participated in the Water Resourc:es Advisory 

Committee Report -contained on page 9 of that report -

that they could be considered self-serv'ing. I do not 

believe that /they can be considered. self-serving any 

more than these people of Princeton can be,fighting 

, so hard as they are for. self-preservation .. These·people~ 

on this Committee and who contl"ibuted, to it, real~ize 

the necessity of som.e major activity w_ithin this State 

to . tali;e care of water resources before we grow so· far 

and wide in ,poptiface and in commercial and industrial 

enterprise that we no longer h.ave space for our 

storage fac nit ies or in any way harnessing water .. 

Now,· on this li$'1:; yott can examine it yourself,• 

I would say that t.here are very few who are riparian 

owners and could be benefited by this plan; and even 
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if they are, I am sure they are .behind my proposal· of 

a study to charge ripa~ian owners for any water 

improvements. 

Now,_ one other thing - and I would like to 

polrit out significantly-that the Elizabeth Daily 

Journal which is listed thereon is my newspaper,·which 

I own and operate. We do not consider that we are 

self-serving.. Our participatipn in this plan and 

in this study was in the same manner as our participation 

in all other water studies, ·and we have furnished written 

material for the pt'omotfon of many plans advocated by 

this Legislature. 

Now, we happen to be one of these compani~s 

that do have a water recapturing -device for oµr· c:oo 1 ing 

system, and I believe that we are helping out in our~ 

area to conserve water, but I would like to point out, 

sir, that this is a matter-of drawing water from the 

grottnd. By drawiilg water from the ground we-deplete a 

natural resource. These people who are riparian owners_ 

upon the Raritan banks a:re tlJ.ose who are using flows 

of the river. They take it out and put it back reasonably 

undiminished as to quantity and quality but. they do_not 

lower the flow of the river appreCiably. They restore 

the water that they take.· And it is not the same to 

take surface water runoff and redischarge it;· as lt is 

to take water from the ground, because it takes a. great " 

deal more ti~e to percolate back down into the ground 
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for those who draw from wells. 

Now, again there has been some misconception 

as to the cost. I believe it has been brought out that 

there was a misunderstanding as to the early remarks 

in the Water Resources Advisory Committee Report that 

led to it and that naturallt~people were misled in 

that conclusion. But it is true that the plan as 

proposed by the.engineers costs $14 million, $9 million 

for the acquisition of both Stony Brook and Spruce Run 

and the building of the Spruce Run dam and reservoir, 

and sets aside for later expenditure $5 million for the 

building of Stony Brook under certain reservations as 

to time and consumption of water in the Spruce Run 

Reservoir. 

This cost is based on the T.A.M.S. Report as 

I seeilt. The estimates have been upgraded by engineers 

and seemingly adequate provision and ample reserves 

for contingencies have been set aside to make it 

reasonable to assume that $14 million would be the 

cost if we proceed forthwith with this plan. 

As to the project being self-liquidating, we 

have been challenged on the basis that too few 

consumers would be available in the beginning to make 

it financially feasible and, therefore, we might 

eghaust the list of the four provisions in the bond 

act and actually have to apply a tax in the·State of 

New Jersey. I don't believe, sir.., that in any well 
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reco~ended -plan it has been necessary, -- ln my 
. . . . . . 

knowledge, to thototr.ghly exhaust tll0$e standard: 

provisions in. our bonding act. And I w0uld point_otlt 

to ye>11 that par~graph ll of Senate Bill N'o. 272 allows 

for_ the postponement.•of amortization for ten y,ars and· 

with rsasomable expeetamcy as to the need for water in 

this area 1 li>~l ieve that mamy factors workim-g ·together 

wil 1 prove that it wi 11 not be necessary to go through 
.. . 

the' tour provision$ b•f~r~ equaling the costs and 

offsetting them. 

-• Now thel'e has been mention made that the 
. . . .· . ·.. . .. . . . . . .· .. 

Assembly was. not invited. to sft with us, and l think you, 
. . 

.Sena.tar Dum0nt,. !:f my memory serves me, i11vl ted J)..$semb1yman 

Ga:nt and the Assembly Revisloa and .Am.eadment of Laws 

Committ~e, and only the hectic· ~chediale of the 
. . 

Legl~latu~e in-its Closing days preventid t~eir-

cooperation with us. But, as we have evinced, anyone 
. . . . 

in th.e Legislature is ~elcome to sit. with us and I 

personally have expressed to Assetllhlyman. Stepacoff and 

. Assemblyman Beadlest~n, who have knowledge of water 
' . . 

problems, the desirability that they attend these 

hearings. 

Now as to .engineering being inadequat~, I 
\ . . ' --- . . . .·-

personally feel that the T.A.JllJ.S. Report, ·:Tippe·tts-

Abhett-McCarthy-Stratt,ni,. adequately describes tbe 

two da~ sites. Trying t0·substanti.ate that :beyond-mere 
. ' 

hearsay~ I cal_led upon Mr) Gerald T. McCarthy of 

•Tippetts-Abbett-McC21rthy and Stratton, on Friday; 
. i 





June 7th and the following advice was given me: 

Anyone wishing to check this out could readily check 

with Mr. McCarthy who, as Mr. Stratton the Chief 

of the firm said, was the one who had lived with this 

report. 

No. 1 - The .Ti.A.M.S. Survey established sound 

estimates as to costs and yields of reservoirs to 

which the engifieers of the Water Resources Advisory 

·Commit tee added sufficient consideration to bring the 

report abreast of present circumstance. 

2 After considerable geological inspection 

and reconnaissance by T.A.M.S. engineers there was 

no question as to the Raritan site being adequate in 

every respect, there was no question as to their 

being sufficiently tight and sufficient ~am building 

materials available in each affected area. 

3 - Engineering data on hand from the T . .Ai.M.S. 

and W~ te_r Resources Advisory Commit tee Surveys is 
t\:\\' 
practical as a basis for construction programs. There 

is c6nfidence that ~o geologic faults or other 

negative factor• exist in the area. Further surveys 

would only be practical to the extent that they would 

lead to the actual construction refinement usually 

recommended in the pre-construction survey conducted 

after authorization of the project. 

4 - Stony Brook particularly fits within the 

fr~mework of any plan.to develop the Raritan and 

should be' one of the first built. With respect to the 
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creation of mud flats, four out of five years water 

level would be normal or down only a few feet in 

months of less than average rainfall. One out of ten 

years it would be down ten feet, and one in twenty years 

it might be lowered as much as 80 percent, but in those 

instances the availability of a water supply and the 

maintenance of flow on the stream bed, despite drought 

conditions, would more than offset any local discomfort. 

No. 5 - Spruce Run will produce the best lake 

and one of the best recreational areas in the State. 

No. 6 - Politically, any development of the 

Raritan will incur lakeland resistance because of the 

old superstition and mistaken notion that such use will 

lower the level of the northern lakes of the State. 

No. 7 - In the best judgment of an engineer, 

the dam sites and sources recommended in the Water 

Resources Advisory Committee Report are "about as good 

as you can get". 

No. 8 - And this is more or less with respect 

to policy, sir.-- Round Valley is too big just to 

store Raritan waters., thus going to the Delaware 

becomes a necessity for the most economic stager of 

its development. In view of the cost of mains and 

pumping facilities, it may be that it woulct"'be more 

economical for New Jersey to co-sponsor the Tocks 

Island project with its hugh capacity and forego 

Round Valley which would then become merely a dupli-

cate and unnecessary large scale regulating device, 
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two not be.lng necessary for intra-state meeds and 
>--· . 

purposes. 

Tocks Island is far superior to Wallpack· 

Bend as a dam gite for l t would,,d®v0J;op a rese:rvo i r 
. .. , 

double in size at .but 20 percent additional cost and 

without flooding Port Jervis. 

Such were the advices received from Mr • 

. McCarthy and I would welcome anyon.e to check that 

information for me .. 

1 would 1 ike to po lnt out aga1n tha.t the 

ground water reports in b.oth T .A.M.S. and the Water 

Resources Advisory Committee were supervised by 

Mr. Leggette of Leggette, Brashears and Graham,·and 

yesterday we heard my colleague, Senator Waddington 

of.Salem, refer/to that·organiza:tlon as one of the 

foremost groundwater.engineering firms in the 

country. So 1 believe that.they are a competent 

engineering firm and ·would not recommend to the 

detriment of the public or mlslea.d them. 

Then., too,1 have been so intrigued by 

the developments in the D.elaware that I fail to 

see how we could ignore .them in the development 

of any future policy, and 1 know that the Committee. 

for Sound Water Polley here is. interested in the 

same thing~ And .because we have brought up the 

question of how lomg before we could get water from 

the Delaware, I consulted with the Philadelphia· 
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Distr,ict Office of the United States Army Corps of 

Engineers, Colonel John C.H. Lee and Mr. Russell 

Morgan his civilian Chief 9 and I would like to say 

that these statements are entered as advice received. 

and I would also welcome a check in this direction. 

These were advices received particularly from Mr. 

Russell Morgan with whom I believe you are acquainted, 

Senator Dumont, as the one who perhaps participated in 

that Pennsylvania-N~w Jersey conference we hear about 

so frequently. 

· No. l - At present the Corps of Engineers 

is co,nducting a survey of Delaware Valley v.rater 

resources and the Tocks Island Dam is merely the 

subject of one preliminary report. Its consideration 

is not yet that of an "authorized project" and 

sufficiemt data has not yet been developed to 

recommend it as such to the federal government for 

construction grant~ and aids. 

2. - A final report as to engineering and 

economic aspects of Tocks Is 1 and wi 11 not be, ready 

much in advance of 1959. 

J. - This survey is being conducted al a 

matter of determining future water sources and 

requ_irements in the New York-New Jersey-Pennsylvania 

and Delaware area for the next hundred years. It 

will eventually include evaluation of the Delaware-

Raritan-Hudson and other feasible river water basins. 
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4. - State Senator Yosko of Pennsylvania 

has a copy of the englneerns preliminary :report. 

Mr. Morgan believes Senator Dumont of New Jersey has 

knowledge of this report which forwards the premise 

that a dam can be built at Tocks Island creating a 

reservoir double the size of that predicted for 

Wall pack Bemd at the 20 pe :rcent increase, in cost. 

A rough independent engineering estimate confirms 

these findiftg~ and further points out that a better 

degree of control of river water could be achieved 

at this lower site. 

As yot1 know, Tocks Island is lower than Wallpack. 

· No. 5 = New Jersey and Pennsylvania will have 

to change existing legislation to shift the site from 

Wallpack Bend to Tocks Islanda 

No. 6 = According to U. So Army engineering 

standards, an adequate survey for dam and reservoir 

purposes should Include the obtaining of geologic 

data as tb bas(in construct ion, hyd:ro logic data 

as to both sttrface and ground water resources, 

engineering estimates of dam building materials 

available in the vicinity, estimates as to cost, 

as well as a survey of potential water needs of the 

area. The T.JLM.S. Report submitted to the New Jersey 

Legislative Comi."1littee particu.larly is considered 

excellent by every otandard. 





7. - For federal participation and approval 

authorized projects must have .wide Justification. 

If the needs for potable water supply in am area 
, , 

appear·great, such participation is usually.recom-

mended to :federal authoriti.es~ If a reservoir appears 

to have multiple purposes to include recreation, 
( . . . . . 

improvements to navigation,, protection against further 

salt water intl"'tlsion., maintenance of. flow and flood 

control, then it is possible that the federal government 

might make a s.ubstantia1 contribution. However, the 

engineers at this time have. no breakdown of costs 

.o"r benefits on which to base any recommendation and 

it is doubted i:f they wi 11 have much before 19.59. 

8. - The Federal Iniarstate Coordinating 

Committee made up of-representatives of interested 

-federal agencies, states and metropolitan districts, 

must further sift the data before final recommendations -

a:re made. 

9. - At the most, federal government partici-

pation would be 1 imi ted_ Jn yearly appropr la t,i ons 

to ten million dollars or less., as conditions dic_tate. 

10. - Engineering advice and consttltation 

would establish thatconstr11.Ctionwot1ld be completed 

six to seven years after· inception and since adequate 

st1rveys for, construction purposes will n0t be avaH-

able for t·wo and a half more years, water from this 

source on the Delaware should not be scheduled in 
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any program short of 1966,or 1967. 

Now, sit;-, I would like to comment on the need 

for water. I am not trying to be a prophet of doom 

but 1 fear th•t this year will be 1953 all over again. 

It has been po inte,d out - I was happy to hear somebody , 

else bring it up, because we heard it yesterday from 

Senator Waddington - that we are averaging now 5 inches 

behind our average pFecipitation in this State. Thisc' 

morning~meteorological reports predict dire happenings 

if conditions persist for another ten days. 

Elizabethtown and the Plainfield-Union Water 

Company had peak periods of use on Monday, June ·10th, 

which was not a hot day but already their present 

allocations are beginning to be taxed. 

Then, too, ·you only have to look at the local 

press and you.will notice headlines "Water Emergencies 

Declared in Countyff nThree East Brunswick Areas 

Reported Dry." and they.talk of instituting various 

restrictions such as lawn watering, car washing, and 

we are goiag through that period all over again. 

I submit, sir, that as a matter of policy we 

can't wait the ten years for Delaware nor another 

period of years for Round Valley" 1 believe that the 

Raritan on-river dam program represents the first 

step of a sensible policy, a stop-gap provision if 

nothing else, and 0it wlll give us ti+ne to decide on 
-other projects that will be greater, perhaps of 
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greater use to us, and I think that sin.ce they cost 

so much that they a:re not the type that should be 

decided in one year o:r two years. 

Last week! pointed out that there was no lack 

of water but where population and industrial concen-. 

tration exceeded local supply as well as the 

. average per acr.e water resources, it· forced us to 

turn elsewhere.· This, as I also pointed out, leads 

to the aggravation of those who wi 11 be inunda. ted and 

di5placed, with. its frightful political conseqttence. 
. . . 

. . .. 
No>oner .blames or criticizes the opponents for their 

opposition, but repetition of their c 1 aims has .twic:~ 

led the people of New Jersey to reject engineering 

:surveys. With natt1ral sympathy we turn ot1r backs on 

expert advice. Yet we have arrived at.a point where 

we dare not falter. We mus,t recognize that with 

cont intted growth and expansion of the populace· and 

commercial and industrial enterprise, ottr demand 

for water will force us to be realistic. an.d; whi!.e 

searching more dil !gently for the truth., place the 

proponents and the opponents in their proper perspec.,. 

t ive. , When that is done~ I am sur~ this plan will 

receive the recognltion it deserves. Consider it in 

this light: This, a referendwnqt1estion, is an 

opportunity for the people to comment upon a plan 

that has been suggested., propo~ded and proposed 
' ' 

since 1929. They are told by.•/some experts that so 
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much could be reasonably expected for a certain 

expenditure. More than $167,000 has been expended 

in engineering studies. More will be expended If 

the people express themselves favorably. to assure that·. 

the facts forwarded by these experts are.true before 

any construction Hr::a.uthorl~ed,l:,!This is a routine 

protest with ample precedent. It is in.conceivable 

that it could operate to the detriment of the majority 

or proceed retklessly in the tace of future findings 

recommending against the. establishment of the. dams 

and reservoirs. In this the.re is ample guarantee 

against haste and-waste. 

Now, Senator Dumont, I reluctantly appeal 

to your compassion. I do not desire to postpone 

the day of reckoning because r know that I must 

justlfy all these facts that I have sttbniitted for 

the record and I have told you that I will be present 

to answer any questions. But, as you know, sir, 

.both of us were here until 2:10 this morning and 

we wep} to bed a gr~at deal later than our good 
·,:., 

frie~d, Senator O'Mar~ -

EX SENA.TOR O'MARA: I How do you know? 

SENATOR CRANE: I'm guessing, sir, as 

usual. and because I do not feel that I could do 

this plan justice and not to do it justice would be 

a disservice to those people whom I am att~mpting to 

serve, I would request that both you and Senator 
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O'Mara grant me the privilege of responding at a 

later moment. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, Senator, I think that 

is a perfectly reasonable request, patticularly in 

view of the fact that there are at least three 

witnesses for the opposition that we have to get on 

today, one of whom has made a newspaper statement and 

I don v t want him or the newspapers not to be kept 

in the clear . 

SENATOR CRANE: I understand this problem, 

sir. 

SENATOR DUIVIONT: Fine. Now, aside from that 

there are just one or two things that you mentioned 

that I wanted to elaborate on a moment here. 

I appreciated your mentioning the fact that 

the Assembly Committee was invited and saw fit not 

to participate in these hearings. That is right. 

As a matter of fact, on page 1 of the opening day's 

testimony it was practically the first remark I made 

here to the ef[ect that l had talked to Assemblyman 

Charles Gant of Cumberland County, who is Chairman 

of the Assembly Committee on Revision and 

Amendment of Laws, the counterpart of this Committee, 

and he checked with his Committee Members and then 

c~me back and reported that inasmuch as these bills 

were in the Senate Committee and, therefore, within 

the jurisdiction of the Senate,they believed they 
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would let the Senate Committee conduct the hearings. 

But they were properly invited and, of course, the 

invitation goes _to any member of the· Senate or · 

,Assembly, regardless of whether they are on.this 

Committee or the Assembly counterpart of this 

Committee, or any other committee. 

In addition to that', i one or two things: that 

you mentioned there as the result of your research -

Senator Jos~ph.Yosko represents the District in 

Pennsylvania which is right directly across the 

Delaware River from where I live. I.have had many 

opportunities to work closely with him, not only :in 

water matters but also in .bridge problems and in other 

problems concerning the·Delaware River as it exists 

between the two states. 

I talked to him only last Sunday about thill! 

bi 11 which he and other Senators a.re sponsoring ·which 

has now passed, I think, the Pennsylvania Senate and 

which is await.in§ action· in their House of 

Rep~esentatives. There are copies of that bill 

available around here, although not too many of them. 

The bill., a•s I understand it, provides an alternative 

to Wallpack Bend and provides that a dam may be 

constructed 'on the Delaware Riv~r at either Wallpack 

Bend, or Tocks Island. I think probably it leaves 
... 

in the same things that the United States Supreme 

Court Decree of 1954 provided., to ;wit: that 

Pennsylvania would -nave. the sole aut;h,orfty to 
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determine when,within the 50 years after the 

legislation was originally passed~the dam would be, 
• • :, ,J " ' • ' 

, ,' 

constructed.,.. and that legislation specified, as 

does ours, Wallpack Bend only. Our legislation is 

Chapter 443, I think, of the Laws of 1953. 
If this bil 1 passes in Pennsylvania and is 

signed into law, it would require concurring action 

on the part of New Jersey to set up an alternative 

situation ori the Delaware rather than just specify 

Wallpack Bend. 

Senator Yosko also ,is Chairman of the 

Pennsylvania Legislative Committee, which we like to 

think we helped get them to create in ·1955, after 

we made our visit to Harrisburg in March of that year. 

That legislation that we have and Pennsylvania 

has:also; of cour;e, repeals the old bi-state compact 

of f783 which said th_ere could be no dam constructed 

across the Del.aware River, and by repealing that, 

of course, it permits a dam to be constructed. 

The Assembly here yesterday, I think, passed 

a concurrent resolution which now comes to the 

Senate for action; requesting the Water Commission 

that was created under a resolution I sponsored in 

1955, and which has been reconstituted every year_ 

since then., -- :requesting that Commission to contact 

the Pennsylvania Legislative Commission, under Senator 

Yosko, for the purpose of investigating-fully jast 
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-what this proposed bill, or the actual bill that is 

now passing the Pennsylvania Legisl~ture,would 

accompl isn. And l imagine 011r Commission, which is 

headed by Senator1Lance of Hunterdon County, will 

probably do that Jn the near future. 
• , - r'. 

Now, thank you very much, Senator Crane. ls 

there any 0th.er witness now that the propor:i.ents wish 

to put en at this time7 This doesn't bar you from 

ptttting on witnesses lat.er on or from rebutting, of 

course, .whatever testimony· is presented in the next 
' ' 

day or two days, whichever it may be, by the opponents 

of this plan. 

Asl Ul'lderstand it.now, we are ready to 

preceed with the case of the.opposition. ls that 

right, Mr. Smi th1 

MR. SMITH: Yes, sir. 
" SENATOR DUMONT: Well then .the first witness 

1 would like to call for the oppositlon·is Mr. 

Anthony M. f;auck, Jr., :who represents the Tdwn of 
. . . . 

Clinton, the Township of Union, - they are both in 
. ' . . 

Hunterdon County - a Member of the Planning Board 

and the Board of Education of Union Township, and 

he is a former Assemblyman:fromHunterdon County. 

Mr. Ha11ck. 





ANTHONY M. HAUCK, JR.: Thank you, Senator. 

S¢nator.Dttmont, Senator Crane, ladies and 

gentlemen: I think at the outse.t Senator Crane should 

certainly be congratulated for the wonderful presentment 

he is making of a .b 11,1 that he is sponsoring. I 

don.•t recall anytime whiile · I was in the Legislature . ,, 
that any Member of the Assembly took such a great 

interest in trying to get both sides of a very 

controversial argument. 

As\was said, I· am representing the Town of 

Climton,_. whose borderline is about a thousand feet 
., 

from the s.Jte of the Spruce Run Dam; the Township of 

Union, in which .the entire acreage of 2,000 acres 

will be taken; the Union Township Board of Education 

and the Union Township Planning Board. 

We realize that the majority of the people -

should be satisfied over the minority when the needs 

of the great.er nwnber of people are a necessity. 

We know and believe that there is a"great demand for 

water and water sources in the State of New Jersey, 

ahd that this will increase with the increase in 
. 1' 

population and the increa.se of industry~ However, 

we are deathly opposed to the two bills in their 

present form. I suppose one of the greatest reasons, 

a.1 though this might seem l Ike sentiment or perhaps 

selfishness, is tnat people who have built their 

homes, purchased their homes and farms, raised their 
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families and lived most of their lives in these homes, 

hate to have their roots and ties pulled up and be 

forced to go out and look for a substitute which is 

never the same. 

Several other speak~rs from Hunterdon County 

have mentloned the fact that the State of New Jersey 

has appropriated or taken during the past years a 

great part of Hunterdon County. I would like at this 

time to read into the record an article written by 

our Senator, Honorable Wesley L. Lance, which was 

printed recently in the Hunterdon County Democrat: 

0 Land owned by the State of New Jersey pays 

no local real estate taxes. This means that Clinton 

Township's Tax Collector, Cora Mae Coss, does not 

receive one cent of tax from the State on the 747 

acres of land which comprise the Boys Reformatory 

at Annandale, likewise no tax is paid on either the 

building or the personal property owned by the State 

at this institution. Clinton Township Collector is 

actually a collecting egency for four different units 

oL government - one, the municipality, technically 

known as the Township of Clinton; two, the Clinton 

Township Board of Education; three., theNor~h 

Hunterdon Regional Hi'gh School District to the 

extent of Clinton Township's share of its bill; 

and four, the County of Hunterdon for Clinton 

Township 1 s proportion of its burden of the cost of 

County government. 
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ff()bviously,·the State pays no tax on the 

Annandale Reformatory land and bullding-s to any 

of these four units of government. This exemption 
. . 

is the statute layv of New Jersey.and lt has been 

that way from the very beg inning.· How much exempt 

tax land does the State own in Hunterdon? Before 

you read along, make your own guess as to the total 

acreag.e and see how ,close you can come home. I am 

familiar with 8 iacillties - first, there 1 ~ri~210 

acres at the Highfields Treatment Center in East 

Amwell Township on the Mercer line. Male juveni,le 

offenders between 16 and 18 years of age are housed.· 

there. It is the former Lindbergh Estate where the 

kidnapping occurred. 

1'Second, there .aiti3· 550 acres at the Sanatorium · 

for Chest Diseases mear Glen Gardner in Lebanon·· .. 

Township, which treats ]Patients with tuberculosis and. 

allied diseases~ 

"Third., the State owns 430 acres at Voorhees 

State Park between High Bridge and Califon. Pfost of 

the park is in Lebanon Township with some of it 

d~ibbling over into High Bridge Borough and Clinton 

Township. 

"Four th, the Kenneth Lockwood Gorge, which 

funnels the South Branch of the Raritan frorn Hoffmans 

to High Bridge. It con ta ins 109 acres of State-owned 

])roperty. The State pu.rchased this facility in the 

Township of Lebanon and Clinton primarily Tor the use 





of trout fishermen. n This says: "That well-known 

hole in the ground, which:: so.me have designated as 

the Round Valley Reservoir. The State is still buying 

land there. Clinton Township alone will have the 
ca •, 

distinction of losing some 31 800 acres from its tax 

role for this one • 

. '!Six, let's move over to the neighbor,ing 

municipality~ There we find the public shooting grounds 

under the supervision of the State Fish and Game 

Department. Its 910 acres are mostly within Union 

Township with some in Bethlehem Township. 

'"Seven, still in Union Township is the 

Reformatory for Women; Just outside o.f Cl intern. 

There are 344 acres here. · My box score now shows 

6,353 acres of tax free State property. Now add 

the 7lp7. acres of the Boys Reformatory, which I. 

first discussed, and the answer seems to be a total 

7,100 acres for the eight facilities. 

"I am not considering land used and to be 

used for State highways including a relocated Route 

22 as a freeway, for example., in this article. Such 

land also leaves the tax ro~es of the" municipality .. 

And now they tell us that we in Hunterdon should_ sit 

down and sing "'For We 0·Arel]'J61'J-y::Good. Fell·ows' 

~verytime anybody mentions the word reservoir,:a.nd 

that we should feel honored to fork over a couple of 

thousand additibnal acres for another free-loader, 
\ 

this one to be designated as the Spruce Run Reservoir~ 
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·Do you perchance remember from your 7th 

grade arithmetic tables how many acres make a 

square mile? No figures have been given us at the 

present time as to the amount of acreage or what 

homes and farms are to be taken or the amount of 

assessed ratables we will lose. because the plan at 

this time is so indefinite. We have been told that 

approximately 2,000 acres will be t_aken from Union 

Township. This 2,000 acres contains one of the largest, 

finest and well-known farms in the east o-wned .by 

Lloyd Wesqott who raises purebred Guernsey cows 9 and 

many other farms and homes. Union Township is 

strictly a rural township, no ind1:1stries, and is a 

faat( growing residential town~bip o Peop.1 e from Union, 
. . . 

Hudson, Essex, Passaic and from the New York area are 

moving out there and are either commuting or making 

other typetm of permanent h.om.eso The Township and the 

Union +ownaship Board of Education are obligated for 
) 

two large _boad issues for t1chool pu.rposes, one in the 
' 

amow:it of $65,000 and the other in the amouat of 

'$190.,000. 

'We oppose the present form of the bill beca~se 

it ahows only a partial return of taxes. We feel that 

the State of New Jersey is going into the water 

busi_ness., and they are doimg that primarily to help 

large industries and large water companies. in other 

sections of ·tne··'-S,t:ate:. __ ; · 1.t is 1a..lso·:·ou.r::,fe_elJ-ng.:..~ 

that a provision should be inserted in the bill 
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charging the purchase-r of the wa te.r out of _t·he ___ -__ · 

money·s collected by .-the State of .New Jersey~ t~at . 
. ·.. : ' - . . .. · ., . 

is,, a certain percemtagesh0uld.be paid' tolhe 

Tewnshipamd tlae more ~ter sold the mor~ money_ 
. . .• 

. paid into the Township. -•---

. I was duinbfoumded when I heard'thi~ mor~lag 
. . . . 

from Mr. Shanklin that the St.ate of New;Jersey or, 

the ,water Polley Commi·~siofl, had no. record of ,tije amo11-n:t 
,. . . . . . . .. . . ' ., . 

of water taken out of the ma.la rivers ef "tme Stat·e of . 
. . . .. · . .. . 

New Jersey by ·large industrial ~onipanies from riparfan -. . ,, - . ' .. 

rights. I woufd-·suggesttha~ the Legislature hmned ... 

. lately pass ~pprof>riat~ leglslatlOJ;!l gi'Vfng th~ 

-- -_ authority arid right to 'the State Water Polley Cotnmiss-ion 

to meter such water users, showing how much w11te~ ·is 
takea out of the rivers and how much wa1ter is gc>'~ng 

into the rivers, so at lea~t the public _knows where 
. _) 

the water is go.ing to. ; 
. ' . . ... 

I would al.so: su.gge;t. that it be rec:Qmmended to 

the Attormey Genera_l's office that some of thei_r 
' . . . -

- staff cheek over the said ripariam rights tcf see-• if 
. -· 

these users actually ha.vi! riparian rightf&,·and to 
see whether or net there is some way of limiting tbe 

amoun-tof water that can betaken.ottt of the rivet 
. ' . . . . , 

and used by a riparian l"lght holder even t;_ho1L1g.h. the 

water is supposed to go ba.ek into the river., -- And --

-al so to continue with the suggest ion illade t:o see 
. . . . . . 

wllethtn· · or not those .people cannot -be- charged. som~: 
j: . . . 





money because of the fact that by using these 

reservoirs the flow of the water will be increased. 

Although we believi in recreation, we feel 

that the reservoir cannot be appropriately used for 

recreational purposes mainly because of the fact that at 

dry times the surface of the reservoir would be greatly 

lowered and the banks would be lined with mud flats. 

It_ has been admitted that ,even though it may 

only he once ia 30 or 40 years., the reser.vo i r may a !most 

be empty .. In that event, if the reservoir is to be used 

for boating, where would the boats be? tf.ed to a floating 

dock or in the middle of a pond? How would the people 

get out in the wa ter7 This may seem silly. 

We have been informed this year that .the Fish 

and Game Commission has inaugurated a policy whereby 

the Mulhocoway Creek, which is part of the Spruce Run 

System, will not be stocked with trout·any year after 

June 1st because of the annual drought in that section. 

If this becomes a recreational area, who wi'll use it? 

All the people from the State of New Jersey? Ju$t the 

County of. Hunterdon? Just the people from the northern 
--

sect idn of the State? What will happen to the rights of 

the owners surrounding the lake? Will they have the right· 

. to use the lake? Will they bi protected from an influx 

by the general pub-lie? Who will police the recreational 

facilities? Where wi11 · the money come from to police 

the recreational facilities? 
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We are against this plan because we feel that 

the reservoir in drought times will be a nuisance and a 

health menate because of the fact that due to the surface 

being lowered the lake will probably be a great bre~der 

of mosquitoes. 

We are opposed to the plan because it will 

mean a realignment of roads. We have been told here that 

these roads will be raised. And I would like, when I 

get through, to ask Mr. Ritter, again, a question art 

the roads of the Spruce Run Reservoir. 

, If you will turn to page 16 you will note that 

the main highway goimg through the proposed Spruce Run 

Reservoir ls Route, I believe, 513. It fa a macadam 

road. It is owned and operated by the Township of Union 

and by the Town of Clinton. And you wil 1 note at the 

extreme southern end of the proposed lake that a dyke ls 

to be built. We wonder how the present end of the road, 

not being inundated, can connect up over a dyke= and 

I understand from good authority that this would mean 

an incline of from 6 to 80 feet and then said road would 

continue either raised up on concrete pillars or on 

some kind of a raJ,sed bank through the reservoir. 

Who ls going to pay for the realignment of the 

road? There will be increased maintenance because of 

increasid use, because of the great drawing-cards of 

recreational facilitieso Shouldnrrt the Township be 

paid for the· extra expense .of- maintaining these roads 





if they are to be used by sight-seers and people who 

want to take part in the recreation? 

We also believe that a provision should be put 

in the act that the' local municipalities surrounding the 

reservoir should have the right to purchase water wf.th the 

usual approval of the Waler Policy Commission. 

Now:; while we are on re$ervo:!.rs:. what has 

happened to Round Valley? I wish you people could go up 

and look at it. We were megotiating with the landowners 

within the past few months,and I might say that Sal 

Bontempo did an excellent job for. the Departmentj and they 

told the people they had to be out by the first of August. 

Now we understand that Round Valley 1,,mnut ,be used for ten 

years. What will happen? I suppose Hunterd;n County 

will have a glorified hunting preserve. We suggest that 

the Legislature immediately pass appropriate legislation 

to allow water from the Raritan River to be taken from 

Hamden and put in a finished Round Valley Reservoir. 

We understand from the testimony here that the 

Pennsylvania Legislature has recently enacted legislation 

somewhat similar to the New Jersey legislation pas_sed in 

1943 whereby the Delaware River water might now possibly 

be used either in Wallpack or Tocks Island. We believe 

that this plan should be started immediately so that we 

wonrrt have another -Hunterdon County reservoir a little 

bit higher up five or six years from now. 





And what about the Chimney Roek plan? Is it 

possible that the Chimney Rock plan, that many pe:ople said 

was the plan because it was nearest to the Delaware Canal 

and nearest to the Raritan River, can still be used? 

Would the public, if it was properly presented to them,. 

come .back and accept the Chimney Rock plan or should 

we say would they rather accept the Spruce Run and Stony 

Brook with opposition m and I would again vote on the 

Chimney Rock plan? 

We are very serious about the fact that in 

part of this land of the Spruce Run territory there are 

large areas of lime stone deposits an.d sink holes, and 

we feel if the State of New Jersey does not want to spend 

additional sums for e:m.gineering, for a complete engineering 

~urvey, which we say should be done, they should at least 

check up on this phase of it. 

We feel that the Smith Report should not be 

taken as it is now and it is .of such great importance 

that the State should first spend sufficient money to make 

a thorough engineering survey of all points so that the 

De:partment 9 th~ State of New Jersey, and the people 

would know whether or not these reservoirs are practical, 

whether or not the cost will be X million dollars or 

five times X million dollars. And, as I ~aid before, 

when a man buys a house he checks first on how much the 

taxes are, how much the oil bi 11 of the former owner was~ 

how mttch the insurance is, where the schools are, whether 





the house needs painting, and many,!)many items. Should 
. .. 

the State of New Jersey take this report based on 

engineering reports that are not completely thorough? 

I believe Commissioner McLean said that more engineering 

surveys should be made. One of the last few speakers 

said, I think Mr. Greco, that certain borings would be 

made by his company, that the geological formation should 

·be studied. Do we know how far the T.A.M.S. engineers 

in Mr. McCa:rthy 8 s. firm have gone in determining specifically 
two 

whether or not these/sites.are really acceptable to the 

State of New Jersey? 

We feel that the State needs a1 water supply 9 
.\ 

and the water supply should be found quickly., but we feel 

that a thorough investigation should be made first, that 

proper remuneration should be given to the' municipalities, 

and that the riparian owners should be made to join in 

with the expense. 

I have a letter here that I would like to 

read from Mr. Heatherington. Mr. Heatherington spoke the 

last few minutes of the last day and he tells me that 

he made an error and he wanted to correct it. 

rrDear Mr. Hauck: As you know, I expected t.o 
speak following you yesterday, and that you would have 
the facts and figures to give. My only purpose in 
speaking was to point.out that in my opinion the State of 
New Jersey was going to venture into an entirely new 
field and one in which they·expected to make a yearly 
profit of $700,000. Senator Dumont was able to let me 
speak just before the c,lose of the day's hearing. When 
I spoke I misquoted some figures and I would. like you to 
see that they are corrected. The acreage of Union 
Township is 17,270 acres and the proposed Spruce Run 
Reservoir will take out about 11 percent of the Township 
area o However,. we fee 1 th.at regard less of the amount of 





land taken by the State, whether it be one acre or many-" 
that part of the income derived due to, the use of this 
land should revert to the municipality in which the land 
is located. 

"The: proposed plan calls for rec~eation areas 
about the reservoir. This will mean an influx of 
recreation seekers and consequently heavier use of our 
local roads and in all probability more policing. Some 
payment to be based on ratables as of now doesnut take 
into account further inflation. If the land and property 
values of 20 years ago were in effect today :we would be 
woefully short of our present :need for funds. 

fiWho of us can te 11 where pr ices wi 11 go in the 
next 20 years? Any agreement made on today 0 s ratables 
could be vastly inadeq~ate in just a few years, while all 
during these same future years the municipalities below 
the dam site will be growing in size and value due to the 
use of water caught and stored in our municipality. 

"The additional water will invite new con= 
struction, both industrial and residential on their 
undeveloped land while we will have $Urrendered any 
possibility of future income from our 2,000 acres and 
they will receive the benefits of any trend toward 
increases in property values while the value of our land 
taken will remain the same. 

"We feel we should r.eceive a compensation 
for the present value and also some share of these 
profits to defray the costs that would arise due to the 
reservoir. Most certainly, if the State intends 
to make a profit, we should be entitled to enough of 
the share of these profits to keep us whole. This 
business of taking land from rural counties cannot go 
on indefinitely. We too have prob:lems and the day has 
arrived when the State must consider the fact that the 
citizens of the municipalities relieved must reciprocate 
on the aid and thus help those from whom they receive 
this aid. Not only will the State show a profit oa this 
water but so too will the various water companies that 
purchase the water for resale to their customers. It 
probably w6uld not cost the average consume~ but a few 
cents a year to adequately compensate all the 
municipalities that would suffer any loss. 

Yours truly, John W. Heatherington 1 Member 
of the Un~on Township Committee." 

Thank you, gentlemen. 





· SENATOR DUMONT~ Thank you, Mr. Hauck., 

Any questions of Mr. Hauck? Senator Crane. 

SENATOR CRANE: Mr. Hauck, I am probably 

over-simplifying this but I would simply like to ask yo• 

this quest1on: Which is of more concern to you in a 

period of drought, lack of water or lack of 

recreational facilities? 

MR. HAUCK: Well, I think, naturally, Senator 

Crane, up in a rural territory it would be lack of 

water .. The need for recreational facilities in a 

rural county is not as great as in a town or city in 

a large county. We have our swimming holes, farm landj 

rural territory, beautiful territory - you ought to come 

up some time. 

SENATOR CRANE: Sir, I have been through and 

I love that part of the State. 

·. I would 1 ike to ask you this then~ We have 

heard from testimony that we could say is expert 

testimony because I believe they were engineers, those 
I 

who reported to us, that at certain times the 

reservoirs would be low, and they pointed out that in 

four out of five years they would be normal, once in 

every ten years they wo~ld be down perhaps ten feet, 

and once in 20 years they would be down as mu.ch as 80 

percent. Now, isngt it reasonable to presume, sir, 

that when a reservoir is down 80 percent it must be 

a drought period? 





MR. HAUCK: Definitely. 

SE~TOR CRANE: Well then, donut you believe 

that even thoagh we have only 20 percent l~ft that this 

is exactl;>7 what that installation is there for?' 

MR. HAUCK: I agree with you, Sena tor, but I 

think' if you can get Round Valley going, and I think you 

can get it going soon ·if you can take Raritan River water, 

might answer the problem rather than building the Spruce 

Run and Stony Brook. 

SENA.TOR CRANE: Sir, what I am thinking of as 

I sit here these days and attempt to formulate with :y;ou 

a sound water policy "'."' I submit that there h, rather 

an ample enticement to go to the Delaware and that if we 

use the Round Valley to store Raritan Water, actually 

we are taking water from the same source that we now seem 

opposed to but we need something to tide us over until 

we go to the Delaware. Now, we could develop Round 

Valley but it will cost considerably more than the small 

dam project and, as I bad conceived it, these small dam 

projects would be a stop-gap measure. Now, in that case 5 

if we did not develop Round Valley, the Round Valley 

land would come back into taxable preserve, would it not? 

MR. HAUCK: You mean, Senator, that you would 

resell those homes back to all those people who found 

new homes. I don 8 t think you mean that. 

SENATOR CRANE: I am just saying 5 sir, that 

it might prove impractica½ in view of the advantages of 
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the Delaware, not to develop Round Valley. I am being 

just hypothetical, theoretical, but we are talking of 

opposition to a Raritan Program, the placement of it, 

and we have been told many of the advantages of the 

Delaware which is ten years away. So is a long=term 

Round Valley development. Itappears from testimony 

today that we need more or less immediate water 9 some= 

thing within the relative terms of three to four years. 

J.VIR. HAUCK~ Well, Senator 11 you have Round 

Valley bought. Why couldnvt you put the water in Round 

Valley now from the Raritan, particularly during flood 

periods, Just as you were going to do in Spruce Run 

and Stony Brook? Let it come back in the Raritan, as 

you plan to do with the other reservoirs9 and you would 

still have Round Valley Reservoir to bring in Delaware 

River water, and tap it from the Frenchtown area, as 

planned, after the situation is worked out between the 

various states with approval of the United States Army 

Engineers. Why canvt that be done. 

SENATOR CRA.NEg I was th.in.king in terms of 

cost, sir,. Round Valley is $60 millfon, roughly. 

MR. HAUCK:; Well, you a:re going to save the 

cost of the two 9 Stony Brook and Spruce Run, and you 
-

are going to have Round Valley built , and we are 

assured that Round Valley will be used, eventually,, and 

wi 11 be needed. 

SENA.TOR CRAl'J'Eg Possibly in total over=all 

development. We will either have to go to the Delaware 





or Round Valley. But we couldnRt afford both at the 

same time. 

Thatis all I have, Senator. 

SENATOR DUMONT~ Mro Hauck, let me make sure 

that I understand something. Now, in your recommendations 

your plan Is that legislation should be changed so as to 

take out the restriction of confining only or impounding 

only Delaware River water in Round Valley, and changing 

tha.t so that water out of the South Branch from Hamden 

would come into Round Valley and then Round Valley would 

be developed in the first stage and then we would go to 

the Delaware River in due time. 

MR. HAUCRi That 0 s correct. 

SENATOR DlJIV!ONTg And that would be a sub:st i t-ute 

for this particular plan of the Citizens Water Resources 

Advisory Comm! t tee. 1 s that correct? 

MR. HAUCKi Yes. Because, Senator, you would 

then be getting just a little below the Spruce Run 

water and the Mulhocoway Creek water. It would be coming= 

a few miles below the Spruce Run site it would be leaving 

Hamden, which is a good spot to take it from, and pipe 

it not too long a distance over into Round Valley, 

SENATOR DUMONTg Now, is this a. proposal th'at 

you are making as an individual or does this generally 

have sentiment behind it in your county? 

MR. HA.UCKi Well I have heard Senator Lance 

and Assemblyman Bowkley suggest and question why this 





couldn't be'done to some of the officials who were. 

present at a meeting we had in Clinton Township when 

the Spruce Run Reservoir was presented to the 

taxpayers. 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: How do you feel a.bout the 

suggestion that I understand Senator Lance made at that 

mee_t ing too., regarding the use of the Ken Lockwood 

Gorge instead of Spruce Run. 

MR. HAUCK: Well now, there's another thing. 

Mr. Shanklin said that one of the reasons that was 

turned down was because it had a ,lot of opposition from 

the sportsmen._. Now one of the reasons Spruce Run is 

being built ls becaus~ it will be recreational, for 

fishing and boating. So, if they use the Gorge, they 

could certainly have fishing. It wonttt be fly-trout 
I 

fishing with boots ort in a stream, but it will be 

fishing from boats instead. I think thit the Gorge 

Plan is a good plan, pa~ticularly the plan that.Rro 

Heitzman,from our Townshi~ recommended, that the dam 

be built righL below Lake Solitude which recently 

was sold by_ Taylor Wharton, a private citizen, and by 

doing that it may not - and again, of course, this is 

engineering - necessarily have to run up and take in 

all of Long Valley, Califon, Middle Valley and the 

other towns that were mentioned here today. But it 

would still give ·additional supply which could go i,nto 

Round Valley by gravity. 
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SENATOR DUMONT: And that would be instead 

of constructing the dam.as I think Mr. Shahklin suggested 

at the -- I guess it would be at the northeast end of the 

gorge, wouldn't it, rather than the 

MR. HAUCE.: No. I think he meant at the 

southeast end of the gorge but that would be above Lake 

Solitude. 

SENATOR DUMONT: I see. You said you had a 

question you wanted to ask of Mr. Ritter too, dldn~t you? 

MR. HAUCK: Yes. If Mr. Ritter would turn to 

page 16 on the Spruce Run Reservoir, I know that Mr. 

Ritter 1 s firm did not do extensive engineering, an 

engineering survey, and if he will look at the dykes, the 

right-hand dyke looking at the picture - Mr. Ritter, can 

you tell me the difference in the h~ight of the 

reallocated road above the dyke and the altitude or the 

height of the road below tht dyke:after the road was 

reallocated? 

MR. RITTER: There were no detailed surveys 

made and profiles of the proposed road. If that road 

is carried through across the reservoir it would be 

carried through approximately five or ten feet above 

water level, sit. 

MR. HAUCK: W ~·11, do you know how ta 11 the 

dyke is to he there7 

MR. RITTER~ Not exactly, sir, but the approach 

ramp would be, according to normal State Highway standards, 
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probably two to three percent grade rather than any 

steep gradeF aad it ls entirely possible that that 

portjon might swing slightly to the right and cross 

the dam on a narrow crossing rather than on the 

exact identical alignment. 

MR •. HAUCK: Well, Mr. Ritter, that point 

where the dyke ig, I am very familiar with it, is a 

level stretch of ro~d beginning at the little intersection 

right b~lov us and if you are going to put a dyke -p the 

dyke is to incr,ease the level of the water, the height of 

the water in back.of the dyke, is it not? 

MR.RITTER: That's right, sir. 

MR. HA.tJCK: A.nd you have no idea how high that 

dyke would be • 

. MR. RITTER: I have a U.S. geological map 

here, sir, that we can look at later to get the exact 

height., bat as an alternate to that you could swing 

around to the right of that dyke and make it a 

different crossing, sir. The alternate could be done 

by the Highway Engineer, if this project is authorized 

and detail highway relocation plans are made at that 

time. 

·. MR. HAUCK: All right'~ Thank you. 

Ge~tlemen, in closing I certainly strongly 

urge that you have better engineering before you pass 

this bill and before you put a bond issue up to the 

public. I think you would s~ve the state a lot of money. 
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SENATOR DUMONT: One more thing, Mr. Hauck. 

Suppose this legislation were changed to take out the 

restriction to the Delaware River water; if you took it 

out would you Just take it out, period, and not make 

any limitation as to what then should be used as a source 

of water supply for Round Valley or would you limit it 

to the South Branch of the Raritan from Hamden? 

MR. HAUCK: Oh, no. I id leave it open. 

There may be other sources like the Gorge for future 

use which, of course, again is the Raritan. 

SENATOR SUIV!ONT~ Senator Crane wants to 

ask a question. 

SENATOR CRANE~ Not of you, Mr. Hauck 9 but 

relative to a question that you put forward so I wanted 

you there in case you wanted to comment afterwardo 

I wanted to ask Mr. Ritter, sin¢c engineering 

seems to be the bone of contention these days - Mr. 

Ritter, what sound engineering reason had you or had 

others for recommending Stony Brook and, specifically 

with reference to Mr. Hauck, Spruce Run? 

MR. RITTER: Senator, Spruce Run is one of 

the best reservoir sites in New Jersey. All the surveys 

have indicated that the confluence of the IVIulhocoway 

Creek and Spruce Run is an ideal dam site for one of 

this size. It is about 30 miles up from the confluence, 

it will firm up the flow and some 30 miles of 

reservoir. There is a proper amount of drainage area 

behind it., approximately 40 square miles behind the 
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reservoir of 10 billion gallons, which is a 

reasonable maximum development. The geology on the 

reservoir, as reported in the Tippetts-Abbett Report, 

indicates there is some limestone there which may 

require aggrading during construction. The Stony Brook 

Reservoir is also another ideal reservoir of the proper 

capacity for its size. Again it is about 30 miles 

from the confluence and the big advantage of Stony Brook 

in Mercer County is that maybe ten miles of the stream 

below the dam the low flow would be improved during 

drought periods. 

There are so many reasons. I don~t know 

whether I have given enough or what. Thereis one thing 

about the engineering cost that 1 would like to emphasize. 

If you read the Tippett-Abbett Report, the cost there is 

around 9 and a half million dollars-for .these two 

reservoirs. We have an allowance of $14 million 

dollars which we hope is more than ample. It is entirely 

possible that both of these reservoirs can be built 

for less money than this. We think that an estimate which 

is 50 percent more than just two years ago is certainly 

ample, sir, for engineering costs. 

SENATOR CRANE: Mr. Hauck, would you like 

to respond? 

MR. HAUCK: Mr. Ritter, wouldnit you feel 

better if your company or some other company spent the 

little over a hundred thousand dollars that you 
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suggested and gave the State of New Jersey a good, accurate.,· 

detail~d engineering report before going ahead with this 

plan? 

MR. RITTER: No, sir. I think a decision has to 

be made as to which areas are, to be selected~ It iS · 

entirely possible that this area will be v,oted down completely. 
,·,'.~." 

'As I remember it, two years ago another r:eservoir site was 

voted down. 

Now., I would like to emphasize another thing. I 

think/Spruce Run is tied in with Round Valley, that if Round 

Valley ls ever filled I think it is almost mandatory that 

Spruce Run be there beside it as an on-river reservoir to 

provide the same flow in the river. I think Spruce Run and 

Round Valley are locked together irrespective of when either 

-are built. 

SENATOR CRANE: Mr. Hauck, I would like you to take 

this encouraging word back to Hunterdon, if you Will. 

l:Jl'lionCounty, New Jersey, which I represent, is not without 

the same problem. We have the newly proposed Route 22 

coming through and, of course, it has been laid out through 

our best homes, best schools, best churches and best 

graveyards. There is a great deal. of audible concern about 

it and :,'I am hard pressed to combat it. I suggested that 

our County Engineering Staff survey the area themselves to 

make cotmter-engineering proposals., and the head of the 

R.oads and High.way Department said "Bob, you don't want that." 

He said, "The engineers wiif\/tell you that 9 s the best route.'' 

So I know that engineers consider statfstics, the Legislature 
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has to consider statistics and human beings. So I assure 

you that there will be refinement but, for myself, 1 think 

engineering sufficient to the day, for routine purposes, 

has been conducted. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Thank you very much, Mro Hauck. 

We have here a few copies of Senate Bill No. 873, · 
This is the bill that is now passing in the Pennsylvania 

Legislature. 

Now, in the event that any of you folks take a 

copy of this and want to identify any of the sponsors, 1rr11 

tell you according to my recollection where they may be 

found, aside from in Harrisburg. Senator Yosko represents~ 

North Hampton County. The Pennsylvania Senate is set up 

by districts, not counties. He represents a district which 

comprises all of North Hampton County and his home is in 

Bethlehem. 
Pl 

Senator Dent is Minority Leader of the Pennsylvania 

Senate and you will have to go quite a distance to find him 

because he represents an area close to Pittsburgh, as I 

recall. 

Senator Scott represents a district of four 

counties, Wayne, Carbon, Monroe and one other one. Thatus 

generally the area from Stroudsburg to the north and west, 

somewhat. 

And Senator Watkins, I think, represents Bucks 

County, the Doylestown-New Hope area. 

You may have these copies if you want them, and 

1 think there is also one copy here of Assembly Concurrent 
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Resolution No. 56, which is the one that we mentioned 

ear lier that was passed ~y the Assembly here yesterday 

and refers our Legislative Water Study Commission to the 

Pennsylvania Commission to discuss this legislation now 
, 

passing the Pennsylvania Legislature. 

Now, we have two more witnesses today. Mrs.' 

Hughey was here all last week and I think it is only fair 

that she should go on now. 

Mr. Van Wegen, how much time wi 11 yott need? 

MRS. HUGHEY: I am going to defer to the Watersheds 

Association. 

SENATOR DUl\JIONT: Are you sure you want to do it 

that way? 

MRS. HUGHEY: Yes, Senator. 

SE~TOR DUMONT~ Do you want to testify at a later 

date then? 

MRS. HUGHEY: Yes, I want to testify later. 

SENATOR DUMONT: · Al 1 right. Mr. Van Wegen, I 

think you are the gentleman in the news and we want to keep yott 

clear on your statement of earlier.todayb 

Mr. Van Wegen Wi 11 be speaking on behalf of the 

Stony Brook-Millstone Watershed Association, Inc. Mr .. 

Crooks is going to prodttce a map th9:_t you can follow as 

Mr. VanWegen speaks. 

PAUL VAN WEGEN: Thank you, Senator Dumont and 

Senator Crane. l see most of the press, whose jobs I am 

now saving, have gone. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, we will inform them that 

you were on, if there is any que~tJon about it. 
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MR. VAN WEGEN: All right • 

. I am Paul VanWegen, President of the Stony Brook-

Millstone Watersheds Association. My home is in Hopewell 

Township, two miles west of Pennington, and is not affected 

by the proposed dam. My full time occupation is Secretary 

of the Investmen.t Advisory•Firm of Harland W. Hoisington, 

Inc. of Princeton. 

The man in,viting me to Join the original Trustees of . . ' 

the Watersheds Association said, t~there may be some immediate 

benefits from the program of our group, but the prime 

beneficiaries of our interests in conservation will be future 

generationsu. 

1 accepted that standard of achievement., as do all 

23 Trustees·. Off leers and Trustees serve without remuneration 

of any kind. 

Our position on Bills S-27Zand s~213 is motivated 

by the same objective st~ndards which have always pr~vailed 

in 01:1r organization. Our concern is, and has bem for 

eight years, the conservation of all resources of our area 

to the end that hillllan beings ·can lead fuller and more 

satisfying lives through the wise use of all resources, of 

which water is one. 

Senator Dumont.and Members of the Committee, I W8.:~t 

you t.o know that I have heard only praise from every quarter 

for. the m~nne:r in which you have conducted these hearings 

•and the determination you manifest to get as much information 

as you can. 
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However., if we are to whip the water problem in 
New Jersey:, some attitudes evident last Thursday will have to.· 

undergo a chamge. To be spec:iflc let me say that. advocates of 

. ome dawn river semtimeat expressed U1e uaeompromising positi~n 

that if the Stony Brook were n0t in.cludec,i for immediate 
.,. .' . ' ' , . ·, .· I, . . (\ .··. .· .. 

development with Spr111ee Run they would vote against :the 

present proposals. 

Another position expressed great, concern over the 

.· competition fro~ th.e E 1 i za.beth.town Wat er Company and po 11 u.t ions 

up-streamfi'rom New Brunswick, but showed ao CORCern for down 

stream. residents below New Brunswieko 

In 1955the citizens of :Somerset amd Middlesex 

had a.n op~ortunity to get water from a reserv~ir in theit', own· 

territory -··Chimney Roc:k. It wa$ oppc,sed by th.em and defeated 

at the p0lls. Now that the proposed reservoir~ a.re ia other· 

counties~ they voice their vigorous approval. 

There was sparring 0ver, a:ad dragging of heels 9 in 

developing Delaware River water, and limitations were written 

in the Round. Val.ley legislation. It is our earnest hope and 

ambition that we can. rise above the differences: that have 
. . . . . . 

separated various interests· in the past and can approaeh the 
. . 

present problem in a true spirit of 0 Let by-genes be by-gonei". 

Furthermore, the proper approach to a pr0plem of this nature 

is to fit. it. around the. objectives of sound planning and 

not from the point of view of immediate expediency. We 
' .... 

s-hoitld de.al with this matter h a.11. objective, State-wide 

basis. 
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Last Thursday we were somewhat. sttrprised by the 

number of criticisms amd amendments which c:ame from·.the 

so-called proponents of these bills. We ourselves are 

listed as opponents, but this is somewhat misleadimg, as 

every major criticism which we would have voiced has 

already been ma.de by the proponents themselves. Such com-

ments are the easiest part of this Job, and it is our hope 

that we can make some helpful suggestions fo:r the solution of 

the problems at hand .. Whether this should be by amendmemt of 

the presemt bills or new legislation is something we are 

happy to leave to your experienced legislative macllimery. 

Before doing that, some observations on the work 

of the Advisory Committee and the T.A.M.S. legislative 

report are in order. Those who have read the latter must 

agree that it does an excellent Job of surveying possible 

sources.of water. 

T.he Advisory Commlttee, without benefit of 

further engineering data., undertakes to make a selection 

of two sites.· We .believe that a necessary in-between 

operation has been omitted, especially in Stony Brook. We 

do not believe it is good democra~y or economics•. to throw 

a $14,000,000 blob at citizens, the greatest known quality 

of which is its "margin for errors". Blank checks are 

dangerous and it would appear that this ·1s the major cause 

of diss•tisfaction. 
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One cannot possibly know what any proposed reser-

voir will do to a countryside until 2 foot contour studies 

show what happens at different elevations. Only this will 

show whether there, are apt to be mud flats at one elevation 

and not at another. It is just good common sense that this 

be done before acquisition of land begins. Furthermore, 

test borings at a dam site are absolutely essential to 

determine if it is a practial site and how much a dam will 

cost on such a site. Information of this type can only 

serve to win the support of people rather than alienate .them· 

as the present proposal has done. 

Contrary to the belief of many, money spent in 

this manner is not wasted. Its expenditure either eliminates 

an impractical site or tells you the proper dimensions if it 

is practical. In any event, money so spent becomes a cost of 

those structures which are built, and it matters little if 

the funds come from general appropriations or a bond issue. 

We believe support for an eventual project would be given 

more readily if ground investigation costs came from 

appropriations. 

The Watersheds Association endorses President 

Dodd's statement which he made to your Committee last week 

in which he ,said, nlf the proposal is indeed a sound one, 

it will gain strength from more careful ~ublic examination.~ 

I would like to say this concerning Mr. Ritter 11 s 

presentation. He is a professional man working tmder the 

directions and limitations imposed by the Advisory Committee.· 
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ff he is unable to answer certain questions., lt is mot 

his fault, bt1t th.at of the Committee f0r not a.nticipatimg 
. : . . . . . . . . . . 

the scope of information which would be demamded.by peop-le 

in making intellige11t decisions. I . .believe the people of 

·ottr State are alert and _interested citizens and worthy of 

beimg·partaers in developments affe~ting their future. It 
,... . .. 

is apparent to all that they will not endorse.a blank check. 

Specifically what do :lATe recommend? 

1. The development of Row.nd Valley to partial 

capacity with Raritan water. Th.is make.s semse if the -

acquisition of l~m.d was wise in.the first plrace. To a.cq•ire 

otller land whi le/Ro.und Valley is a fr.e>zen asset is not goe>d 

public business. Simple legislation ea.11 pave the way for 

this."' 

2~ Proceed with all ~easonable haste to 

commitments looki.n.g to the future use of Delaware River 

water. 

3. If meeds demamd the_ immediate c0nstract!on 

of Spruce Rum.,_ there ~re two asset fact.ors in its 

selection. · They are: (al a~isting desirable contour lines 

· a's drawn by the eng in~e rs of the Department of Conservation 

and Economic Develop~ent, and (b) a fairly rural territory 

which would give rise to fewer dlsloeations than in many 

mc:>re populous areas. lf t.llis site is used we believe that 
. . . . . . 

realistic compensation for lost ratable~ should be a pa.rt 

of the plan of development. Such e:::ompensationsh,ould pro= 

vide a·stoppimg pointlf and whem ratables, by virtue '->f 
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the reservoir, equal or exceed those lost at the time of 

acquisition. 

4. We have been told that the on-river 

reservoirs idea represents a new concept in water supply. 

For Stony Brook we would like to extend.that concept one 

step further. 

Most of you are aware that we,, with the 

Department of Agriculture, 2 Soil Conservation Districts, 
. . 

the State, as well as the counties and municipalities in our 

area, have been working on conservation reservoirs on the 

tributaries of the Stony Brook. We had hoped to have one 

of the 9 prol)osed dams under construction by July 1, this 

year. Of coarse that work has been at a standstill •Ince 

May 2. The Federal Goverrunemt was to share the cost of 

this $,500,000 project. And I might mention that this map 

over here, the red blobs show the location of the 9 ~ams. 

These dams can be redesigned as multiple purpose 

structures to include water supply storage as well a.s for 

local conservation measures. The Govermnent, we be,lJ:eve, 

would st il 1 share in the cost ttnder Federal Act 56~:, of 

the 85th Congress, with the State or private interests 

bearing the additional expense of making them multiple 

purpose. We bel ie·we that such dams. would co~tribute much. 

to the recharging of greund water and maintalning a more 

stable flow in Stony Brook, Millstone and Raritan Rivers. -

In such a program it might be feasible to include one or 

more dams along the main stem itself. 
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The disruptive dislocations of large reservoirs 

have led to the defeat of such proposals up to this time by 

, the people of our State, and the proposals of the Advisory 

Committee could suffer. the same fate if reasonable alterna-

tives cannot be found. 

Small dams could be btlilt at much less cost, could 

produce the same resu.lts, and would cause no major 

dislocations. 

The gauging station on Stony Brook at Route #27 has 

been in operation 4 years. It was built under the stimulus 

of our Watersheds Association, and we were jo.ined by the 

municipalities, t.he United States Geological Survey and 

Princeton University in paying for its iJlstallation. This 

gauging station would measure the effect On.stream .flow of the. 

up-stream dams and if a larger dam at some future time 

becomes necessary it would provide us with the effective water 

yield of the Valley. This is especially import.amt as there 

is presently mueh doubt that the yield is sufficient to 

warrant a dam of the proportions recommended by the Advisory 

Committee. 

Many small dams instead of a few large ones could 
. ' ' 

well prove to be an acceptable compromise to the people of 

the State and a principle which could be extended to other 

val ley,s than Stony Brook .. 

It should be borne in mind th.at $Ubstantial amounts 

of money have beem spent on the small dam project by the 

Watersheds Association, Princeton University, two Soil 
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Conservation IHstricts, u1·e Sell Conservation Sef'vice, 
. . 

coimties, and· other a$]Je~cies. lf the :big dam project is 

approved, these agen.c ies cotdd· _leg it imately look t.o the 
. . . - . . . 

State for reimbursement of ·expended funds . 

. 5. Wlth t.he precedent already established in the 

operation of the North Jersey District. Water S~pply Com-·.· 
- . ,·• .. 

' (·.: . . .. ·' .. - . 

mission, we fee 1 the best .lomg rar.ige development of water · 

resources might come from esta.blislaing. a Central Jersey·. 
. . ·. . . . 

Water Authority and a S0uth Jersey Water Authorfty. 
. . . 

. 6J·. A modest. pile.rt study to test the Samford 

theory for· use-_ of- umder9rou11d water of the Pensatuken ~and_ 
. . . .'· . 

and gravel of the Upper Millstone. All imdications point to 

a\very valuable source .of ttndergre11nd water su.pply for the 

Raritan Basin from tllis $C)tt!'C.e. 
. . ' . . 

7., We have on.e final recommendation.~ With vat.er . . 
. . . . 

·in. scarce supply, Tqe should· no longer act as though it were 

plentiful. The State should lose_ AO ti,ne in enui.cting 

legislation requiring certain minimum standards of eonserva-, 
. . . . . ·. 

tion in imd11strlal and municipal use. A western steel mil 1. 
. . 

produces a ton of steelwit.h 14oogallons of water while 

·the average for imdustry ls 65,000 gallons per·ton. Some 

middle ground .betwe"en the two extremes should be required 

. of all. 

Standards of 'water treatment for the return o.f . · 

. water ·to the stream .in main.tainin:g ininim11n1 flow, reduciillg .. 
. . . .- ' , .. 

pollution, and stopping salt intrusion should. likewise be 
. ' 

established •. 
. . / 





Gentlemea, we are grateful for this opportt1llity 

to present. our views on. the c:ttrremt water situation, and 

pledge ottr $uppart in solviag it as long a~ its sol•tion 

proceeds oa re~ia.ble data which is made known_ to our people 

as stages of progress develop. An out-of-State water 

engineer of high repute said last week, in regard to the 

work of the Adyisory Committee on Water Resourc:es-amd to the 

two bills proposed- by it, "New Jersey is groanh1g in child-

birth, but is giving hifth to a mouse." 
I -

Ou:r S1llggestion 

sb.ottld he helpful in avoiding false labor. 

(Applause)· 

-SENATOR DUMON'.J;: Any questions . .of Mr. VanWegen? . 

. SENA.TOR CRAliE: I have_ a few. 

SENATOR Dtm:ONT: Senator Crane. 

·SENATOR CRANE: · Sir, these are very sho.r·t. 

First of al 1 · I want to· eompl imem.t you on yottr ·presenta.t 10n. 

It was a pleasure to hear amd I want to say that point 7, 
on,page 5; certaialy hit the mark, as far as .I am concerned, 

with respect to not acting as thougk it we~~ plentiful, 

the water supply. 

I noted, sir, that your reference to the TAMS 

Report - you said it ref erred to possible sources. My -

opinion was that it was possible sites. Now, would you 

care to make a comment on that? 
./ 

MR~ VAN WEGEN: Yes, Senator Crane., I would be 
•, •. I , ' , • ' 

glad to comment on that. I have two observations to make 

in regard to ito Let'.:s say in the first place that it is 
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apparent to those people who have th0ught about it very 

much that competent engineers can build a dam any plaee 

they want to if they have the money. There is no doubt 

a.tout that. A dam can be bui 1 t wherever people wi 11 

authorize it if they will pay for it. 

Now; there. is another quest ion to that. Is• it 

wise? Will it produce the results that are desired 9 that 

are neede.d? At least in regard to Stony Brook, the TAMS 

Report and the Report of the Advisory Committee could not 

possibly have supplied th.ose answers for a reasoa 'that I 

aliluded to im. my paper. One is that Stony Brook has never 

had a gauging station on it Until four years ago. No one 

knows what the water flow of the stream is because we have 

been selecting it for four years and no one has used it• 

neither the TAMS Committee nor the Advisory Committee has 

used it. We have established rain ~auging stations in 

the bas in so that we are now accu:rrr1:11.lat ing data both as to 

stream flow on Route 27 and as to·the actual rainfall in 

the Valley. Now, all of the recommendations which were 

made by the TAMS Report and by the Advisory Committee in 

Stony Brook have been built on averages. They have not 

been built oncda.ta in the Valley itself. 

Does that.answer your.question? 

SENATOR CRANE: Yes, sir. :Now I want to ask you 

further, sir. I believe that the MUlstone Watershed 

should be complimented on forwarding criticism in so 

short a time. You have certainly become well organized, 
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as the gallery would indicate -

MR. VAN WEGEN: May I change your tense? Not 

"have become"• we are and have been for a long time. 

SENATOR CRANE~ 1v11 accept the amendment. 
' 

I wanted to ask yo~sir, if in your connection 

with it you are considered a water expert. 

MR. VAN WEGEN: No, sir. 

SENATOR CRA.NEi Do you have one in your employ? 

MR. VAN WEGEN~ We have access and we have had 

beautiful cooperation from all agencies of the State, all 

agencies of the federal government that operate within the 

State. We have never had a water expert in our employ, sir. 

SENATOR CRANE: Well, do you intend to have one 

testify in behalf of your findings here at this time? 
i MR. VAN WEGEN: We have not considered it. 

SENATOR CRANEi Your Association will not forward, 

therefore, what might be considered expert testimony? 

Not that we have established that ours is expert yet, sir, 

but - I mean we are just talking as a matter of conjecture. 

You are not going to present engineering testimony by an 

engineer? 

MR. VAN WEGEN: Well, there is an engineer who 

is going to speak in behalf of the Watershed Association. 

SENATOR CRA.NEg A water engineer, sir? 

MR. VAN WEGEN: Yes, a water engineer. 

SENATOR CRANE~ He is on this list to testify? 

MR. VAN WEGEN: Yes he is. 
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SENATOR CRANE: Whatgs his name, sir? 

MR. VAN WEGEN~ Russell Riker. 

MR. CROOKS~ May I Just point out in relation to 

that, that he is not an employee. Mr. Van Wegenqs answer 

was as to an employee. 

MR. VAN WEGEN: No, I said we did not have an 

employee and didn 8 t anticipate having one. Mr. Riker 

is a Trustee and a water engineer. 

SENATOR CRANE~ Fine. Now to simply amend the 

record at this time - the name will be completed at a 

later date by testimony but you mentioneq. the Sanford 

program for development of the Millstone - that is a plan 

developed by Homer Sanford, a water engineer of Elizabeth 9 

and I believe hi~ proposal is for dredging more or less a 

canal through the swamp and pumping the water out over a 

dam. It is rather a very novel plan and has intrigued many 

people. 

Now, sir, from your observation, at what time 

in ~ngineering schedules are these borings and other 

exhaustive tests: conducted, in your estimation? before 

the site is adjudged worthy of a project and t.herefo:re 

a pre-engineering test is conducted to facilitate 

construction or after they have actually started? 

MR. VAN WEGEN: I think it Vs a::concomitant 

of the selection. I donit think you can make an 

intelligent selection witho:ut it. The T.AMS Report 

will tell you - here's a valley with water in It and 

from the looks of the thing a dam can be built - but 
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I think only your engineering studies and data can tell 

you where it should be located. 

in my report. 

I tried to indicate that 

SENA.TOR CRANE~ Yesj sir. Now, do you know of 

any dams that were actually established going through that 

rather exhaustive technique before they ever began. 

MR. VAN WEGEN~ Ours would be had we not stopped. 
I, 

I might say that these little conservation reservoirs that 

we have portrayed here on the map were selected and designed 

after engineers of the Department of Agriculture spent ten or 

eleven months not riding through but actually walking the 

watershed many, many times with surveying instruments. 

SEN.ATOR CRANE~ Well now., sir, when you said 

riding through, you yourself talked of the limitations based 

on Mr. Ritter by the Advisory Commit.tee. 

MR. VAN METER: Yes, sir. 

SENATOR CRANE: Andj therefore, many people do 

not feel that riding through was a fair comment when you 

consider what his mission was. 

MR •. VAN METER~ I pu.t that limitation in there. 

SENATOR CRANE~ Yes, I appreciate that. 

MR. VAN WEGNER~ I wanted to pay Mr. Ritter a 

compliment. He, I think, has conducted himself admirably. 

SENA.TOR CRANE~ I was afraid that the testimony 

last week might detract from his professional status. 

MR. VAN WEGNERg That us the reason I put this 

comment in. 

SENATOR CRANE~ That us very good. Tha.tus all. 





SENA.TOR DUMONT: Now., Mr. VanWegen, your principal 

recommendation then would be along the same lines as Mr. 

Hauck recommended, that the legislation be amended to take out 

the restriction in regard to Round Valley. 

MR. VAN WEGEN: Yes., that is correct., if you want 

art answer on the recdrd. 

SENATOR DUMONT: And that that be used as a 

substitute for Sprttce Run and Stony BrookG 

MR. VAN WEGEN Right. 

SENA.TOR DUMONT~ Are there any questions that 

-anyone desires to ask Mr. Van Wegen7 Thererrs a question from 

upstairs. . Do you want to give it to us from there instead 

of bringing it down? 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yes. How long has the 

Watershed Association been in existence? 

MR. VAN WEGEN: The Watershed is 8 years old, 

six of them as an incorporated organization. 

SENA.TOR DUMONT% Next quest ion? 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEARER: Has any member of the 

Smith Committee or any of their associates been awa:re of its. 

existence? 

MR. VAN WEGENz Yes, I am sure, with the 

cooperation of Rutgers University, which is in New Brunswick, 

and the publicity that has been. given much of 011r work, and 

I hasten to add that it has bein concerned with as much of 

this problem of conservation as we possibly could, not jtlst 

one angle of it, that many of them if not all of them are 
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aware 0f the existence 0f our association. 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER~ . Prior to· the exposure · 
., ' ... 

of the'ir plan in the newspaper, did they make a:ny effort to 

take adwantage o.f t11e information you have ac,etnnulated? 

. MR~ VAN :wEGEN: .. No, sir. 
. . 

SENATOR DtffiliONt: Any other questions? 

Mr. Meredith.· 

.MR. MEREDITH.: Mr. Van Wegen, along th~ saine 

1 ine, there ha.ve been various witnesses here as. proponl!n1ts of 
. . . . . . . . ' . . 

ihii l•gislation. For example, prior to appearance .in these .. 

chambers, did either the New Jersey ·Congress of lndustr'ial .• 

Organizations or the Eliza.bethtowm Water Company or the 

New Jersey League of Women Voters consult with your organi,za .... 

tion, to your knowledge, prior to entering a decision .in 

terms of this legi~latio;? 

MR. V/Uf WEGEN: No, iir. · 1 will add this 

comment, howev,er, tliat hearing what the po$ition of the League 
.· ·. . . 

of Women Voters was to bew~ Contacted them and.asked what 
inform.ati0n they had cons'ider~d · from the. so-called opponentf$ 

in reaching their dectsion\ We d!dnVt get a ver-y satisfactory·. 

reply •. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Any further qttestions? 
',.. . . .. 

What is your name please? , · .· 

UNIDENTtFIED SPEAKER; .. John lVIIauer •. 
. . 

SENA TOR BlJIVIONT: .. • Thank you. . I gue~s that ts a 11, 
.. · . . .. 

Mr. Va:n.Wegen. •· Thank yoU very,mtich. • 

· · MR. VAN WEGEN: Thank you.. 
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SENATOR DUMONT: I have here a letter from 

George Eo Meredith, Esqttire, which is in opposition to the 

plan.· He was here earlier today a.nd asked ,that this letter 

be made a part of the record, a.nd he mentions·a meeting that 

was held in Pennington, at.tended by 600 or 700 or more. This 

meeting apparently was held on June 7th1 1957, the date of 

the letter. 

The. 1 et ter wi 11 be made a part of the record, 

as he desires, in opposition to the plan. of the Water Resources . 

Advisory Committee. 

Now, is there anybody here who· is going to be 

sorely incom:rem.ienced by returning next week to test ify7 

We thought we would .f.ix a date. There are some problems next 

week because of the hearings to be conducted here in Trenton 

by the Law Enforcement Council. 

Senato~ Crane says he has to ccme back from 
' . 1 

New Hampshire where tbey have apparently no water problem. 

l will read 'off the names of those who appeared 

here today and who wish to testify and see '.if.they can return 

next week. 

Henry Goates? 

MR· .. · COATES: Do you know what day, Senator? 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Excuse me, it will probably be 

Friday, June 21st. Is that all right~ 

MR. COATES: That's all right. 

SENATOR DUMONT: It ·seems to be the best da.y 

we can agree on in view of the problem witqother hearings 

going on here next week.· 
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town. , 

Smith?· 

with ·you? 

. MR. SMITH: I wori' t be here. . I wi 11 be out o.f 

· SENA.TO~ DtnvtONT: When do you have to _lea.ve., Mr. 

.·. MR. SMITH: Fr.iday inorning. 

SENATOR DtJMONT: ·· · Can you be represented? 

MR. SMITH: Yes. 

SENATOR 51.Vll'm: Will that be satisfactory·.·to you? 

IYIR. SMITH: Y·es. 

SENATOR DUMONT:. Mr. Coates., is-that all right 

·. .. 

MR~ COATES: Friday.,. June 2lst1 • 

· SENATOR DUMONT: June 21st • 

. MR.· COATES: 'As far as ! know now.' 
SENATOR DUMONT:-. Mr~ Riker? .. 

.. MR. RIKER: Yes. 

SENATOR DUMONT:' Mr.' Crooks'Z ,, 
.. 

. MR. CROOKS: 'Yes.,. sir. 

SENA.TOR DclMONT: '.Mr. Ruhlman? 

' UNIDENTiFiED ·sPEAKER: He left • 

. SENATOR DUMONT: . Mayor Wil 1 iamson .of Hopewel 1 .. 

Township? ,. · 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: He left but he- will -be· 

. · able to return. 

SENATOR .DUMONT: MR. COL~, Attorney :for 

Lawrence Township. 

Mayor Cof:f ee of Lawrence Township? . 





·- / 

Townsh'ip7 

.... .. ... 

SENA.TOR DUMONT: Mrs. Hughey? She will be back • 
. \ 

Mr. Rigby, R9y _R. Rigby~ Att.erney for Hopewell 

· MR. RIGBY: . I can. return n.ext week~ 

. SENATOR DUMONT: 
\ 

M~. Edward L. Mount? Mr. 

Joseph s. Bash, Counsel for M.~~cer Comity? Mr. David Kelsey, 
-· 

Counsel for Mereer County? _ Assemblyman .Vincent Panaro? 

Well, hearing no objection, I guess they.can 

come ·back next week • 

. Mr. Sanford, you wish to testify at some point?• 

· MR •. SANFORD: Next week. 

SENATOR DUMONT: All right. ls .. there anybody 
. .. . .. . .. 

else- who cannotJ return -next week to testify. at that time., 
. . 

·wno has to·go on today? 

-Tlun1 we wiil deelare this hearing adJeuriutd 

until Friday, j.une 21st, 10:30 A. M., h~re in the Assembly 

Cham.l;>er. 

(Hearing adJourn~d) 
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GEORGE ,E.MEREDITH 
COUNSELLOR AT LAW . 

. 363 WEST STATE S"fREET' '. • ...• 

TRENTON, N;.J .. 

Honorable Wayne Dl,llnont, · ;fr.· 
701 Hillcrest Boulevard 
Ph1111ps1;>urg, New Jersey·· 

Dear . Mr~· Dtlmorit : 

. E;XPPRT ~··S56i 

When ~.·.George Smith~ :~hom I kn~t·/a.nd respe:c:t ~a,a pti.blfo- · 
spirit·ed citizen, ·who has .given invaluable service 'as: a m,.eniber.·or the 
Turnpike Authorityanclother agen.oies,stated· inef'fect,·pefore yoµr ,, 

. committee one week ago, .. that there was· no opposition. tq:,the· 1'Advlsory · 
· Committe·e•·~: Reportn ,i except for a handf'l.il of disgruntled, landowners 
·aroun4 ·Pennington/ I; ·bi-istJ_ed. _·(Had D:r. Dodds been:·there b~ would have 
shuddered~ L . All that he had to .. do was to turn his head., . look upwa~d., 
and s~e.200 of300.1ntell1gent., fair-minded American citizens interested 
in the. C0llll1l0n good;, . seated ;tn. the galler-y I who;· like the man. from Mis-
souri., merely wanted to be shown. · · · · · ·· · 

These people., men and women; were only a fraction, of the: . 
c·itizens · from Princeton., P;rinceton Township, Hopewell Townshi-p, Borough 
of Hc;>pewell I Borough of .Pennington, and L~wrence Township., anq only the 
ones who. could. afford to take the day_ off' to att·end the h~a:r.ing, w;lthout 
losing a. day I s pay. · · 

·.· . ; . ·.· Tonight a meeting was field in Pert~ingt;on ... ~ri¥ ~er~ there -
· 600 or 700., or more - ·and many were standing.,.· including many who could 

riot attend a 'Legislative, Hearing •. Th·is., I thought/ was ±:eniarlcable.,, be-
cause· the committee,· la.eking funds and. pre13sed for tinie.·., coul:d not · . 
publicize the. meeting broadlY .. ~- it was acc9mplished by word of mouth. 
From my·peI"sonalknowledge., all came from the. /!l,reas(mentioned •.. Many . 
more would have cc:une, but . uhe. demand for baby s'itters. was ',great. · .·. 

• ' , 'i ' . ,:, ' ' . •• ,". I • , • • 

' . 
. •. 1 . -.: Does that '1ndi~ate that Honly a handful .oi'.the:'Pe:nningtori' 

:resident.a'',: resented. the. fact. than· a:n 111-conceived.,i seCJret .. program p_ro ... 
duced by an· .administratively-appointed agency proposed. withc:mt.··suff:J.c1ent. 
consulta~ion or study, a suggested ···course •of action.· whi¢h will. destroy·_.-.. · 
the beauty and tne agrlcul tural value or tp.e Stony I3rook area; ~nd, ob- .·· 
jected to,a. recommendation which they know1a.of.nO value tq the a;r-ea?. 

-Why was the Stony Brook..:Millst.one watersheds Assoc:i.atiori not consulted?-
. ,. ·. ·, .. - . ,.· . . . .. . .. 

I ;repeat., I ·have great ~dmirat1on for -Mr. Smith ap.d his. in~ 
:tegr:i.ty, but· I think that in this instance som$body' llpulled· his· leg 11 • · 
I am convinced that neither Ile; nor the members of his .. committee -did.· -
the work nor did they do the 'thinking., Th,e;'. wo:rk .was clone J:iy,l'legl"llenll 
(from Baltimore and Newarl<:), who; appa:rentiy: did pot ·r$~ltze ~the real 

. . . . ··. . - . ·. '. ,' ... ·.. . . '.,.·.· ... .. ••.: . . 

. · .. ' ... __ .. ·.,·.- : . 
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potentials of water creation and conservation for the industrial needs 
of New Jersey; namely., the Raritan and Delaware Rivers. Nor did they 
appraise realistically land values as of today. Neither did.they real-
ize the excessive loss of revenue to the Boroughs and Townships af-
fected; nor the distress and inconvenience of 60 or more homeowners 
affect"ed~ .. (I readily admit that I, am one of the latter, but am willing 
to retreat if it can be established that I am wrong, and that the 
common good will be served by the now apparently questionable pro-
posal). . . . .· . · • · 

· The only purpose ot thiS statement is to have it on the 
record and to have the matter decided by the committee and the Legis"'° 
lature in accord witp established and provable fa.ctse 

GEM/jmr .. 






