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SENATOR WAYNE DUMQONT', JR. (CHAIRMAN): This public
hearing will come to order. The purpose of it, of course,
is, as required under the Rules of the Senate of New Jersey,
that any proposed amendment to the ‘State Constitution in
the form of a'eonCurrentAresolutian.musf'be'giVen'a public
hearing. |

I am sorry about the delay in.starting here- this
morning, but I had to go dver unexpectedly to present some
testimony at the hearing in the next building'on]the,question
of the rate increase that is being sought by the Hospital
Service Plan of New Jersey (Blue Cross).

- So we will get right under way and,hear'your
testimony in respect to this. As you know, Senate Con-
current Resolution No. 144would‘feplac§ theipfesent $800
property tax exemption;fdr\senior'citiéens'witha-flat
deduction of $80 a year fr0m their taxes; and Senate Con-
current Resolution No., 15 would replace the present $500 :
property tax exemption for veterans with. a flat $50 deduction
annually, |

I might say at the outset that the way we got these
figures was to take what, as I recall it, was the average
property tax.fate in New Jersey. dbout a year ago which, as
I remember it, was.quoted around nirfie dellars and Seveﬁty=
two or seventy-three cents a hundred rounded:off to‘approx=
imately $10 a hundred,

~ The purpose of this hearing , .of course, is to get
the benefit of your thoughts on these amounts, whether
they are equitable,. whether the change is a good thing,



.and any. comments you have to make about themlln any respect
I w1ll be most happy to hear them today, |
h»So.at_thlsvtlme,ﬂwe»w1ll_go on. to thegwitnesses
who signed up,first'here and‘i will call oanr. Val;'A
;g'Elbert of Secaucus, representlng the North Hudson Chapter: -
No, 501 Natlonal Assoc1atlon of Retired C1v1l Employees°
| VTA:Iw' A, E L_B ERT: Gentlﬁmgn,~my‘namea1s
Val A:'Elbert-andfluam aﬁresident taxpayer:oflsecancu85
'iHudson Gounty° SR .
.1 appear -as: Pres1dent of Chapter 501, National
'hAssoclatlon of Retired ClVll Employees, an. organlzatlon
*‘of federal retlrees hav1ng a membershlp of 102. res1d1ng in
, the areas of Hudson and Bergen Counties. |
In behalf of our: Sald organlzatlonrl first: w1sh to
express our apprec1atlon for the: enactment of the legls=
: latlon Whlch gtanted an $8OO assessment deduction. to. senior
citizen. homeowners._g _ |
My’m1ss1on;at'this time»is-to-place~onrselves~on-
record in favor of the proposed amendment to - change the -law
to an $80 deductlon from thelr tax blllso
-We highly- favor thls step and feel that it w1ll
rfgrant a more equitable: beneflt to each: senlor c1tlzen .
_1rrespect1ve of the assessment rate in - hls munlclpalltyo_
o I ‘wish to thank:- you for the courtesy and prlv1lege
of appearlng-before~you, ;Th_ank.you° . l
| ‘SENATOR DUMONT~ :Mr° Elbert, you are satlsfled
Wlth the amount of thls, which is an attempt to make -it on-
the average approx1mately:what it was worthton~the.averagé
“when it’was.$800 property;tax exemptidn‘and-when most of -



ALY

.fthat;org?nlzatlon‘

@;the munlclpalltles in. the State were assess1ng ‘at dlfferent.‘
fpercentages,_whlch was - about a year ago,w Some of them have'
Lchanged s1nce°c You are Satlsfled w1th the amount here of

: $807 :f.’A‘

'MRTrELBERT4V We prefer that because ‘we- feel that

‘hlt would be equal to each and every senlor cltlzen comlng
;w1th1n the beneflts of that law regardless of the munlc1=7
‘:pallty or: whatever rate may be establlshed in. hlS partlcularv
'}munlclpallty - that the beneflt would be the same- to each

'V“and every 1nd1v1dual senlor c1tlzen,v_ ;.,;;:ﬂ

vSENATQR DUMGNT:,t Thank you very much

I wlll now call Mr° J Robert Carlucc1 of New o

~iBrunsw1ck who represents the Mlddlesex Gounty Allled

fVeterans Assoclatlon._ He 1s the Temporary Commander of

ZJJ? R o B. ER T .G A R L U c c 1~7~[ Good mornlng;u

{ladles and gentlemen,k Senator my*name is J. Robert
?Carlucclaﬂ 1 res1de at l7 Hale Street New BrunsWLck
#_fNew Jersey, and I represent the Mlddlesex Gounty Allled
~;Veterans Ass001atlon as Temporary Gommander,_ I belong to
'ﬂanother organlzatlon whlch I do not represent but I do
,belong to another veterans organlzatlon.; And how thls
*all came about for thls Allled Assoc1atlon Was that»an»i7r
sjartlcle appeared in- the local Sunday paper in. New Brunsw10k
v{of Sunday9 March 19 l96l by a person named Neal Gallagher,f .
v;"Are Pocketbooks due to Feel Tax Plnch by the Veterans "o |
;and it was because of thls artlcle Senator whlch 1nterme'-i
fested me - very: much that I called a meetlng the followmng

;fMonday,_and as a- result we had a tremendous overflow of



'-veterans from Mlddlesex County from varlous veterans

- organlzatlons, and the flnal result of- that meetlng Was

_vthat:we-put forwardia-petltlonwwhlch-stated as~follows:1f"'

" We the unders1gned c1tlzens and voters of Mlddle».

sex County, support the follow1ng statement -of the Mlddlemf"f'

-Sex County Allled Veterans Assoclatlon,ﬁpuc‘_,‘;,”_

'vrvwe the veterans and taxpayers of Mlddlesex County,

n~vstrongly request that any change dns the assessment rate for""

lvalddlesex County result ln the veterans of Mlddlesex County

\
J

| belng able to malntaln at least the equlvalent amount of

'}{tax sav1ngs presently and deservedly avallable to thems"t- i

| Now,_accordlng to the flgures of New Brunsw1ck
‘.ig01ng back for the l960 rate and ratlo,‘lt was $7 46

. belng assessed at 30 per cent to us, 1t.would have been -
a‘sav1ng of $37 30 And 1n WOOdbrldge where they had a
“”Iratlo or rate of $l7 75 and belng a ratlo of 13 per cent nb‘
i",thelr exemptlon was $88 75 ‘vv
| Now with - the flat $50 there are many thlngs that kn-

':have to be taken 1nto conslderatlon. As ‘a: result of: an

artlcle ln the paper Monday nlght statlng that there was:ffv‘kail‘.

J golng to be- thls hearlng, I called an. emergency meetlng

oof the Executlve Board and as a result I am here to repre=
]

‘sent the Veterans of the Allled Assoclatlon and l have
. . \ .

simuch data on the desk over there Senator Wlth slgnaturesf'fsh5ff*‘*“

t:-and a lot. of other paraphernalla whlch I w111 forward over;gt”m

g to you,. I feel that we need a- contlnued study on thls’jV” |

l'matter,_ I have letters from the Board of Freeholders,‘“]gv”'“'

" the Mlddlesex County Board of Taxatlon? artlcles that
u‘were 1n the newspapers, and our slgnatures9 and I feel



that afctuai.iyvtﬁis needs a »-».coﬁ%tinﬁéd.;'Stiidyf,;béc,ause ; thetez -
,fare golng‘tovbe ‘many veterans Who are.- golng to be affected
iln_onegwayior;another, Seme may be gettlng more, some may
';be getting 1éss°, Xz feel that there sh@uld be a. medlan drawn
'jand that We need.a contlnulng study because,}assum;ng that |
Ewe get the flat $50 and eur rates keep gelng up, where Wlll 1‘;[1
f‘lt end?' So 1. feel that We d@ need actually a- contlnued h
Lstudy on- thls, Senatoro e | tv | | B
| SENATQR DUMONT° | well f@r yeur 1nf@rmat1@n I

Hcdon't know hcw you can do much m@re studylng than hasty_i‘,

»:already been done @n all @f these facets cf taxatlsn,

':partlcularly theapropertyftax07 I can. tell you that personally
#I part1c1pated in. three maJer studtes ln the last elght years
'fof the- entlre tax structnre of the Statey'and we- -are . abeut tQ‘
‘jembark-upon‘anotherlone,, N@W9 yeu can only study so leng,‘
1There comes a- tlme When you have to act and stop studylngoﬂ
‘tiOf course there are- golng te be veterans Who are gclng to
‘be. adversely affected cand- by thls $50 wnﬂt getwaswmuchdas
:"they would ln a munlclpallty w1th a. Low assessment percentage
fand a hlgh tax rateo There will. be ether veteransgwanv“=7
fbecause ‘the. assessment percentage ls hlgh =»take Haddonfleld
:for example ==»‘an,d the»rate of taxatlon ls lsw thelr veteran si'f
iproperty tax exemptlon means llttle or- n@thlng to them as L
-fcompared w1th what 1t did. before ‘that communlty and. @thers
-ywent on lOO per. cent assessment But THOW © that ceuntym‘
v*w1de unlfermlty leglslatlon has been psstponed Wlth no help
fﬁon my - part I mlght add for an@ther year? it slmply means |
Lthat each. communlty ls back on 1ts own basls and assess1ng
aat really any percentage it. Wants untll the ceurt declslen



s eomes along and says you'! ve got to go lOO per oent because

'f;Senator a»I have had artleles 1n the paper and trled to

,;that*s What the- present laW requlresoy So L don’t thlnk 1t’
- a. matter of - a- lot more study. The questlon is’ that lf we reh}
V_:g01ng to take a flat flgure at- all we have to take one that;
‘i'seems to represent an- average amount of equlty, bec:;ause'::;'.V_b'f»'»'v_{:f»”‘1 i

jnthere never w1ll be a stateWLde formula dev1sed 1n anythlng

“,that Wlll ‘treat everybody w1th eomplete falrness. Itijust,[ﬁ

glsn*t poss1ble : ‘ i T AT _
MR, GARLUCGI°’ ﬁWé;l;;ijAgree»Withfyéu;oﬁ rhat poi
. Senatorol": oo - SR : ; e :

SENATOR DUMONT-i» we are perfectly Wllllng'”o conmi

tlnue studylng thlngs but I must also remlnd you that ome'e,
rvday we have to. act on the study and not Just contlnue to N
: fjhave studles that plle up dust on the shelves some place;;hifoT
| - MR, CARLUGGI°11 May I say thls, that the MlddlesekjfL?;

‘ Gounty Board of Taxatlon Went on reoord for a 50 per cent o
V'ratlo 1n Mlddlesex Gounty.d What I meant on the contlnued

-study is- that I favor Assembly Goneurrent ResolutloanoonQﬁ

'myfor a.: eontlnued study on thlso. I w1ll tell you th ftruth

*ofarouse people, and hey have been aroused and some eouldn'tﬁ}'yﬁff"

afbe here to express thel"‘*feellng9 but certalnly there ls ‘ yfff;

R make one’ s feellngs k.nowno But I feel that thlSw

‘presentatlon by myself Senatorovfh'»

, SENATOR DUMONT» ' Thank you very muchk A
MR GARLUCCID-. I appreclate your cou“f;%‘*":‘
you.. May 1 forward 511 thls data7 -
o | *lfﬁ,ﬂ/i e



SENATOR DUMONT: - Whatever 'you wish,

I Willugéller;"Joséph P. Hanrahan, Vice Commander
of.the;AmerigangLegion;Departmgnt;@ﬁuNeW:Jersey;

JOSEPH P. HANRABHAN: Senator and
gentlemen, I,amﬂJosephsPﬁﬁHanrahan,aSJyou:annouﬁced¢and=1
am Viee-Cémmander;of'the.American»Legion,Department:of
NeW'Jenseywand.Ghairmangof;its“Veténans' Tax Exemption
Committee., | |

Sir, we are. opposing Senate  Concurrent Resolution
. Nob_15:forfsome~ofathe@reas®nsaexpnessed-by“the~immediaté
past:speaker. . We -feel that a further -study is. required.
1f IAunderstand.y@uwcgr#ectly,‘Senat@r,ay@u:sayﬁyou:havé
averaged,offithe:tax:rates;in:the=munieipaLities:efLthe
State.of New Jersey and.they roughly -came -close “to- $100
per~th0usand,.'IﬁjthatﬁgalgulatiQQFﬂsir@?didwnct:takewinté
account the-number - of veterans-in the various towns.er
municipalities,xthenjwe,have>a*£alse»basis:fr@m.which to
- strike .an-average. AE®rfimstancev?inuacQQuntyrasfwanren
there-were . approximately 4600 -applying for the veterans®
exemptiaﬁvAwhile~in:Bergén;Geunty-we»havex69,0007applYing
for ‘the: veterans' exemption. ;If:yguastrikevthoseérates
in the various c@untiesrwith@ut-applying;thevfaetornof
fhow:many»are=applying;fpr:theaexempti@nv;you-will,c@mgetg
a falsencélculation@v Foruiﬁstan@evesip§qinfthefcounty»@f
Warren there are -19 municipalities receiving. ever  $50 .off
their-tax:bill_anduﬁnlyjfour\tawns—underf$50,qtax dellars,
. off. Ofitheffaur:t@wﬁsvfea©h4i54©ver-$45¢y S@»for;a~c@unty
like Warremn, .where you.only have -4600 veterans .applying, you
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MR;uﬁANRAHAN: ; We,are»notnsayiﬁgg$75_as:aFfixed
figuréb From-dﬁr~studiesxn§W,4it;would;indigaté»thatf$75
would be a: falrer-a' ‘ _ -

SENATOR DUMONT:  Let me -ask you this: ‘Do you ‘want
 a flxed flgure er do you . Want to make-it on-a-sliding scale?

‘_ MR HANRAHAN° © We rwould rather have -it on-a- slldlng
‘scale but we W@n“t know What the "proper. -assessment figure
;shouldabefuntll.the Stateahas:settled,down,?whenfthls;entlre
.structure»which youﬁsa£d~y©u;have-beenaStudyinggfor~eight years
'.hés;been‘resol§ed;‘ | .

SENATOR DUMONT: Do you realize it may be -another
_-eight-or*ten,years:befareTfhere¢is:anyrsettlingvd@Wﬂ?

| | MR HANRAHAN,“ It may be, sir, Fifty-dollafS‘WOuld
not be a ‘help to: us ‘right now; we are getting more -than- $50;
-a great number of veterans ‘are -getting more :than $50.
SENATOR DUMONT: = Yes, and a great many are -.gettijng
less: tooo_ ‘ o v L .

- MR, HANRAHAN Iﬁ_ybu;will;gmunt-thefnumber;df S
vetefang,ﬂSIE,;gsswe»havevbeen,d@ingy;inrthefvarious
counties, youtwilluﬁind that~thef@verwhelming’number:isvf
getting,mpre than:$5an0W~fo:theirftax%billuon‘thef$500gf~
assessment. | : _

SENATOR" DUMONT° ,:Butgﬂofmcgurse,,ifxthefpresent,;_

: léw:issenﬁ@roed;1n~the State, ,as the-courts have: indicated
‘they}willgAﬁamely,fforcingaeyerything,t@1100,pergcent.
assessing,;you:rgalizewthat;everyﬁveteranvwill beagetting
ie-sxsth:ana$50o |

MR. HANRAHAN: That's Tight. We are not interested

| 10



1n the see~-saw between the rate .and -the- assessment, s1r "Wes‘
_are 1nterested .in ~the results° That's why we - thlnk that if

it’s resolved Wlthln the year, as:we- thought lt would be .a 'j

~month-or 50 . ago, that $75 would be closer to our. $50 as lt:iﬁlvv |

‘was many, many - years ago,. That $50 is. no- longer Worth $50 |

ias you can- readlly understand An- the market° Untll 1t 1s

kresolvedtnweﬁfeelfthat:thlsg;sfnotwthe?rlghttanswer,~;$50>1:,fff"u

cflat.,

SENATOR DUMONT' Wéll Would you rather have the'

o law left the Way 1t is today than have any ehange made?

- MR, HANRAHANt No, there has to be a change°

Hlf the law- 1s golng to change _and . you are gslng to 1ncrease.l._sf

- the assessment, the»rate—WLll reduse.~'When the rate 1s
reduced the Veterans* exemptlon goes down Wlth 1t ;We;fdf“ !
'wthlnk there ‘has to. be -a further study to determhne mvat
least give .us- what'we are- gettlng now - approaeh that area,ih
,,But $50 'is:under- what we are gettlng now greatly under,vh
SENATOR DUMONT° | -;Allg r_.lgh..t Well then, speakln‘g;‘ii -
;forvthekvete:rans~ofvthe:State@.and..Mr° Garlucel was - alklng o
. for-his. organlzatlon, you would rather have, for the present‘
Aat least .no-change - 1n the present law =-Just have the study.;f
,wcontlnuedt Is. that rlght7 h | s | . R
| MR, ’HANRAHAN° : Yes9 beoause it w111 be.two'yearsh
;at;leaSt' as we -see- lt before the - present law - l"ll, h L
SENATOR DUMONT° Well, asa matter of ﬁact& it Was
Lour. 1ntentlon to . leave lt Just the Way lt was . untll We had .
_actual~Worktngwexperlenee wtth Ghapter 51 oﬁ the Laws of l960
t Inasmueh as.a- maJorlty -of the Leglslature ln b@th houses
~and - the Governor have deereed that we are not gotng to get.

B




any working experience for a while with Chaptér 51, the
 problem now arises as té what the courts will do with
enfofcing fhe bld law, which]itérally"interbreted means
assessing everything - personal, és well as real property -
- 100 per éent," |
Ndw,:ifvthaﬁ happgns:in‘a Widespfeadlway acfoss
New Jersey, and -it can Very“qwickly,.then of course your
$500 exémptibn isn‘t going to be Worth $50 to any veteran.
MRQNHANRAHAN:”‘ We fealize that,fsir; And you may
‘have that situation fo? one year Where‘the Vetéfan will take
a beating under enforcement of the 100 per cent ratio, How-
ever, it can be easily and quickly corrected by the Legislature
for the following year. We &o lose a greét amount in one year,
but we.don't Want.to be coming back here year after year
negotiating, and that’s:Whatfwill~be»happening.to us -if you
give us a.flat réte of $50. As soon as that $50 nQ_longer
appears to be $50, in view of the increasgvin the rate of
taxétion; we will be back:-here negotiating_like Unions de
with_Management'=~every“year,Lookimg f@r,an increase. You'll
get to hate ‘to see us; yoﬁfll bebsarry to see us, and it will
be years before we getba ohan@e tO - |
SENATOR - DUMONT : Well, . the mainvthingll want. to
get is y@ur*positibn; and you would rather have the law left
theiWay‘itfisvat the present tim@;~£©r thg-timeebeing,at
least. ' | _ | : |
| IMRQJHANRAHANz Yes, and watch'it very closely.
SENATOR . DUMONT And thatt®s the position of the
American Legion Department of New Jersey, right? You are

12



- speaking on their behalf, _

. MR. HANRAHAN: = Yes. ’Wérprefer~that:you‘leaveait
the Way'it.is and. if you must peg it ét a flat rate, we-say
now 3$75 as. a minimum., ‘ | | ,

| ,SENATOR;DUMONTﬁ But I am;talking about leaving
it.as:itﬂis; which means\the $500ﬁproperty_ﬁax:exemption
,just.aS-itvis¢innthe Gomstitution-today. . That would be. leaving
‘the law the way it is. |

MR, HANRAHAN:  Yes, I understand that.

SENATOR™ DUMONT:  Now,. is that what your position
~1s right now? | | |

MR;,HANRAHAN:_ :Rightvnqé,,sinc¢~the-change/invthe |
tax structure istgoing,to:be:poétpdned,:weéwould rather stay
~with that 50 per cent rate.

 SENATOR;DUMONT: | Andwthat:isvthe‘positionaof the
AmericanaLegionyDépartmentvof:New Jersey., .Right?

MR, HANRAHAN: Right. | |

SENATQR'  DUMQNT = Thank you very much.

Now, as:long as we-on:. the veterans'® position, let's
hear from Mr, Vimcemt‘Brinkerhofffof'Graﬁford~who~is.the
Secretary  of the Legislative Committee of the Veterans of
"Foreign Wars. |

VINCE N3Tj,1BleIgN;KCEiR,H»diF*F: Thank: you
for'this,opportunity'tohspeak,.Senéth, .Ivam.the:official
representation. of the Veterans of Féreign Wars, Department of
. New Jersey. We represent about 50,000 veterans, including our
Auxiliary. We have a.vital.inteﬁest.inAﬁhis morniﬁg*s public
‘hearing; namely, that of the veterans' exemption on the-real'
estate taxvon.propgrty, |

13



We are sure that back in. the early 20?5, when the
Legislature of a grateful'State:gfantedvthié exemption;in
the form of a $500 exemption from assessed value, that they
did not intend that it should decrease in value or otherwise
become dissipatéd by subsequent feassesSmemt’or~reappraisal
laws or court rulings.  With‘the»new'lOO per cent assessment
~law or -a percentage thereof .set by'various‘c@unties,«whigh 
- has been postponed for a year but which will-eventuallygbécome
the law;,if n05ChangeS»are»made,»the actual,aollar’value.of
“exemption.will be reduced, and in those cdunties ﬁhich have
- gone to the full 100 per cent theaexemptionzwiil virtually
disappear; lf;no:changesvare’madé,vansituationlwill develop
where a veteran in some counties will enjoy an exémption
very close to $1009 and a veteran.in-those-counties which have
gone. to 100 Péracent.agéin will be down below $10. . So it is
- for this reason thaf the VFwaendorses:the:blanket_dollars
~and: cents exemption as opposed td‘an'exempti@n fr0m”the
asseésed value,

. With a flat:exémption»every'veteramy regardless
of the gé@graphic location within the State, would enjoy
t:he-.sam.e-éxem.ption° Howevery:we.wauld,like an 0pp0rtunity
to-discﬁss further the 350 figure, as my two friends from
uthe.other veteramé?fwfganizati@ns have mentioned;

Wé-féelﬂthat the present average exemption is
ﬂpunning:higher than '51550o In this:fieldvagain\wevare;not
.éeekinglfurther_benefits,,but we don't wént'to‘lose‘thase
‘we already have,

J_,Thank.you-very’muéhu

14



SENATOR DUMONTe' well “now, you. flgure that the

$50 amount is actually too lowo, ,v'b .hbh'hp |

| MR BRINKERHOFF°;  well in my countyref Unlon R

,Whlch is the only study I haye partlclpated ln persenally,,\r
and. 1nc1dentally I am: plnchhlttlng for a- person who 1s -

~ better: versed in thls than I am. because he lS ln the o fi

ahospltal, and I know that in, Unlon County the flgure'lslp_”“"

higher. S | e i
| ‘H | | .SENATOR~BUMCNTE “Have &ou arrlved at- any ftgure as i-
' /to What you thlnk it: ought to be?‘n : : h_ ;nvv | S
MR, BRINKERHOFF° '*N‘ sir, 1 haven’t‘ |
SENATOR DUMONE Statew:.de° So your pesltlon pvﬁim
" then, and you speak today ln behalf of the VFW‘ rlght7 E
SR MR  BRINKERHOFF? I certalnly do. ..'. o
R SENATOR DUMONTe”‘ Department of - New Jersey,t New;‘f;_
your p081tlon then 1s a. llttle dlfferent from the Amerlcan |
;Leglon s. . You don't Want the law to remaln Just exactly as
lt 1s at the present tlmes or: do you? - _f‘h ; _ o
MR BRINKERHOFF.e You d@n't mean: thls new lOO
,per cont. | | il jv. ,e. _ nr ﬁf“,
SENATOR DUMONTov_ti am talklng about the $500
property tax exemptlon whlch Wlll vary all over the place

‘,dependlng upon the percentage of assessment

MR. BRINKERHOFF°  Well, ;as lt's been there A

Jhasn’t'been any-obgectlon; I‘mean? slnce the war, s1nce'”
.most of us got out of the Serv:L.ce° There haven't been too-j“’
-many controverSLal arguments about 1t but naturally lt

came. to. 1lght when thls new lOO per cent assessment %antf

__through, startlng with thls lltlgatlon 1n Mlddletown, I L{';f-:_‘



believe it was.  This is what we d0n§t_wént, and we\havé'td
. see it p@stponed for a year B :

But as to the law as it stands now - I am: talking
about the one that was granted_ln_l923, I belleve lt wasvm
«therevdoesnft:seemAtd be any argument there;:lnxgther Words,
;We-havé.been going éloﬁg with-th@bex@mpti©n~§ear:in and yéar
-out. But with this new law I guess lt 's 61 --is that what

woul. mentloned7 -
| SENATOR. DUMONT 3 Ghapter 51.
MR BRINKERHOFF° - thls is not. equltable through-

:out the State becausena4manzlnvBurllnthH‘whoa;s assessed
~at 30 per genthould-receive $100 =.alth©ughfwe Would be .
hesitant to take it from”him_a‘and‘avmaﬁ.in.Monmouth who
is assessed at 100 ﬁer-gent wou ld. realize»seven\or eight
dollars, and we- feel that d@esn’t make much: sense.

‘SENATOR DUMONT° Well, 0f’@®urse,_und@rschapter
51, each County Bopard of Téxati©n had~nine:différent
.options,ifPQm.zo per‘cént to: 100 per;@ént,,to:use; whereas
the present law of the State, if enforced. by the @@urts,
~and there is-every‘indication.it.will beejwill require 100
.per‘céntrevery pléceavilnawther words,vdonft make any
mistake about the old.Iaw;ithe.Qld laW9 When;literally
 interpreted'= and that.is-fhe law presently‘inseffecttnow,}
in viewiaf’this p@stponement %-requires 100 per cent every=
-where - on. land and bulldlngs, on. maehlmery and - equlgment |
- and. on- 1nventoryo-

UMRQHBRINKERHOFFﬁ In thatAevent,.y@ur $500
exempti@ﬂ:just disapﬁears.. | -
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SENATOR DUMONT:  Right.
MR, BRINKERHOFF: And this 'is what we donft:want
..tb»see-happen; .

SENATOR: DUMONT : Thatis'exactly why, in the -
passagevof:Ghapter-Sl,.wevwerertrying_te:give'the county
‘boards of taxatiOn‘nine,difﬁerent-options,théy;could.use’"
that would affect the entire @@ﬁﬂties,anot justithe particular
‘municipalities.

. MR, BRINKERHOFF: ;Our-stand»is-% take. a flat -
exemption, but we—d@nft'feel that 3$50.1is adequate.

SENATQR DUMONT: - All right.  And you haven't
~arrived at what you think a fair figure should be.,

'MR ., BRINKERHOFF: : No, sir, we haven't.

- SENATOR DUMONT: So,. for the present then, your
position.is that you would rather leave 3500 property tax
~exemption as it is until there has been:further study? Is
that correct? v |

MR,:BRINKERHOFFZ . I am-not sure: that we under-
~stand one another, Senator., The way it's been going, as
"I explained before, since the law when it came into effect
in 1923, it seems to be satisfactory. . No one has objected
until this new court ruling of 100 per cent, and. this is
what started the acti@nyland I am sure-that was the case in
all the other organizations. We know that that would not
be good. We don't want the- $500 exemption to become a:$6.00
actual cash saving. It wasnft meant that way when it was
given to us back in the 20's, and we don't think that anyone
today should return it to such a thing.
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SENATOR DUMONT: Well, you see, all that the

court ruling did was to say that as long as you arévgoing
to.have,this law, you have got to start enforcing it.
What had happened was that.wé»had,it but nobody paid any
-attention to it until the original Switz case was decided.
.That's why we got into the study of trying‘to:change the
present law and resulted in Chapter 51,

,Wéll,;I think,ﬂif,I,amzclear'onryour'position;

- the VFW, then you are not quite in agreement with the
-~ American Legion.

. MR, BRINKERHOQFF: Wé~dOnft;seemitoibeatoovfar
apart. ‘

HSENATOR\DUMONT:',;Yoﬁfre'not.too;far apart, but
you are more inclined to go for a blanket exemption, pro-
viding it's a.fair figure, which you don't think $50 is.

MR. BRINKERHOFF: That's exactly-our stand.

SENATOR;bUMONT: - And you are more inclined to
- go for it more quickly than apparently the American. Legion
s, |

,Mﬁo.BRINKERHOFFz ‘Well, Ijm:not at liberty7to
expound..onxthat,six‘°

SENATORZDUMONT: All right.  Thank you very
‘much, We: appreciate your coming. -

f-Rwss‘ellaWilSOnc Russ, are you going to»repre;
- sent the League of Municipalities on this?

"RUSSELL WILSON: vSénator7 as usual
I'm wearing a couple of hats, but basically it's the League
of Municipalities.
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- SENATOR DUMONT: - Q.K. . I might say befere:Mr, Wilson
begins, I think the. credit fdr‘&;gges‘t:ﬁng_a.-fla‘t..,|‘:TJ';gu,r°e-.-'=
at least as far as I'm concerned - the first time it was ever
‘suggested to me at. least, came from him; that is, a flat
dollar deduction or a flat dollar amount. And I have always
thought,hby.the.way,;thatﬁit\madeva lot more sense than. these
- exemptions that fluctuate all over the place, depending upon
the assessments. So we might have delayed doing anything
about it for a.while --we would have delayed.it until we got
some WOrking‘experience under Chapter 51 if Chapter 51 were
- going to take~effect9"butﬂsince'it.ﬁsnfthfor at: least a year
and-a half or a year and three-quarters, and maybe even
. beyond that, was the reason why we thought maybe we cught to
try to bring this thing to a;head.by using these suggestions,
which were not necessarily in the same dollar amounts,. but
by using the basic idea that whas. advanced originally, as far
as I am concerned at least, by this witness |

Go right ahead now, Russ.

., MR, WILSON: Y<Thankvy0u; Senator. . For the record,
my name-is R, T. Wilson, Assessor of the City of East Orange?
and Chairman of the Tax Study Committee of the League of
"Municipalities,

Senator, at the outset I would like to take this
opportunity to.extend.the gratitude and thanks: of the League
.of Municipalities and the Assessors Association to you
-personally-and to those of your colleagues who so manfully
stood up to the postponement of. Chapter 51. This, I think,
was a-somewhat irresponsible act on the part of the majority
- of the Legislature, and I think it has set back the
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“J_pGSitien,

”wg*more and more’ revaluatlens

g ef New Jersey hy many years.,

'tn:of taxatlon and property taxatlon 1n the State vt”:

But we are deeply’grateful te-f7? o

'?you for your courageous stand and to SenatorADeamer and

'tl”Senator Fox,_as Well as those members of the Assembly who :fjf[y[fb )

”?took a 31mllar stand

Senater‘ w1th respect to both of these b:Llls9

"the sen:.r;c1t1zens* and 1:he,_'»l'etelz'au:w.‘I e:;,em.ptlon9 I thlnk

q.fln the State of New Jersey;”

i
i

"fln fact I knowe hat the League has to take thls
31nce we do represent;fost ef the munlclpalltles

that the great maJorlty of the ‘?"“"

v;munlclpalltles w1ll be adveﬂsely affected by the bllls as.

, f'Vdrawnv and I refer prlnclpally to- the_amounts of $50 and $80

”eff_referred to thereln. h3' ;fﬁf?i”: 

‘”ffiof Munlclpalltles and the Awéessorss the preper approach t°

;ﬁ¢both these exemptlons would be thelr repeal rather than

‘_:ﬁthelr amendmento Hewever'“recegnlzlng the facts ef‘llfew‘q”j |

e we. have to take the chOlce of the lesser of somevet

The statlstlcs developed by the State D1v1510n

. f SENAT(IR DUMGNT,,,
, MR wxzsemo Well,

% Senator Was probably a 1959
L a 1959 or 1960 averageé}/» @f»

fjttmany munlclpalltles9 the'ave

tf?tﬁOf Taxatlon reveal that the average state tax rate in 1961

I stand corrected then9 Russ, ‘f;f jff::ﬁ'

I thlnk your $9 00 f:l.gure9

or 1960 average - mgre nearly

course9 Wlth the tendency:teward

and an lncrease ef the ratlos 1n,_

rage state rate is bound to head ;e%j;;]*ft‘

@f course from the standpel’J;ef both the League
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downward., However, in the interest of equity, and this some-~
times suffers, I think‘thexLeague~endOrses“the,principle
~of the bills; namely, the granting of a flat dollar exemption
.rather than.anaexemption;tied»tOvthe.assessmentso.'There are
.somevproblems that'willuarise“fromithe municipality's stand-
point;:namely,,hOWﬁtoahandie-thiS‘for’county equalization
purposes. . I believe this will call for some additional
- legislation: if these bills carry. At the present time, of
course, exemptions are deducted-for:county;équalization aﬁd
there will have to be ancther method by which the tax dollar
can.be-taken:intofconsideration:f@r:county;equalization
purposes, and I am sure you will recognize this, sir.

In the overall, I think:we have' to take the
position that while we favor the bills in their principle,
we wduld-rather~see»thewam@unts.tiedAt0'th@~average state
tax rate. .This, we feel frankly, is a benefit to the
veterans beéauéex@f the trend toward a. lower tax rate
. throughout the State.
”Now,.while We;area@nathe»subject;@f amendment
. of thexconstitution\with respect to veterans? exemptidns?
I would like to suggest that we will probably never have a
better opportunity-to include as.an amendment one which would
limit this exemption to veterans currently residents of
. the State but who were residents at the time of their
© induction or enlistment. = Now, I do not propose that
~ veterans who are now receiving’ the “exemption would be
'denied,,but.l would hope that we might provide for an
amendment: that would prohibit the granting of ‘an exemption
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henceforth, which would apply to veterans who were not
residents of the State at the time of their entry into
the service,

Senator, IlbeliéVe:tbatbjustgabout conCl@dés the
- comments that I have noted here for the moment., There is
tone>©£herralternative-possibilityﬁthat might be given
some consideration, and this, of course, I'm afraid would
 be.adverse-t@'thezinterest.of'the.indi?idual'veterans,;but
-we.could, of course; leave the law as it now applies;
“namely, the 3500 assessment exemption, but tie that to the
~equalized value of the municipality. Now,. this would, of
course, have the effect of materially reducing thewvalué_‘
- of the exemption to the veteran, |
That®s all I have to proffer, sir.
SENATQR' DUMONT : If a flat dollar amount is used,
~do-you think these figures are approximately fairy. based
>up®n the average tax rate of the State,_Or,dovyou\think
they are‘too.high;ér too low?
| ‘MR, WILSON: :WEll;.the average tax rate in. 1961,
Senator, was $8.77. Now that would translate to roughly
- $45 for the veteran and 3$60 for the~senior-citizeﬁ, and T
think that would be far fairer to the municipality. ﬁ

. SENATOR: DPUMONT: Do yOukprefgr a flat figure
over a sliding scale? |
MR, WILSONz' I think-l‘doygsiro

SENA.TOR_DUMONTo You do. Personally, I like your
- idea abOut,limiting_the exemptions henceforth to veterans
-who -entered the service:in,NveJerséyé
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vMRO,wILSONz . This W@uld,Qver@@m@’manyjabjectiQHS
that Welhaveiheard~for many ‘years. . i}d@n‘tfhonestly o
believe it was the intention of the Legislature when it
. firét graﬁted this exemptiQn,to:inclﬁde veterans from other
- states. _Manyylés:you knoW,,ffomicaliformia,andzother'states
~recelve state bonuses.

. SENATOR DUMONT: Right.

DONALD MORRTISSEY: I would like
to ask along on thét:parti@ular‘p@int;= you more- or- less
touched on it: The law provides: that veterans from other
- states moving into New Jersey do not receive the benefit
~of the exemption,

. SENATOR’-\ DUMONT: . No, it. d@esr;fto

'MR. MORRISSEY: The law nmow provides they do not
now receive 1it. v

. MR, WILSON: - No, I'm .sorry, sir, = The pfesent,
law allows the exemption to any veteran as long as he is
currently a resident of the State. My proposal would
limit.this;exempti©n~to;the:veterans;@f.the:Stateiat.the
time of: their induction or enlistment - not retroactive,

. I might add. I would have it cut off as: of the effective

~date of this act, | v
,MRQUMORRISSEYE The impression I got was: that

- you meant that the veterans from out' of thekState.who were

not:reéidents\of the State at the time of their induction

‘would receive the full benefit of the exemption., v

., MR, WILSON: They now do,. sir. My proposal. is
that they~be.ex¢ludeda |
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SENATOR ﬁUMONT°‘ Are there any other questlons?
By ‘the way, I meant to announce this in thev' t

.beglnnlng If any - of - you have any questlons you want to ask

ri;of any of the Wltnesses9 lt 1s perfectly all rlght so. long
'yas they are- pertlnent to. hls testlm.@ny° o |
‘_Thank you very much Mr., W:Llsono ‘

MR HANRAHAN May 1 ask a . questlon Senator?. :
'*.‘VSENATOR DUMONT Surelyo' L ”
v'tMR HANRAHAN Dld your rate of 87. 7 per. thousand
- take lnto conSLderatlon the number @f veterans ln the :
bvarlous towns or countles? o B

| 'QMR,'WILSON: : No, slr, lt does not |

- MR, HANRAHAN., It ls Just a- flat rate° ’
',vMR; WILSON° ThlS is' just the average of the

;varlous munlclpal rates thraughdut the State,.and it does ’
| _

o -not take lnto conSlderatlon the number of veteranso B

MR, HANRAHAN And by taklng 600 mun1c1pa11t1es:=

’-d1v1ﬂlng by 600, you.get that rate7 _ "} |
| »MR  WILSON: Yes =~567 W@uld be more - exactv‘

SENATOR 'DUMONT : é:Mr; thson7 by'the Way, Wasy

vAsSesssr5in'EngleW00d f0r7ﬁany-years'before-he‘went to o

fEast Orange,. so- he has. had experlence in. Bergen County,h

s Mr. Hanrahan9‘as Well as. ln Essex. B

All rlght Mr° Morrlssey,. |

‘DONALD T’;‘g[» MORR T ss E Y: My--n'aiﬁe" L

: ;1s Donald T. Msrrlssey9 Trenton and I speak today strlctly

‘_as an 1nd1v1dual taxpayer @f the Glty of Trentongb

. I am: very much concerned with the trend toward

.reXEmptions'bothgf@rumeterans,gold,age,vgerhapsztomorrow
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.w1dows follow1ng those who perhaps are- lndustrlal casualtles,‘
vand what have you ~and- I am wonderlng what's golng tor become

«of the:taxpayers° The Leglslature s pollcy of lnflletlng

1upon mun1c1pallt1es mandatory leglslatlon for these exemptlons"

‘is: gradually maklng lt more dlfflcult for all of our tax-’v
payers of. the City of Trenton both young and old | J
I have some. flgures here,, I go back to the year i
A1911 We- had approx1mately $2 786 OOO of - exemptlons for
‘church and eharltleso Slnce that tlme 1t has rlsen to
~i$14 495 OOO of exempttons for church and charltles, rThe;"
tax: rate has rlsen from the year 1911 from approx1mately
- %3,00.1in- our clty to $10 12 for the year 1962 I am
Awonderlng Just how much further can- the Leglslature go: in |
flnflletlng addltlonal mandatory leglslatlon on . our munlclmv7”j
':palltles. |
| ' The pr1nc1ple in: the two bllls under dlscuSSLon
CACR 14 and 15, of llmltlng the amount granted to the aged
- people.and to: our 01tlzens ls a good one° You'recall |
},Senator that at a: prev1ous hearlng 1 dld advocate a’
wllmlted amount or a maXLmum amount to our veterans and
t0>our aged people9 but I don*t thlnk thls lS the proper
- way of. handllng aid to our veterans and to our aged
_.c:.t:Lzens° LI would llke to see set up in. New Jersey a j:'
“sectlon of several of. our large eountles where there 1s:fQ
'.nplenty of land where a veteran LOT an aged CLtlzen could
epurehase in ‘that partlcular county9 set up almllar to :
L our Trenton HouSlng Authorlty, where the property ls notﬁ
uxsubgect to our tax laws° The aged people could purohase “
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~within this community a piece.of ground, either for a
.permanent:homesor:for a traiiler, and. the-only tax that
they would be subject to would be the local corpus tax.

. They would pay"no éounty'tax'nor.any-schowl tax. . In this
way they would be taken out of the city itself. OQur cities
are: hurt by our veterans andnour»aged,people, Qur cities
are becoming slowly but surely cities of old buildings and
-old people.

. Personally, I think our whole tax order is rough,
because: we - -inflict perhapS»SS per cent of the cost of local
' government-upon:thefbacks»of.the persons: who happen to
- own: a home., .As.a result, property is getting depressed
in the market place due to the rising ta#:rateS'thp@ughbut
the State-ofNveJerseyn

,Thatfs.ab@ut-all,l,have;tOzsayy_Senatof, The
tax system, I hope and pray, will be changed in the very
near future so:that:our’taxeStwill,app;y~on'tangible
property, income, or sales, orswhat:have.you9 but let’s
. get. it off the backs-of the people. These continued
,exemptians~are)not the answer to: our situation.

.. SENATQR DUMONT: I couldn’t agree: with you more,
er,:Morrisseya..Thé tax:structure does have to be changed,
. but-as long as we-continue t@ihave soaringvproperty'taxes
which are already the highest in the natien, the more
 pressure we. are- going t@-have;here.foruadditional éxemptions
and new exemptions, etc, . That's the problem. that we face,

MR, MORRISSEY: . - The only thing I have to say,

. Senatoer = an.additional thought occurs to me - is that
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the principle of the retail sales tax is not the whole
answer., I would.suggest: for your consideration the

- establishment in New.Jersey-of a-transaction tax which.
.Would‘touch;all.property‘froﬁ'the»pointHOf production to
the point .of ultimate consumption, It would also tax
~servigces rendered.in this State, stocks and bonds as well,
.so>that;the-bdrden.Wouldﬁbe taken off of real estate. 11 '
~would go: a.step-further and say the time must come-when we
amustvlimit,the.taXtrategupon;real,estate,-

.SENATOR;DUMONT; - Well, I thinktactually.that
was.tried~in;New:JeESey"about_45 years ago. '

" MR., MQRRISSEY:  .IfthinktWe:didHhave avlimiggd
tax rate in this State under the term of office of former
- Governor Stokes. |

SENATQR' DUMONT =ItuW©rked~so'badly that it was
repealed., That's the story at least, |

. MR, MORRISSEY: Well,. it only -worked badly.against
the peliticians, not. against the ones who happened to. own
property. .

- SENATOR DUMONT:  Be that as:it may, you elect
the politicians, as you describe. them.

_MR, WILSON: :Could I be permitted to correct |
for the record a statement that I made?

- SENATOR' DUMONT : ;Gertainlyszro Wilson,

. MR. WILSON: VItswasﬂin»res§©nsevtO'the question.
‘raised-by" the gehtleman.reéregentimg thexAmefi@angLegion
~who:-had asked about. the average tax rate, 1 gave rather a
‘wrong answer to- that. Actually the average state;tax.rate
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" is arrived at by taking all of the amOunu;to:bévraised~by
taxation, logal property tax, and.dividing;it-by"the
aggregate  ratables of the State; in other words, it is not
v on‘an.ipdividual.munigipality'basis‘butvthe.total ﬁo;be
. raised by taxation =i-you::‘»il_@;c;‘a]_»p’:c*’op@r“t?y31._::::1}:‘‘l:.:'hrc't:l.g]:mu,t the
"State.divided“by'the'total,statefratables’:to_arrive"ét;the-
vaverége&stateqratéo | | »
“MR,,HANRAHAN: - But you. still didﬂnotvﬁakeqinto
reonsideration the number -of veterans in. each municipality.
| MR, WILSON:  That: is éorrec"to - I knew that this
_WaS'your.point7.butnmy;bésic.answer’was a little misleadingo
”MR;’HANRAHANt They are not compatible practices
then is the peint I was making. ,Take”a;%ity'ﬁike:”Bohunk”
withutworQeteran3<and~their:ratefis.$20‘é'th@usand?nand then
take a;cityjlike‘Hob@kenxwhi@h.has 500 veterans, and.their
rate:offvthe tax bill is $60 - the two municipalities are
-not eompatibléou Yoﬁ.Sh@u;d.strikéﬂa‘ratio=or rate between
those two municipalities;.
 MR°,wILSQNz 'YOur,p@int:is‘perfeetly~valid°
MR, HANRAHAN:  The two municipalities are not
compatible. . Thank you. | | \
ASENATOR DUMONT§ . Now is there anybody else
‘who desires to be heard? |
:MRo;THOMASuMcGANNz - I would . like to. ask if you
.received a. statement that:was:sént“in to=theaCommitteeaor
-tolyouffr@m_Marryatt.Haines who - is the:Présidentfof:the
- State Assessors® Association, ”He-eould.ndt.beahereo
,SENATOR.DUMONT: lf'there.was?.l_dén*t’havevit
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"here, .The-only‘thing I have here is a statement from
‘the Township of Ocean  in .the County of Monmouth, which
- we Will,éLt.in the record.  But I don't have anything
frobm.A.Mr’,‘H_aineS*here° ,ﬁo*you want to speak: on his behalf?
MR, McGANN: :No, sir, I just wanted to be-sure |

that the=statementtwas;here,

,SENATOR;DUMQNTz_ We-can.add- it to the record
,Alater-ifvit comes:iﬁ,l i |

MRO_WILSON:' mIfZyQu.donft;have-it.already?.We
will submit.itvto you.,

- SENATOR DUMONT: All right, fine.

. Is thefe-anybody~eise? (No response)

IWEllv:Weahavefhere~a»ietter;fram;the Township
of Oceah9 Office of the Mayor, James J. Garrity, which
‘Will.bezentered-in:the~rec@rd.m»Monmauth;County - and the
statement is torthe-efféct»that'they:have.ad@pted»a
resolution: in the Township of Qcean: supporting the proposed
Amendments . as profitable and equitéblga The vote, according
to this resolution, was unanimous. | |

- These samplings that are-enclosed here with,th@
‘_letter9.takenvfrom.Regzngcean T@wnshipg;NeW’Shrewsbury.and
‘Long Branch,. indicate. - and Ikshogld_p@int out that Monmouth
County is;probably'theaonly'éounty'in the State that is on
a”fuli,lOO per’cent‘since.thexfirst;of this>year9>allrmuﬁ=
-lcipalities. . Is that right, Russ, that it is the only |
~ county, on a.countywide-bésié?':
‘MR, WILSON: : Cape: May,. Monmouth - and.Hudson,
- SENATOR DUMONT: They are all 100 per cent this
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'MR;,WiLSOﬁSh iﬁb;;Hudscn:hasrnottgdnehte:iOOH:_f
E‘per cent. .,‘ o ‘.i b_ v. R e o ,
SENATQR DUMONT°? But Gape‘may and Monmouth are'-‘t”-v
_at lOO per cent rlght now7 T ST .
MR WILSONO. I wouldn*t swear that all of
jMonmouth has actually reached the lOO per cent I thlnk
the record . cf the chnty B@ard would. shew that but I |
| fwould rather deubt that they have actually reached that ii
:am 1nformed by the. Local Property Tax Bureau that they |
A)?clalm to have gone to lOOIper cent thls yearo' -
| SENATOR DUMON'I‘."‘i Well then these feur communltles
vhln Monmouth, as they p@lnt @ut, at: lOO per cent the hlghest
1h‘value of a: senlor cltlzen s exemptlen ls ln New Shrewsbury -
at $29 52, and the. l@west isin- Ocean Tcwnshlp at $22;
v‘and as to the veterans, the hlghest is $18 ln Ocean Tcwnshlp
or $18 L5 in: New Shrewsbury, and’ the lowest atv$15, are ;.
at Red Bank and. Long Branch9 of these- f@ur ccmm.unlt:!.es°
;7So taklng a: sampllng here9 thls is . a typlcal Sltuatlon of“:
. what can happen in. a' lOO per cent county, and I thlnk we
'-should all. remember that ln VleW @f the - fact that the
.erlglnal Swttz case was . deCLded I thlnk on March ll 1957 .
there lS a geod chance that the Supreme Gourt in. any tax=.
| fpayer's actlon in. any county from n@w @n would say thatnthe'ﬂ
.present law must. be enforcedzuﬁ.that ccunty as’ avwhole
':Would'have~to-go»tolloo per‘cent And thls is an: example
{of what will. happen to these exemptlcns 1n any lOO per
'cent from now cn, because thls lS exactly what lsvhappening{h'
- incMenmouth’ right now,_hff | il |
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iSovthis:letterhwithtitsgattaehmentSrWilldbefmade'~
fa part ef: the record | | | L

Now I Want to ask one questlon here° we Ve had
[oppos1tlon ‘to any - change ln the veterans' property tax fﬁ“
?exemptlon for: the tlme belng until 1t be further studled
fls there any- opp081tlon here today to. any" change in. the |
Qsenlor c1t1zens*'property tax exemptlon to a- flat dollar ["h‘
.frate?‘f' : | :‘ | v; | :

| MR, WILSON: Not in prinmciple, only-to the
amount. IR R
“SENATGR DUMQNTQp_ To - the amount =»whlch you
“think. ought to be. $60 :Lnstead of $80 | |

“ R, WILSON: Gorreet |
SENATGR DUMONT°“ But other than that obJectlon
'1from the League of Munlelpalltles, is there any other_.
'_obJectton to changing the: senlor cttlzens* property tax
;exemptlon to: a- flat $80 as proposed in- thlS amendment?'”‘"'F
:fIS there anybody here today Who obJects to that? If so,.,ﬁh
{thls is the time to say . so. [No»response] Well _ then, T
Cmust - -assume. from the s11ence that there 1sn't any obJectlon‘y
ﬂto that but there is: obJectlon to changlng the veterans"””.
f property tax exemptlon at thls tlme w1thout further study‘
/-belng glven.. | ; o |
A MR BRINKERHOFFoyp You. didnft interpret‘our.
nremarks regardlng the- VFW as belng opposed to this: flat
‘deductlon, dld you? | _ - _ KRS
|  SENATOR DUMGN’I‘,, .-'No', 'bu't'-I gathered th‘at*you and
fithe Amerlcan Leglon want more study made and that you are
pmore ln favor of a- flat deductlon than the Amerlcan Leglon
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appears‘to*be but that neither onevof:you-at.this mpmentr
Wants a- change in the $500 property tax exemptlon° Ish
~that. rlght or wrong? : |
MR, BRINKERHOFFOV_'I am not ;,‘Eoming out
~directly that we are: satlsfled with: the old method :whlch
ridates back to the 20's,. but we- certalnly would not: Want to
fstand still: and have 100 per cent assessment go in, which
«1t will. if nothlng is done, as: was brought out. in. Red Bak

Where it is 315, L i;

SENATOR DUMONT : = But nntil]itndoes,wand~it has
jin;certa1n=count1es a~Monmsuthhis-onebandicape.May'apparently
fls about to.go to: 100 per. cent, and- maybe Hudscn is toso,
_tBut untll that is done, yeu stlll for. the tlme belng have

- open.’ to you the pOSSlblllty that each munlclpallty will

 set 1ts Lown. assessment. rat:Lo9 as: lt has done 1n the past

:by dlsregardlng'the present law untll such time as an .
‘_aggrleved.taxpayer comestalong,andssaysrthlssuasggotpto .
fstopnbecansezlfm being discriminated against:and~succeeds
biln prov1ng dlscrlmlnatlon, as: Mrs.. Switz did, and then
:forces that munlclpallty or maybe the entlre county up. to
»lOO_per:cent ,Whlchals the-llteral~Lnterpretatlon-of the
'ﬁpresent lan° Now, since: that has not: happened except ln»“
.a. few 1nstances, your pc51tlon I\would assume , for the
present would. be. to: leave the present‘$500 exemptlsn as- it
cis, and I know you: den't want ‘that to. happen if. there is a
change by ecourt declslons 1n llteral lnterpretatlcn of the
| present law ‘But, for the time belng, as I understand 1t -

‘now correct me. 1f I'm wrong, because I Want tc be right on
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lgthis‘vtysurfeséitionland-thefAmericanfLegionfs’isitd”leavefbi
it the Way it is pendlng further study and a llttle more o
-;experlence as to Just What is: g01ng to. happen ln the
f-future_° Is. that rlght7 E : C :

MR, BRINKERHOFF“V we want a dollars and cents

"sdeductlon as opposed to assessment deduotlon, and 1f $50

-fls golng to be it we. will. have to except lt but we don‘t

- thlnk.that,ls‘the average,z ‘ ' _

| _SENATOR_‘_ DUMONT: - ‘m, think it ought to be o

.higher; }} R | i o | | e

MR, BRINKERHOFF: Y Yes. e o
'SENATORFDUMQNT;rﬁ But you don't have any deflnltexl‘

~.f1gure yet as to what you thlnk it ought to ‘be, whereas"

llthe Legion: thinks. also that 1t ought to be hlgher and you ,

"thlnk the minimum ought to be $75 Mr Hanrahan,r:f!

MR, HANRAHAN: Yes, o

MR, MORRISSEYot:l I.am'a veEerAn -

”SENATOR DUMONT:’f So am 1 | o

‘.MR MORRISSEYQ“ " and I feel that the veteransv

~as a whole speaklng for all the veterans - as a- whole they -

‘would be far better off on a max1mum flat amount beoause 1tp,l,'

aflsn't fair to the veterans in my county9,1n Pennlngton ‘a
- veterans‘ exemptlon is worth $80, and- in: Trenton lt ls worth:!
approx1mately'$50. I don‘t know of any dlssenslon among
| thef?étérAﬁs‘sa;qthereﬁore, I don't thlnk there should be
p:any'more’moneyvpaid'out’in actual'dollars‘to a. veteran who;‘;

‘lives 1n Pennlngton and a veteran Who llves in the Glty of

-.Trentonor As a. W'hole9 the veterans would be far better off

Cif it were . on the ba8ls of eqnallty Where they would. all get”;5!”7"
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the same{amountg not'$80 up”thgre‘andb$50 in my city. In
fact, I have always qﬁesti@ned.whetherhit?s really legal.

SENATOR DUMONT:  Now, Mr., Carlucci; yqur-position'is_
pretty mﬁch:the'Sémé“as the American Legion“s and the VFW's,.
right? | : ” M |
Eﬁ,»CARLU001: Yes, Senator., ‘
SENATOR DUMONT : Do‘y@u,have,any'figure in mind as to
what you think this ought to'Be?"If yod think $50 is too low,
what do you think it ought to bé? |

MR, CARLUCCI: Well, as i see this, Senator, we
discussed it on the floor prd and con, and I made our
position known, the old see-saw battle = high ratioy low
~rate - high rate, low ratio, . We cannot say that we have
25 municipalities in Middlesex County - we cannot say that
even if New Brunswick is getting more than, say; another
township - we feel that you should still keep what you
have, We feel that under the present setup, we havevnaﬂ
choice but to try to keep what we have until"something:,}
does come along where everybody 1is treated equal, bgcags39 as
you‘Stated9_this has for years been studied and Studied;
‘But in this‘cas"ze9 as long as we ‘have this,AsSembly,Na, 9
study bill here, I favor it in the final analysiéé.the
final blowg‘becauSe certainly we are all being affected by
it, I might say this, Senatdrz A veteran who does not own
a home in New Jersey, what benefit'dgesxhe get? He gets.
nothing. He hés‘to own something., He may get his peddler?s
license; he may have ot@er benefitsgvbut as a whole a
veteran who doésn“t own a house or own property, personal or
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otherﬁise.=‘What:benefit:doés;he get?

SENATOR DUMOﬁTt Now, corréct me if I'm Wrdngy g
but, as I understand it, this exemption has alwayé Béen
applied to personal property if you didn't own. land or
-buiidingso -Right? |

. MR, MORRISSEY: - Real  and»personal; ,

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, yes. So that everybody

has-fufniture,,or almost everybody. . ' |
 MR;,GARLUQGI:' In-NeW.Brunswiek,:we have- no

personal - — i
| SENATQR - DUMONT = ‘Right. We left that up to
\iocalvOptiono That was the one pért;offChapter 51 that
' is effective, and a municipal-body'could-in:its;optioh
~do. away with thatghéuseholdlgoodSttax;iffit Wantéd~t0,
. by ‘resolution.

3~ ; MRO,CARLUCCIé - We are saying, in-other»words,
Seﬁétor, again to keep what we have and if it means that we
are going along . with the American Legion for a maximum
and the VFW, certainly. I will say this, Senator, the
Middlesex County Allied Veterans Association has not been
~issued corporation papers-and~what'have you,  This was so
fast that the organization that we.dg have, and the
organization-that‘I_bélong,to ahd‘other organizations felt
that someone had to do something and, as I will turh_Ovef
to you, I have stuck my neck.out.lbcaLly in tryihg‘to
_arouse the veterans as to the veterans prblem,,and;thét»l
"have. done, and certainly Whatever:flbwers may come my'way
"1s due to the work: of Neil Gallaghéf,‘a reporter on the
Home News. . I took up Where~he.left»off and pursued the
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‘]'course,, I am an offleer ef the organlzatlon and I have

  facted 1n the 1nterest of everyenen,   ﬁ??, ‘_

SENATOR’DUMGNT*”- Doesn“t that Assembly Resolutlon

"fgthat you are referrlng to assxgn thls study to the State Taxf?ﬁQ 3 x5}_7f'

 nP°1lGY Commlss1on7} [':>w“>’ |
| MR  GARLUGCT: Yeso.»..?.. ET T |
SENA’I‘@R DUMON‘I‘~ thwght it dld becadge* o

’ut'practlcally every resalutlong‘hat cemes 1n a531gns us" samewﬁ"?”;?a

,ithlng to studyo j;;ﬂf f‘[}*,ﬁjf;“' o R
| MR MBRRISSEY° Senater 1 Was Wonderlng 1f’the

ffveterans erganlzatlon of NewiJersey speaks for the veterans’f,{~f

-fifof Prlnceton Townshlp, I flnd 1n Prlnceton Townshlp a taij;ﬁ

13,;trend ‘ﬂ:fm  {yi~?:u': “‘ 1.

;rate of $2 129 so the veteran.s8 exemptlon 1sn“t warthLmuchf if¢f@   Dq'

 ;1n that townshlp, If lt were $50 flat they would beneflti ,fv

: con31derably, I thlnk lt weuld be m@re ar 1ess equallzed s

| :}fthrougheut the State ef New Jersey. That seems to be the f  7;.1f*~'

Y

- I

MR ,,CARWCCI° ’ YeS but by th,e same ';.len you may -

?7‘have areas'where some are gett:l.ng9 say9 $28 and golng

’*ﬂiup ta $59 would mean an 1ncrease for them., As 1 stated

. ,here, in Wcodbrldge on the 1960 rate7 they were up to $88 o

>'fﬂhand 1f 1t Were a: flat $50 to them lt“s a lass,r"°

MR MORRISSEY.»7 WEll somebody has t@ take a loss.}fr‘r

SENATGR DUMQNT There are some communltles ln ‘M,,bg__i s

uwaew Jérsey where fhe present tax exemptlon ls warth over
S a hundred dollars to a veteran but we cannot take the

;:hlgh flgure and make that appllcable all over New Jersey, : ,u

HTHI said before, and I“ll say lt agalng_there never Wlll be



a statew1de formula that treats everybody w1th complete"
falrnessg and nobody 1n thls State is genlus enough to
1nvent one° _ j o _ o .

MR, fHANRAHAN; My polnt was that accordlng to :1:
v statlstlcs the greater number of veterans are over.the b
$50 beneflt mark rlght now° An overwhelmlng number aref‘
rece1v1ng more “than $50 rlght now. It has to be studled
along those llnes - how many veterans w11l be "upped"'and v
how many veterans will come down° You Wlll flnd the greater
_number of veterans Wlll be reduced to $50 In one town in .'.
Monmouth County a veteran receives $215 off hls tax blll |
There are only four towns9 or flve townsg ln that Whole
 county, of Monmouth m[“'”’ | | | | o _ |
SENATOR stNTg. : Démt ‘vou'think that at" 375

there are golng to be many more veterans ralsed over what

"the $500 now means to them than Wlll be lowered?

MR HANRAHAN°’ Noy 31r°7 Qur flgures 1nd1eatejgb
1t lS in. the low seventles rlght now* the average flgure
of the veterans lS in the 1ow seventleso ,

SENATOR DUMONTQ. All rlght Anythlng else7 |

WILLIAM H,._‘HUTGHINSONO -,»,_May
I congratulate you on the stand you have taken on Chapter 51

_  Iam an assessor from,RlvePSLde Townshlp in’ "‘

Burlington Gounty°, We Would go. 1n favor of the $509 prOm‘
v1ded that it takes care of the men who entered the serv1ee
orlglnally from the State of New Jerseyo‘ Down in South
‘Jersey we have an 1nflux of fellows comlng over from <
Pennsylvanla who have already reeelved‘thelr pen310n9 and
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hdwe are needlng hundreds of thousands of " dollats,bas far‘
dtias we are concerned down there to take care of these 7-
;?fellows in thls partlcular 1nstance.' Now9 the same thlng
Vwapplles Wlth regard to the men who have now passed the
7;age of 65 years comlng over here and buylng property Wlth
he ldea of - gettlng the addltlonal $800 exemptlon,,.h, |
" | SENATOR DUMONT*id Where are you from, Mr,h '
idHutchlnson?‘: | L ‘,‘b. R -
o MR.. HUTCHINSGN;' “Riverside, New Jersey.
MR HANRAHAN v May I add one more word from the
h’Amerlcan Leglon,’ We are thankful for all you. have done
;rfor the veterans of New Jersey. We are an apprec1at1ve lot

»‘?we thlnk the prlnclple behlnd the suggestlon of SCR 15 is

'1tovsave'what¢we have., we understand that. v¢j

SENATOR DUMONT.,_ 1 understand As a matter £

| t,fact }most everybody wants to be saved harmless 1f that‘I
| | MR CARLUCCI,J FSenator VI Want‘to sej agaln |
i?that 1t Was the local press that put us on notlce that

:there Was thls hearlng down here, otherw;se belleve me,--"‘

, I would never have heard 1t 1 do have a. llst of the latest e

‘,people on the Veterans Affalrs Commlttee Wlth Senator Bowkley'i"A

R as the Senate Chalrman and‘Assemblyman McGowan Who 1s the :

'Assembly Ghelrman.; What 1s thelr feellng on Veterans ‘
| f‘Affalrs7 Have they had any hearlngss etc,, ‘have they heard
~v:anyth1ng7 _ o : - ‘ , 7'

_ SENATOR DUMQNT-" There was a blll that passed
both houses and now awalts the Governor s slgnature whlch
";1s somethlng llke the Soldlers and Sallors ClVll Rellef Act

37



originally of the 191%0Vse bThis onelwould apply by way of
graﬁting a mofétoriumgcng mbrfgége féreclesures;faﬁdjclosing
in on those péoﬁlé who havé béen’éélied back to active dﬁty
in the present emergency fron New Jersey9 of whom there are
a number of thousand at the moment in the Natlonal Guard
both Army and Alr and in the Reserve° That blll is Waltlng
for Governor Hughes'to sign lt It has passed both hOUS889
the prlnc1pal sponsor of it was benator Bow&leyg 80 we are
trying to be respons;ve to‘the needs of the people_ln this
situation., | . " ”

IR, GARCULLI: I read that in the Veterans
Affairs brochuré; 'ﬁy(pciné,isg Whaﬁ haveAtﬁésé Seﬁatérs
énd Assemblymén said as far as this flat $50 is céncérned?
Have they had any opinion? . o

SENATOR DUMONT: I really don't know where most
of thém‘sfandv as a matter of fact, on it, The way you get
the opinion is to discuss thé legislatioﬁ as a group, and
at the present time we havea?t‘éane that with thesghtW@ :
resolutions becéuse.of the féét that With.anything,that;
would amend'thevConstitution;y@u have to go thrcughﬁa |
c;ertéiﬁprocedure9 Which is,different from an ordinary
bill, It comes out of Committee for the purpose of
spreadiﬁg copies apon'thé'desks of each member of the
Senate and the AsSemBlygband then it'goes:back into com=
mittée fof éupublic hearing té}be_conductedo And then,
I fhink no less than QCmdaysLaftef you spréad the copies,
on the desks of the members, you can $tart to movg the
resoluticnso Now ‘these being Qancurrént resolutions =
which is true of any amendment to the uonstltutlon w do not
requlre the Slgnature of the Governor to o on, the ballot
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| All 1t has to do 1s pass bcth houses by a threeaflfths

"]jmaJorlty rather than a slmple magorlty.. If you get

_ionly a 81mple majorlty, ou have to pass 1t two years_'.
: .1n a. raw 1n order to put the questlon on the ballcto S

o 1f you get a threeuflfths majorlty in the year you start o

f',the leglslatlon 1n motlong you can get the questlons on

j,f»the ballot the same year,, The Governor does not have,‘;i;

‘:,to any constltutlonal amendment All 1t has to have

**but 1t*s also requlred,ln the case of a

f; 1s for the Leglslature te pass lt and then the people
nkmake the ultlmate deClSlOn as to whether 1t takes effect A }ﬁ1
or does not take effect That‘s the dlfference,' H ‘/ff

MR GARLUCCI° That“s why thls publlc hearlng

 ;:le held

SENAIQR BUMONT,_ And that's. why a publlc hearlng o

‘"'1s belmg.held today, not because we don?t Want year 1deas =‘ﬁira

'"‘we want them9 and that“s the purp@se of a publlc hearlng -
Eonstltutlonal |
amendment, Whlch.ls not true of an ordlnary blll J

_ MR GARLUGCI° I appreclate your klndness and “
;;'thank you for allow1ng me to exyress my VLews;g* S :;~ B
SENATOR DUMQNT* Now is there anythlng further?-L7

Wéll 1f not We Wlll declare the hearlng closed

» f§and I thank you very much all of you.9 for comlng here today '3,frf

v and g1v1ng ns the beneflt of your oplnlons,, 
“:f'(HEARiﬂG’CQNGLUDEb) 



- THE TDWNSHIF’ DF DBEAN '

' IN THE
' COUNTY OF MONMOUTH
' ODAKHURST, NEW JERSEY

' OFFICE OF THE MAYOR -

April 10, 1962

Senator Wayne Dumont
State House
Trenton, N.J.

Dear Senator:

The Township Committee of the Township _
,of Ocean, County of Monmouth is advised that-a public 2
hearing is to be held on SCR 14 ‘and SCR 15 to amend =
the State Constitution to grant Senior Citizens a. -

straight monetary deduction up to Eighty-Dollars. ($80 00)‘

and to grant Veterans a Fifty-Dollar ($50 00) deduction
- from their Municipal Tax bill. '

I enclose copies of a Resolution adopted
.,by the Township Committee of the Township of Ocean on
‘August. 7th, 1961. We also enclose a sampling of taxes:
in Municipalities in Monmouth County which show that '
under -the existing law the Veterans and Senior Citizens
iExemption have been serinusly effected

-We feel that the proposed amendments are
profitable and equitable ‘and we wish to voice- our’strong
favor in the proposedvchanges.

hfvery'truly yours;‘

'ues J Gérrity,“-'
Mayor'

-
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: Mr Gillespie offers the following resolution and moves its
“adoption°>» : e

 RESOLULIOHN

: WHEREAS ehapter 51 of Laws of 1960 of.,the'sta.te 6£ Hew
.1Jersey provide that each COunty Board of Taxation shall establish .
‘i the: percentage 1evel of taxable value of real property in, such
 county; ama |
WHEREAS, the various county Boards of Taxation havexes;\
-‘~tatiish¢§,different pexcentages for'tbeirrrespective couhties}'
'and‘i". | i | ' '

'V;WHEREAS, thil creates an inequitable situation to the

'"‘detriment of those entitled to a veterans exemption and to a

“;_senior citizen exemption..ﬁ

' NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Township Committee
ifvof;the Tovnship of chan,’in the county of Monmouth'that the :
~?'Tounship'of50cean recommendstthatbChapter;Sl'Laws of 19665beg
i_eamended 8o that the Veterans Exemption and senior citizen

Vb?Exemption be sum certain so that an equitable situation exist

o thru—out the state."'

Further Resolved that copies of this resolution be o

’i;fforwarded ‘to the Senator and Assemblymen of the COunty of Mon-‘

gmouth and to each municipality in the COunty of " Monmouth. t,'a

iRo”ﬁ’CALi?v fGaffity; Crosta;l‘Dangler}‘wGillespie.,»Reilly°n
... - . 'yes . yes . . yes - ‘yes. . .yes

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify the above to be a true oopy of
- a resolution adopted by the Township Committee
- of the Township of Ocean at a regular meeting
held August 7, 1961.,

‘“)4«:« ----- /} /"d“"“’(“é<

Lois M. Mansfigld
& Township Clerk
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* WESTON L. DANGLER

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE

IAMES . GARRITY 1 "THE TOWNSHIP OF OCEAN
M;von . I N T HE

COUNTY OF MONMOUTH
STATE OF NEW. JERSEY

FORREST L. GILLESPIE OAKHURST N J.

DONALD V. CROSTA
LOlS M. MANSFIELD TOWNSHIP CLERK

JOHN J. REILLY TELEPHONE KE 1. 0844

Dear

- I enclose herewith a copy of a Resolution adopted by our
'~Governing Body on August 7 1961. S .

I have been authorized by the Township COmmittee to send
.a copy of this Resolution to each Mayor and Governing Body in Mon-.
mouth County and ask that they also adopt such a resolution.-

, ,_' Wee feel that assessments should be equalized and uniform
: thruout the state. :

: General Samplings taken in Monmouth County towns ‘and
municipalities show the following Tax loss as to Veterans. Exemptions
- and Senior Citizens Exemptions in the year 1962z -

% Rate of Town or |}Actual Exempt'n Exemption,to be § 1962'

‘Ass'mt 1961 Municipality Granted :in Granted in 1962 Net increase i
Tax year : : ! 1961 .Ts per 100%Ass'mt vin tax. -
20% ~  Red Bank: | L S
Senior Citizen  $115.20 ©$23.00 - -§92.20
Veterans Exempt 72.20 15.00 . o 57.20 -
20% Township of Ocean: = B , ' . . L
 Senior Citizen ~ $112.00 - ' $22.00 = $90.00
‘Veteran Exempt 68.00 v 18.00 . 50.00
30% ' New Shrewsbury: ‘ o B L o
' Senior Citizen  $ 98.39 = $29.52 ' $68.87 .
~ Veteran  Exempt 61.49 18.45 o 43.04
25% . Long Branchs . A
' - Senior Citizen $ 95.70 . $24.00 . $7L.70 .
- Veteran Exempt 59.82 _ - 15.00 . u,44;82‘

The above figures were estimated and were figured as close
. as possible. The figures are actual Tax. : -

& Very;truly,yoursku'

42 ,k, o Lois M. Mansfield,
: Township Clerk
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