
,
MI NUTES
Of The

Meet i ng Of The
ADVISORY PLANNING CO~ThrrSSION

June 7, 1956

The members of the Advi s or y Planning Commission met in the

Conference Room, at 520 East State Street, Trenton, New Jersey, of the

Department of Conservation and Economic Development. The meeting was

called to order at 10:20 a~m~ by ~tr . Herbert H. Smith, Vice Chairman,

who welcomed the new members: Mr. Dennis "liv . r4al oney, of the Nevi

Jersey Title Insurance Association; and ~tr. Philip A. MCLaughlin, of

the New Jersey Utilit.ies Association.

Those present were:

JFr ed G. Stickel, III, Chairman v
Herbert H. Smith, Vice Chairman /

JH. Thomas Carr, Secretary

JWi l l i am A. Bloom /'
-Louf,s Danzig ./
ve. Rexford Davis v/

JAl exander Feinberg v;
vAlfr ed H. Fletcher '
JJoseph H. Heal ey > .
~ Vfilliam Hol s t er v"
JDenni s W. Hal oney v'
Jphi l i p A. Mclaughl i n v

~The odore J~ Langan, Director of the Division o~~~~

Planning

JB• Budd Chavooshian Chief, Bureau of Planning .

Those abs ent wer e :

1Vi l l i am A. Sutherland ~
Edward B. Wi l kens

Upon motion made and s econded, the Commission approved the

minutes of May 3, 1956, as submitted.
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The Vice Chairman opened the meeting for general discussion

and asked the members present for comnents, criticisms, or suggestions

in connection with present planning legislation.

The question was asked if there were any statement in the

Planning Act that would give municipalities the authority to pass a

resolution in which it w~s stated that no developer would be permitted

to build - more or less - than a certain amount of houses a year. The

Vice Chairman explained that, although there is no specific grant to

the municipalities in the statute, there is a definite trend or under­

current throughout some municipalities to think in terms of such, and

that several communities are practicing this moral suasion. At this

time, Mr. Stickel took the chair and also stated that there is nothing

in the Act limiting the number of homes to be erected in a year.

The report from the New Jersey Association of Housing and

Redevelopment Authorities was reviewed. The question of time limit for

review and approval of urban renewal plans by local pl anni ng boards was

raised. A lengthy discussion followed on t his subject, and a number of

questions were raised such as: should a given number of days (45) be

set for those having master plans, and a longer period of time for re­

view and approval for those not having master pl ans ; which organization

(Urban Renewal Agency, Planning Board, or local Governing Body) determines

which areas are considered as blighted the point was brought to atten-

tion here that where there is .a master plan, the blighted area has already

been shown on the plan -j if there is no master pl an and a site has been

selected as "b.l.i.ghte d'' by t he Urban RenewaL Agency and the Gover nri.ng

Body, at what time later should the planning board be notified; also, the
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question of standards was brought up, i ncluding sanitary codes, etc.,

at which time it was agreed that the r e should be one set of standards.

In connection wit h t he above , i t was r ecommended that Mr.

Danzig's organization pr epar e a r ecommendation for amendi ng the Muni -

cipal Pl anni ng Act ; Blight ed Ar eas Ac t and Cha) ters 300 and 306 to

incorporate (a) r eferral t o pl anni ng board for approval and review,

(b) set a time limit by pl anni ng board for r evi ew, approval or recom-

mendationo

The composite l ist of pl anner s l comment s , compiled by the

American I nstitut e of Pl anners , was br ought to the at t ent i on of the

Commission. The Commission will have the opportunity to review the

comments; however, ~tt . Smith, t he Vi ce Chairman, cau tioned that this

list does not include the comments or r ecommendations of the AlP, but

merely lists t he c omment s by pr of ess i onal planners. Mr. Smith informed

the members that the Al P wil l prepare its own comment s at a later date

which ,till be submitted to the Commi ssion for r eview.

The Chairman r ai s ed for disc uss i on Section 18, page 8, of

the Muni ci pal Planning Act , TEnTATIVE APPROVAL. Questions were raised

regarding upgrading of lot sizes after preliminary approval; whether

pr el imi nar y approval appl i es only t o r oads and streets. It was the

concensus of the Commiss i on , t hat this section of the Act is confusing

which leads to misunderstanding. It was suggested by the Chairman

that a subco~mittee be f ormed to revi ew this section for clarification.

The member s chosen to ser ve on t his subcommittee are:

H. Thomas Carr
B. Budd Chavooshian
Alexander Fei nber g
Herber t H. Smith
Fred G. Stickel, III
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Bef ore the close of t he me et i ng, the Chairman requested

other or ganizations, r epresented on this Commission to prepare and sUb-

mit t hei r r eports for r evi ew and di scuss i on.

The meeting was concl uded at 12:20 p.m. the Commission 1¥ill

convene again on Thursd ay, July 12, 1956,(since the f i r st Thursday

follows the Four t h of July holiday) at 10 a.m. in the offices of

Commissioner Joseph E. McLea n, St at e House Annex, room 430, Trenton,

New Jersey.

P.S. Inas much as the Division of Wat er Policy and Supply, of the De­
partment of Conservation and ~c onomic Development, holds its
regular monthly meet i ngs on t he second Thursday of each month
in the Conference Room at 520 East State Street, Trenton, New
Jersey, this necessi t ated the change of the place of meeting.
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